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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF THE 

SOUTH-WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE DIAL ROCK COMMUNITY HALL, SALDANHA BAY 
HELD ON 1 JUNE 2022, 16H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Antoinette Pietersen (AP), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and noted that due to the small 

number of attendees, the meeting would be less formal and attendees were welcome to raise questions as the 

meeting progressed. 

AP then introduced herself, Msizi Cele, the independent isiXhosa translator, and Jeremy Blood (JB) of SLR 

Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR). AP explained that the purpose of the meeting is to present information 

on the proposal by TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) to undertake exploration well drilling in Block 

5/6/7. She further noted that TEEPSA has appointed SLR to undertake an Environmental and Social Impact 

Assessment (ESIA) process for the proposed project. AP then handed over to JB.  

JB introduced the rest of the SLR team, including Edward Perry, Nicholas Arnott, Dylan Moodaley and Castro 

Ravhuhali. JB also noted that other members of the project team were in attendance, namely Sarah Wilkinson, 

the fisheries specialist, of Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) and Terry Winstanley, the 

Environmental Legal Advisor, of Winstanley Inc. 

JB then handed over to Nelisiwe Vundla (NV) of TEEPSA. who introduced herself and the rest of the TEEPSA 

team, including Eduard Groenewald (EGR), Khuliso Mudau, Jean Preston and colleagues in virtual attendance.  

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION 

2.1.  AP set out the overall meeting objectives for the meeting, which included (amongst others) sharing information 

about the proposed project, ESIA and public participation process (including specialist studies) and providing 

attendees an opportunity to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments about the proposed 

project, and assist with the identification of issues to be considered during the ESIA. The presentation is available 

in Appendix B. 

2.2.  AP outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees. She then outlined the 

Health and Safety information for the meeting and the protocols to be followed for the meeting. AP indicated 

that participants could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa and checked with attendees whether it 

would be possible to provide responses in English. AP also asked permission to record the audio of the meeting 

for minute-taking purposes and to take photographs of the meeting while it was in progress. No objections to 

these requests were raised by attendees. 

2.3.  NV provided a summary of the slides to be presented by TEEPSA and then set out the history of their operations 

in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-zero carbon emissions by 2050. She then explained 

TEEPSA’s societal and environmental policies. 

2.4.  EGR then presented the location of Block 5/6/7 and the proposed area of interest for exploration drilling and 

provided context of the proposed exploration activities in relation to the typical lifecycle of oil and gas 

exploration and production. He provided a description of the proposed exploration activities which would entail 

the drilling of up to five wells in the area of interest using either a semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship. 

He noted that expected duration of one drilling campaign would be in the region of three to four months and 

would be supported by up to three support vessels and helicopter transfers. 
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2.5.  EGR went on to present the anticipated stages of a typical drilling operation, which includes: (i) final drilling site 

selection; (ii) drilling commencement (or spudding) and operations; (iii) the optional stage of well logging and 

testing; and (iv) well plugging and abandonment. EGR ended his presentation by providing details of other ways 

which stakeholders could find out more information about the proposed project outside of the ESIA process and 

details on TEEPSA’s grievance management strategy. 

2.6.  JB then presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements, the various steps in the 

ESIA process, an overview of the baseline environment description, overview of the need and desirability of the 

project, identification of key issues to be assessed in the impact assessment, and identified specialist studies that 

will be undertaken.  He also presented an overview of the opportunities in which stakeholders may provide 

comment on the project and the next steps to be followed in the process. 

3. DISCUSSION 

3.1 Chief Atmore Rodgers (AR) noted that he wanted to support the project, however, as a community leader he 

needed to understand the project information in simple terms so that he could relay the information back to the 

people of the Khoisan community. 

 AP noted this and confirmed that the meeting would be kept short and focused. 

3.2 AR indicated that he had working experience in the oil and gas industry and had spent 35 years working on the rigs. 

He noted that he would provide feedback about the proposed exploration activities to anyone who requests more 

information. He stated that he wanted to attend the meeting to ensure that operation is undertaken correctly and 

emphasised that there would be no issue for him to provide feedback to the community. 

 TP reiterated the points raised by AR and summarised by noting that the key messages were that there are 

skilled locals that are able to undertake the work associated with the exploration operations and that this must 

be taken into consideration by TEEPSA. 

EGR confirmed that, as per the presentation provided, more project information was available on the TEEPSA 

website, as well as a link to the SLR project webpage, which provided all the ESIA-related information for the 

project. 

3.3 Ngamla Siwisa (NS) pointed out that Saldanha Bay is a fishing community and asked how the project would impact 

on the fishing industry? He then noted that Saldanha Steel had recently closed and while it was operational, various 

commitments were made to the community which have now not materialised. NS wanted to know if this project is 

to be supported, how would the community benefit? 

 JB noted that the assessment of potential impacts on fisheries would consider various project-related 

aspects, including enforcement of the 500 m safety exclusion zone, as well as the modelled zones of impact 

linked to the dispersion of drill cuttings and emission of underwater noise.  

SW confirmed that the specialist fisheries assessment would consider available catch/effort data for the 

sectors that could be affected and would also recommend any appropriate mitigation measures for the 

operations. 

JB also highlighted that focus-group meetings had also been arranged with the commercial fisheries and 

small-scale fishers to present the project and discuss any issues that these stakeholder groups may have. JB 

also mentioned that over and above normal operations, the ESIA would also consider upset conditions as 

provision has been made to undertake oil spill modelling. 

JC noted that the drilling vessel would be stationed in one location for two – three months and the 500 m 

exclusion zone would only be enforced around the rig itself. He also confirmed that fishing could take place 

outside of the safety zone while the drilling vessel is on location. 
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3.4 Enrico Adams (EA) noted that there were recent issues with seismic survey vessels off the West Coast and asked 

whether there are any technologies or evidence that can be shown to people to show that these projects will not 

have the level of impact that has been claimed? 

 JB confirmed that no 2D or 3D seismic surveys are proposed, however, the noted that Vertical Seismic 

Profiling (VSP) may be undertaken. Thus, underwater noise modelling will be undertaken as part of the ESIA 

process to understand the anticipated zones of impact of the VSP operations. 

JC emphasised that the VSP activities are different to typical 2D/3D seismic survey and that they would only 

be undertaken for approximately 9 hours in close proximity to the drilling vessel. He pointed out that normal 

seismic surveys have a much larger array which covers a broad area over a period of a month or more.    

3.5 AR asked whether it would be possible to explain why there is a tendency for large fish, such as tuna, to congregate 

around drill-ships. He noted that tuna tend to be located in waters of 400 m to 700 m depth and are caught with 

long-lines. 

 Chris Heineken (CH) of CapMarine indicated, as an example, that a person using a Fish Aggregating Device 

(FAD) could catch up to 200 – 300 tonnes of tuna per day. The presence of a drill rig acts in a similar way to 

a FAD. He noted that the use of FADs are banned in South African waters. He further mentioned that seismic 

surveys have been undertaken in South African waters over the last 20 years and looking at the tuna-catch 

records from last year there appears to have been no effect as it was a record year for total tuna catch. 

3.6 

 

AR noted that he, EA and NS had to leave the meeting to other commitments. He thanked everyone for their time 

and noted that if there was any way they could assist in communicating with the community, their contact details 

are on record.  

 EP asked if they could provide contact information for any other people that they know of who should be 

informed of the project so that these additional people could be contacted by SLR as part of the public 

participation process. 

AR responded stating that it would be possible to use their radio station, Weskus Radio, to provide project 

information / notifications. He indicated that the likely sentiment of the community will be that they would 

not want to engage in the process unless they know that they would benefit from the project. He indicated 

that TEEPSA should implement some form of social responsibility within the community. He acknowledged 

that the exploration well drilling is not a large operation, but there are people within the community that 

have suitable skills to work on the project. 

3.7 NS noted that a key focus area should be to show how the community can benefit from the project. He also 

indicated that the placement of the newspaper advertisements were too far in advance of the public meetings. 

Brett Drevolza (BD)confirmed that while they see that radio notices were placed on Weskus Radio, these were also 

too far in advance of the meetings. 

3.8 BD stated that he had traced the history of all the indigenous families in Saldanha, which dated back to origins in 

two places. He noted that they were not Khoi-Khoi people, but rather San people. He indicated that a Biocultural 

Community Protocol  had been compiled and that any applicants will need free prior informed consent. He said that 

he wants to try deliver this message to make sure everyone is involved from the first step and that if there is the 

intention to hold other meetings as part of the scoping phase that TEEPSA should advertise now. 

 AP asked whether there were any suggestions on other ways to reach people within the community to inform 

them about the project.  

DB noted that the Saldanha Bay Multi-Purpose Centre was the preferred venue for community meetings and 

that lunch time is a better time of day. 

JB noted that the multi-purpose centre was fully booked for other functions over this period. 
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3.9 DB raised the concern that other people might not be accommodating of the project. He indicated that he would 

try pass on the details of the project, but community members will form their own opinion.  

 MC emphasised that this engagement was the start of the process. JB concurred and indicated that going 

forward, SLR would make use of the attendees contact details to ensure that any future engagements are 

made via the correct channels. 

AP re-emphasised that this was not the last opportunity for comment and that another online meeting was 

planned for the following week and that future engagements would be undertaken in the ESIA process. She 

also confirmed that the recording of this meeting would be made available on the SLR website in due course.    

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 AP thanked all the attendees for joining and following the procedures for the meeting and formally closed the 

meeting at approximately 18h05. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 
 

NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

Enrico Adams BBA / Jokwa EA 

Brett Drevolza West Coast Gurigua BD 

Ngamla Siwisa MNM Strategic Partners NS 

Chief Atmore Rodgers West Coast Aboriginal Council AR 

Antoinette Pietersen Independent Facilitator AP 

Msizi Cele Independent Translator MC 

Eduard Groenewald TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) EGR 

Nelisiwe Vundla TEEPSA NV 

Khuliso Mudau TEEPSA KM 

Jean Preston TEEPSA - 

Marie-Line Pagnoux TEEPSA (Online attendance) - 

Reda Zerriatte TEEPSA (Online attendance) - 

Aurore Pichon TEEPSA (Online attendance) - 

Cesar Fuenmayor TEEPSA (Online attendance) - 

Aurelie Bruyant TEEPSA (Online attendance) - 

Sarah Wilkinson Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) SW 

Chris Heineken CapMarine EH 

Terry Winstanley Winstanley Inc. TW 

Jonathan Crowther Independent Consultant JC 

Jeremy Blood SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) JB 

Edward Perry SLR EP 

Nicholas Arnott SLR - 

Dylan Moodaley SLR - 

Castro Ravhuhali SLR - 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL 
DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF 

THE SOUTH-WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting

June 2022

Introductions: Environmental Consultants

2

Independent 
Facilitators

• Antoinette Pietersen
• Msizi Cele

ESIA Consultant: SLR 
Consulting

• Jeremy Blood
• Edward Perry
• Nicholas Arnott
• Dylan Moodaley
• Castro Ravhuhali

Environmental Legal 
Advisor

• Terry Winstanley 
(Winstanley Inc.)

Fisheries Specialist

• Sarah Wilkinson 
(CapMarine)

Aurore, Aurélie and Cesar 

Introductions: Applicant (TEEPSA)

3

In-Person Attendance

• Eduard Groenewald
• Nelisiwe Vundla
• Khuliso Mudau

Virtual Attendance

• Reda Zerriatte
• Marie-Line Pagnoux
• Aurore Pichon
• Cesar Fuenmayor
• Aurelie Bruyant

Meeting Objectives

4

 Share information about the proposed project, ESIA and public participation process,
and the specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase

 For I&APs to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments about the
proposed project, and assist with the identification of issues to be considered during
the ESIA

 For I&APs to comment on the draft Scoping Report, and the specialist studies to be
undertaken during the impact assessment phase

Draft Agenda

5

1. Welcome and Introductions
1.1 Introduction of TEEPSA and ESIA Project representatives
1.2 Meeting Objectives
1.3 Health & Safety
1.4 Meeting Protocols

2. Project Overview – TEEPSA
3. Open Session: Points of Clarity on Project Description
4. ESIA Overview – SLR

4.1 Legal Requirements 
4.2 Scoping & ESIA process 
4.3 Receiving Environment 
4.4 Key Issues / Potential Impacts identified
4.5 Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies
4.6 Next Steps

5. Open Session: Questions

Health and Safety

6

• COVID-19 regulations in terms of the National 
Health Act as published on 4 May 2022
require:

– 50% of venue capacity
– Continued practice of social distancing 
– Wearing of masks indoors
– Sanitising

• Emergency procedure:  Building Safety 
Instructions

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Meeting Protocols

7

• Attendance register and POPI Act
• Language:

– Presentations and responses in English
– Translation available for questions / comments made by meeting participants in 

isiXhosa or Afrikaans

• Consent to take photos and digitally record the proceedings of the meeting for 
minutes,  and as evidence of public consultation process

• Use of cell phones during the meeting – consent from participants
• Issues captured on flip chart during Question and Discussion session

8

Meeting Protocols
• Flow of meeting:

- There will be two presentations by panelists, approximately 20-25 minutes each
- Points of clarity relating to Project Description
- Questions and discussion session after all presentations

• Project team available after meeting
• All proceedings of the meeting will be posted to SLR’s website and the data free 

website

Virtual Meeting Protocols

9

• Virtual meeting is being recorded for minutes and as evidence of public consultation 
process.

• Be sure that your attendance is registered (POPI Act).
• Language:

– Presentations and responses in English.
– Translation available for questions / comments made by meeting participants in isiXhosa or 

Afrikaans.
• Flow of meeting:

- Total meeting time: 3 hours.
- There will be two presentations by panelists, approximately 20 minutes each.
- Question and discussion session after all presentations.

• Moderated opportunity for questions and discussion after the presentations.
• Turn off your webcam during the meeting.

Virtual Meeting: Guidelines for constructive discussion

10

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 
input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.
2. Focus on the issue, not the person.
3. Agree to disagree.
4. Wait your turn.
5. For questions and discussion, identify yourself, name and surname and 

organisation.
6. Ask questions concisely.
7. Don’t use the chat room as your personal water cooler.

Constructive discussion guidelines

11

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.

2. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

3. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator(s).

4. Wait your turn.

5. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

6. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely. 

7. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

Introduction to 
TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block 5/6/7 Scoping Presentation

June 2022

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil & gas value chain

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Oil & gas life cycle

5. The upstream petroleum lifecycle

6. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

7. Logistics base

8. Drilling operation 

9. Timeline

10. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & environment

11. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

14

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 – Now

Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-vision

TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & Environment

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année15

An individual operator with a strategy centered on  
respect, dialogue  and stakeholder
involvement 

An accountable operator exemplary in management 
of impacts related to its activities

A partner in the sustainable social and economic 
development  of its host communities
and country 

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année16

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Cape Town and Cape Agulhas 

Distance from the coast:
~168km from Saldanha Bay
~60km from Cape Point
~103km from Hermanus

Water depth
~700 meters
~3200 meters

Oil & gas life cycle

3

Exploration

Is there any field?
Is it gas or oil? 

Phase 1

Appraisal

What is the size of 
the field? 

Phase 2

Development

Can it be 
developed 
commercially? 
How? 

Phase 3

Production

Oil and gas 
production 

Phase 4

Decommis-
sioning

Decommissioning of 
the installations  

Phase 5

9-12*
years

3-5 
year

s

5-10 
year

s

20-
30 

year
s

1-2 
year

s

* Indicative timelines

* * * *

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Environmental Authorisation is required before each phase can starts
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Exploration drilling logistics 

18

Drilling Unit: Drilling will be undertaken using either a
semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship

Support vessels: The drilling unit will be supported 
by up to three vessels and helicopter transfers.

Semi-submersible drilling unit Drilling ship

Support vessel x3
Helicopter

Logistics base: To be location in either 
Cape Town or Saldanha Bay

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Drilling operation stages overview

19

3. Optional Well 
logging & Testing

if a resource is 
discovered

1. Final Drilling Site 
Selection
Based on acquired data

4. Well Plug & 
Abandonment
Plug, sealed & tested for 
integrity according to 
international best 
practices.

2. Spud + Drilling 
operations
A well is created by
drilling a hole into the 
seafloor using a drill bit.

Drilling window – Between 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling is the only way to confirm the presence and the type of petroleum. However, the first well seldom confirms 
commercial viability. Drilling takes up to 3-4 months per well.

1. Drilling operation – Final site selection

20

Drilling Site Selection: Site selection is based on a
detailed analysis of the seismic and pre-drilling
survey data, the geological target and other aspects
such as bathometry, sensitivities, existing
infrastructure, etc…

Data analysis A Remote Operating Vehicle (ROV) will be used to
to do a pre drill survey of the sea floor, to deploy
positioning beacons and also eventually guide the
drill bit into the correct position once ready to spud.

ROVs may be deployed from either the Drilling
vessel or from one of the stand-by vessels or from
both depending on the operation

Remote operating vehicle

2. Drilling operation: Drilling Sequence or Stages

21 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling Sequence or Stages:

A well is created by drilling a hole into the seafloor using a drill
bit, which crushes the rock into small particles, called
“cuttings”.

Drilling Fluid is used to cool the drill bit, circulate cuttings
out of the hole and to ensure well integrity. Water-based
Muds (WBM) will be used during the riserless drilling stage
and Non-Aqueous Drilling Fluid (NADF) during the risered
drilling stage

Casings (steel pipe) are placed in the hole and permanently
cemented into place to prevent it from collapsing.

Riserless section is drilled 1st to make the hole for the well
head and conductor pipe installation and cemented in place.
These cuttings are either discharged onto the seafloor adjacent
to the hole

Rissered section is then drilled through a marine riser and
BOP connecting the vessel with the wellhead. Drill cuttings is
circulated back to the vessel through the marine riser and
treated on the drilling unit before discharged overboard or
send back to shore.

Marine Riser

3. Drilling operation: Well Logging and Testing

22 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Testing (or DST): Once the target depth is reached, a well
may be tested if a resource is discovered. This involves flowing
the resource discovered to surface to test flow rates/
pressures and other perimeters which is used for potential
future field development decisions

Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP): is an evaluation tool that is
used when the well reaches target depth to generate a high-
resolution image of the geology in the well’s immediate vicinity.
VSP uses a small airgun array, which is operated from the drilling
unit with receivers positioned vertically in the borehole. VSP
operations may take up to nine hours to complete and it is
localised to the drilling rig location.

Well Logging: Well logging involves the evaluation of the
physical and chemical properties of the rocks in the sub-
surface, and their component minerals, including water, oil and
gas, to confirm the presence of hydrocarbons and the
petrophysical characteristics of rocks.

4. Drilling operation: Well Plug and Abandonment (P&A) 

23 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Sealing and Plugging:
Well sealing and plugging restores the integrity of the formation that was
penetrated by the wellbore.

Once drilling and logging have been completed, the wells will be sealed with
cement plugs, tested for integrity and abandoned according to international
best practices.

Cement plugs are set in stages from the bottom up; these would be installed
accordingly to isolate any potential flow zone as per international best practices
and standards

Demobilisation:
The intention is to abandon the wellheads on the seafloor if deemed safe to do
so based on a risk assessment (deep offshore). Where wellheads will be left it
will be fitted with an over-trawlable abandonment cap. The SAN Hydrographer
will be notified to accurately chart wellheads.

A final clearance survey check will be undertaken using an ROV, after which the
drilling unit and supply vessels will demobilise from the offshore licence area.

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Date - Footer of your presentation24

1. We  RECEIVE, ACNOWLEDGE 
and REGISTER your grievance

2. We  INVESTIGATE your 
grievance to find a solution

3. We agree together on a 
SOLUTION to resolve the issue

4. The grievance is CLOSED when 
the issue is resolved and the 
corrected measure implemented.

1. Webpage dedicated to our 
operations

2. FAQs will be uploaded online 3. Grievance management strategy

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Thank you

ESIA Overview

26

Legal Requirements

27

• Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (No. 28 of 2002) (MPRDA):
– State is the custodian of all minerals
– Exploration Right is required for exploration activities 

• TEEPSA already has an Exploration Right 
• Currently approvals in place for seismic and electromagnetic surveys
• Environmental Authorisation required for exploration well drilling

• National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA):

– NEMA provides for the control of certain listed activities, which are prohibited until Environmental 
Authorisation is obtained

– Exploration well drilling triggers a number listed activities and requires Environmental Authorisation

– SLR has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment Practitioner to undertake 
the required Scoping and EIA process

– Environmental Authorisation will place limits on the location and scope of permissible exploration 
activities

– The process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended)

28

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Initial 
notification 

• Stakeholder 
registration

• Database 
development

• Submit EA application 
• Prepare Draft Scoping Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final Scoping Report for 

acceptance

• Undertake Technical / Specialist 
Studies

• Prepare draft ESIA Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final ESIA Report for 

decision making

• Stakeholder 
notification 

• Appeal 
process

1. Screen and identify potential impacts
2. Confirm the terms of reference for the specialist studies

Receiving Environment – Seabed features and Ocean temperature

29

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

30

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Area of Interest is dominated by 
ecosystems rated as 'Least 
Concern', with only marginal 
overlap with the ‘Vulnerable’ 
Cape Canyon habitat.  

• Area of Interest does not overlap 
with any areas rates as “Critically 
Endangered” or “Endangered”

• Most of the Area of Interest falls 
outside any protected areas.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

31

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

• Various pelagic and demersal fish 
species spawn in the inshore 
regions of the southern Benguela 
and on Agulhas Bank

• Area of Interest occurs on 
boarder of some of these 
spawning areas

• Some overlap with the 
northward egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the inshore portion of the Area 
of Interest is likely be seasonally 
high

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

32

• MPAs (proclaimed ito NEM: PAA ):
– No exploration allowed in MPAs
– No overlap with proposed drill area

(Harris et al. 2020, Version 1.2, April 2022) 

• CBAs and ESAs (National Coastal and 
Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan)
– Map designed to inform planning and 

decision-making in support of 
sustainable development in the ocean

– Approximately 5.4% of the Area of 
Interest is covered by CBAs

– Sea-use guidelines: Invasive 
exploration activities are classified as 
having "restricted compatibility”

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

33

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 60 km

• Water depth: 
700 m - 3 200 m 

Overlapping Fisheries with Area of Interest
Sector Overlap % National Effort / Catch

Tuna pole  12.5% / 13.7%

Large pelagic long-line  7.3% / 5.8%

Demersal trawl minor 0.2% / 0.3%

Hake Demersal Longline minor 0.1% / 0.1%

Mid-water trawl X 0% / 0%

Shark Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

Small pelagic purse-seine X 0% / 0%

Traditional line fish X 0% / 0%

West Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

South Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

Small-scale fisheries X 0% / 0%

Squid jig X 0% / 0%

Beach-seine and gillnet X 0% / 0%

Receiving Environment – Fishing Sectors and Grounds

34

7.3%13.7%

Large Pelagic LonglineTuna Pole

Receiving Environment - Fishing Sectors and Grounds

35

0.2% 0.1%

Hake Demersal LonglineDemersal Trawl

36

Receiving Environment – Small-Scale Fisheries
• These fishers traditionally operate in 

nearshore fishing grounds 
• SSF fish to meet food and basic livelihood 

needs, but may also directly be involved 
in fishing for commercial purposes

• SSF resources are managed in terms of a 
community-based co-management 
approach - implemented through a series 
of community co-operatives

• More than 270 communities have 
registered an Expressions of Interest with 
the DFFE

• Between Saldanha Bay and Cape 
Agulhas, 68 communities have been 
registered for SSF rights (comprising of 
2 031 fishers)

• Small-scale fisheries off the West and 
South Coasts are unlikely to operate 
beyond a range of 15 km from the 
coastline

31 32

33 34

35 36
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Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

37

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• Two wells have been drilled in 
Block 5/6/7

• One ammunition dump is 
located in the AOI – 2.6% 
overlap

• EAP experience on other projects – incl. TEEPSA’s 11B/12B ESIA
• Consideration of likely receptors
• Review of baseline conditions
• Activity versus Receptor Interaction Matrix
• Aspects and Impacts Register
• Key project activities of concern to be investigated and assessed are documented 

in the Scoping Report

Note: Assessment findings will be presented in the draft ESIA Report.

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

38

39

Aspects & Impacts Register
1. Global concern of the need to reduce carbon emissions
2. Rapid transition to net zero presents a potential risk to economic 

growth
3. Current policies acknowledge that natural gas is required in the 

JUST TRANSITION to net carbon zero by 2050 
4. It is SA government policy to use gas in the energy mix in the 

transition and to explore and develop indigenous gas resources
5. These national strategic policy issues relating to energy and 

climate change and how South Africa uses fossil fuels fall beyond 
the scope of the ESIA

6. In making a decision, DMRE will need to weigh up:
– Current national strategic policies and the transition to net carbon 

zero
– Need for a stable electricity supply and economic growth
– Current reliance of liquid fuel imports versus the use of a local 

resource
– Potential impacts and risks associated with the proposed project

40

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
1.1 Vessel emissions to the 

atmosphere
• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.3 Discharge of ballast water • Introduction of alien invasive species to the marine 
ecosystem.

1.4 Helicopter operations • Disturbance of faunal species and displacement from 
important feeding / breeding areas.

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
1.5 Procurement of local service 

providers and employment
• Procurement of local service providers for logistics base (e.g. 

catering, security, fuel, supplies, etc.).
• Employment of a few skilled and semi-skilled staff at logistics 

base.

41

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Drilling
1.6 Discharge of drill cuttings • Physical seabed disturbance.

• Smothering of benthic fauna/habitats by cuttings.
• Increased sea water turbidity and water quality contamination.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

• Disturbance of marine fauna, particularly whales and dolphins.
• Displacement of fish and fishing.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

1.9 Flaring • Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.10 Discharge of produced 
water

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Interference with demersal trawling activities or fishing 
equipment.

42

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

37 38

39 40

41 42
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Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Unplanned Events
2.1 Loss of equipment • Potential disturbance of seabed habitats.

• Collision and entanglement hazards for other vessels.
2.2 Minor spill - refuelling at sea • Immediate detrimental effect on water quality, with the toxic 

effects on marine fauna.
• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas.

2.3 Major spill - well blowout • Local and regional impacts on water quality, marine fauna 
and oiling of coastal habitats and marine fauna.

• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas and gear damage.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.
• Reduction in income for secondary and tertiary sectors that 

support tourism, recreational, fishing, and other coastal 
economies.

Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

44

Peer reviewPeer review

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Fisheries 
Assessment

Fisheries 
Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Oil Spill ModellingOil Spill Modelling

Opportunities to Comment / Participate

45

Scoping Phase (2022):
30-day public comment period

Public meetings @ 16h00:
• Wed, 1 June: Dialrock Community Hall, Saldanha.

• Thu, 2 June 2022: Sandbaai Hall, Hermanus.

• Thu, 9 June 2022: Cape Town International 
Convention Centre, Cape Town.

• Tue, 7 June 2022: Virtual meeting, MS Teams.

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing 
SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 20 June

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2022):
30-day comment period
• Expected start date: early 

Sept 2022.
• Public meetings to start by 

mid-Sept 2022 (exact 
dates to be confirmed).

• In writing by completing 
comment form / email SLR.

• Deadline for comment will 
be announced.

ESIA Process

We are here
Decision / Appeal 
(2023):
• Registered I&APs 

will be notified of 
decision and 
appeals process : 
Feb 2023. 

• 20 days to submit 
an appeal from 
date of 
notification.

Next Steps

46

• Minutes of meetings.

• Contact the SLR for information and / or documents.

• Submit comments / questions / issues to SLR.

• All documents will be posted to SLR’s website and data free website, including 

Final Scoping Report.

• All registered I&APs will be notified of the next round of consultation – present the 

findings of the ESIA and associated specialist studies.

SLR Contact Details

47

Method Contact Details

Post: 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, Newlands on Main, Newlands, 7700

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

063 900 5536

E-mail: TEEPSA-567@slrconsulting.com

Web: https://www.slrconsulting.com/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Data 
Free Web:

https://slrpublicdocs.datafree.co/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Reminder: Constructive discussion guidelines

48

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1.  Respect one another.

2. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

3. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator(s).

4. Wait your turn.

5. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

6. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely. 

7. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

43 44

45 46

47 48
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Open Session: Questions & Discussion

49

49
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF THE 

SOUTH-WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING 

HERMANUS 

HELD ON 2 JUNE 2022, 16H00 
 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Antoinette Pietersen (AP), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and explained that the purpose of 

the meeting is to present information on the proposal by TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) to 

undertake exploration well drilling in Block 5/6/7. She further noted that TEEPSA had appointed SLR Consulting 

(South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) to undertake an Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) process for 

the proposed project. 

AP then introduced herself and Msizi Cele (MC), the independent isiXhosa translator, followed by the SLR team 

consisting of Jeremy Blood (JB), Edward Perry (ED), Nicholas Arnott (NA), and Castro Ravhuhali (CR). AP also 

introduced the other members of the project team were in attendance, namely Sarah Wilkinson (SW), the 

fisheries specialist, of Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) and Terry Winstanley (TW), the 

Environmental Legal Advisor, of Winstanley Inc. 

AP then introduced the TEEPSA team including Eduard Groenewald (EGR), Nelisiwe Vundla (NV), Khuliso Mudau, 

and colleagues in virtual attendance. A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION 

2.1.  AP set out the overall meeting objectives for the meeting, which included (amongst others) sharing information 

about the proposed project, ESIA and public participation process (including specialist studies) and providing 

attendees an opportunity to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments about the proposed 

project, and assist with the identification of issues to be considered during the ESIA. The presentation is available 

in Appendix B. 

AP noted that due to the small number of attendees, the meeting would be less formal and attendees were 

welcome to raise questions as the meeting progressed. She also noted that the first public meeting in Saldanha 

Bay had already been undertaken as part of the Scoping Phase.  

2.2.  AP outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

participants could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa. AP also asked permission to record the audio 

of the meeting for minute-taking purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees. AP then 

handed over to TEEPSA for their presentation. 

2.3.  NV provided a summary of the slides to be presented by TEEPSA and then set out the history of their operations 

in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-zero carbon emissions by 2050. She then explained 

TEEPSA’s societal and environmental policies. 

2.4.  EGR then presented the location of Block 5/6/7 and the proposed area of interest for exploration drilling and 

provided context of the proposed exploration activities in relation to the typical lifecycle of oil and gas 

exploration and production. He provided a description of the proposed exploration activities which would entail 

the drilling of up to five wells in the area of interest using either a semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship. 

He noted that expected duration of one drilling campaign would be in the region of three to four months and 

would be supported by up to three support vessels and helicopter transfers. 
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2.5.  EGR went on to present the anticipated stages of a typical drilling operation, which includes: (i) final drilling site 

selection; (ii) drilling commencement (or spudding) and operations; (iii) the optional stage of well logging and 

testing; and (iv) well plugging and abandonment. EGR ended his presentation by providing details of other ways 

which stakeholders could find out more information about the proposed project outside of the ESIA process and 

details on TEEPSA’s grievance management strategy. 

2.6.  JB then presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements, the various steps in 

the ESIA process, an overview of the baseline environment description, overview of the need and desirability of 

the project, identification of key issues to be assessed in the impact assessment and identified specialist studies 

that will be undertaken. He also presented an overview of the opportunities in which stakeholders may provide 

comment on the project and the next steps to be followed in the process.  

3. DISCUSSION  

(It should be noted that the discussion presented below occurred during the TEEPSA and SLR presentations) 

3.1 Pat Redford (PR) (Ward 3 Committee Member) asked the following questions: 

• What is a clearance survey? 

• What is in the drilling fluids (composition)? 

EGR explained that a clearance survey is where TEEPSA use Remote Operating Vehicle (ROV), which 

provides video footage of the seabed up to a 1 km around the wellhead, to determine if there are any 

obstructions (including infrastructure or sensitive areas) prior to drilling.   

JB confirmed that prior to selecting a site, an ROV would be used to video the seabed to determine if 

there are any environmental sensitivity and the final wellhead position is based on the findings from the 

clearance survey. He stated that a second clearance survey would be undertaken after drilling has been 

completed to determine if any equipment had been left on the seabed and to check the conditions of the 

seabed before demobilisation. 

EGR stated that in terms of the drilling fluids, TEEPSA normally uses two drilling fluids, namely a water-

based muds and non-aqueous drilling fluids. The drilling fluids are used to push the cuttings up the well 

bore to the surface, they also help to keep the drill bit cool during drilling and help with maintaining the 

integrity of the well. The types of mud used depends on the well, including well pressure and geological 

features. 

3.2 Anuta Scholtz (AS) of Rooiels Ratepayers Association asked, in response to the target of zero carbon emissions 

by 2050 target, how long the wells would be viable, as well as the life span of the well plugs.  

 EGR advised that TEEPSA is currently busy with the Environmental Authorisation (EA) application for the 

proposed exploration drilling, not production, which would only confirm the presence of a potential 

hydrocarbon resource. He reiterated that exploration occurs for various reasons, including to get a good 

understanding of the hydrocarbons and the economic viability, and that gets fitted in TEEPSA’s strategy 

leading to 2050.  

EGR clarified that mention was made of “net zero carbon emissions 2050” and not “zero emissions” - he 

noted that additional information was available on TEEPSA’s website. EGR indicated that typically 

production rights are issued for a period of 30 years, but not that production will go on for 30 years should 

a resource be identified.  

EGR also stated that the plugs that are cemented in place are permanent plugs. These plugs ensure the 

structural integrity of the well and are a permanent plug. 

3.3 Ralph Watson (RW) of Dyer Island Conservation Trust asked the following questions: 

• Following up on the drilling fluids, what is the toxicity of the drilling fluids? 

• What is the threshold of cleaning the drill cuttings?   

• How successful do you think TEEPSA will be based on the past seismic surveys that have been undertaken 
in the area? 

EGR stated that he does not, at this stage, know the composition on the drilling muds; however, the basic 

ingredients are included in the draft Scoping Report. He also stated that different drilling fluids are used 

for the different sections of the well. Modelling will be undertaken to determine the potential impacts of 
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different muds and cuttings. 

EGR indicated that if they use non-aqueous drilling fluids, the target in cleaning is around 6% of oil on the 

cuttings, and if 6% can’t be achieved, the cuttings would be sent to shore for treatment and disposal. 

In response to project success, EGR noted that usually it is only one in every seven wells that is successful. 

Due to the investments required for offshore exploration, thorough studies are undertaken to ensure 

success and the previous seismic surveys help have identify a potential resource; however, this can only 

be confirmed after until well drilling has been undertaken. 

JB reiterated that the drilling fluids differed for the two phases of drilling (riserless and risered). During 

the riserless stage, where there is no closed system in place, low toxicity water-based muds are used, 

where whereas during the risered drilling stage, the cutting are pumped up to the drill ship and treated 

before disposal. JB indicated that he is not sure of the exact toxicity level of the fluids, however, the 

environmental risk will be modelled as part of the technical study that will be undertaken.  

3.4 Crystal Riedemann (CRD) stated that she understands TEEPSA introduced themselves as TotalEnergies South 

Africa but wanted to know who the owner is and who will own the product.  

EGR stated that TotalEnergies is French multi-national oil and gas company, with its headquarters in 

France.  TotalEnergies set up individual subsidiaries in countries in which they operate in. As for who owns 

the product, South Africa owns the hydrocarbons, as they issue an Exploration Right and eventually a 

Production Right. TEEPSA would then produce the hydrocarbons and sell it, they spend the money to 

explore and develop it. There are various royalty structures and physical regimes in place as to how 

money flows back to the country. 

CRD asked if TEEPSA will be bringing expects from overseas or if they will be employing locals to work on the drill 

rig? 

EGR indicated that employment will be addressed in the ESIA, as part of the socio-economic assessment. 

EGR also highlighted that exploration campaigns are typically short in duration (about 3 months) and 

requires a highly skilled team (which comes with the drilling unit) and unfortunately the necessary skills 

are not available in South Africa. However, TEEPSA does/will look at what kind of services can be procured 

locally and will make use of those services.  

3.5 CRD asked how many drilling platforms TEEPSA will use and how long will they remain out there until they are 

decommissioned. 

EGR advised that they will only use one drill ship at a time to drill a well.  He also clarified that it is not 

referred to as a platform, as a platform is related to the production cycle where a permanent platform is 

put in place. He confirmed that TEEPSA is applying for authorisation for the drilling of up to five 

exploration wells. 

AP clarified that the proposed project just considers the drilling of five exploration wells. Should TEEPSA 

discover hydrocarbons, then another EA must be applied for through another ESIA process. 

3.6 Jean Malan (JM), a retired petroleum geologist, asked if there is a report on the potential impacts related to the 

seismic survey that was done by Anadarko. 

EGR advised that TEEPSA undertakes independent environmental auditing for all its activities and the 

reports are submitted to PASA and the reports are available from them.  

AP clarified that TEEPSA has an existing Exploration Right for the area and they are applying for an EA 

for exploration drilling. 

3.7 JM asked if a study was being taking place will ensure that the drilling unit is not affected by the offshore 

conditions?  

EGR indicated that the area TEEPSA is proposing to undertake activities outside of the harsh Agulhas 

current; however, it is monitoring the current to select the type of drilling unit to use in the Area of Interest 

(AOI). 

3.8 RW asked for name of the website where the seismic survey report is available. 
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 EGR advised that the reports are available from PASA. 

3.9 Vic Hamilton Atwell (VHA) asked how TEEPSA determined to drill in the AOI. 

EGR stated that Anadarko previously held the Right for Block 5/6/7 and it undertook various geology 

studies and seismic surveys, which was used to identify the AOI. 

VHA stated that there were issues in the Eastern Cape with regard to the seismic surveys and asked how 

Anadarko undertook its seismic survey?  

EGR confirmed that TEEPSA currently has the Exploration Right and approval to undertake seismic 

surveys in Block 5//67 and that all the relevant information is with PASA. 

AP asked EGR to advise when the seismic surveys were undertaken in Block 5/6/7. EGR advised that the 

3D seismic survey took place in 2020. 

JB added that the seismic activities commenced prior to TEEPSA taking over the block and the Exploration 

Rights and approval were already been in place.  

VHA stated that he did not understand how the seismic survey approval was obtained when there is big issue 

with legislation and lawsuits for seismic surveys on the East Coast. 

JM noted that the concern regarding the seismic survey is in the past, as that was taken undertaken by Anadarko, 

and the current project is for exploration drilling.   

3.10 VHA stated that he thinks the whole drilling process in depended on the drilling fluid chemicals  and he doesn’t 

think TEEPSA will be able to contain the chemicals.  

EGR explained how the closed risered system works which contains the muds and drill cuttings and brings 

them to the drilling unit for treatment before discharge. 

AP asked EGR about TEEPSA emergency contingency measures in case of a spill or leak. 

EGR advised that TEEPSA has various oil spill contingency plans and resources which will be mobilised in 

case of spills and leaks. 

3.11 Rita Du Chenn (RDC) asked if TEEPSA is planning on drilling five wells and must they acquire authorisation for 

each well or is this application for all the wells?  

EGR stated that the current EA application was for all five well.   

RDC asked how long that exploration period is? 

EGR indicated that an Exploration Right can be valid for up to nine years. TEEPSA already has the 

Exploration Right for Block 5/6/7.   

3.12 RDC asked who oversees that TEEPSA keeps to its commitments during the exploration activities? 

EGR stated that as part of the outcomes of the ESIA, an Environmental Management Programme (EMP) 

must be developed and as part of the requirements of the EMP, TEEPSA must appoint an independent 

environmental observer who undertakes monitoring throughout the drilling process and who reports 

his/her findings to PASA.  

RDC asked, how many times have the environmental observers stopped TEEPSA while undertaking a drilling 

activity on other projects?  

EGR stated that he does not know how many times TEEPSA has been stopped; however, TEEPSA does its 

best to comply with the EMP. 

AP noted that the question has been recorded and will be addressed as part of the ESIA. 

3.13 Dr John Bristow (JBR) of Overberg Geoscientists Group (OGG) asked how much money has been spent on 

exploration studies in Block 5/6/7 and how much will be spent on the actual drilling activities? 

EGR advised that he does not have an exact value spent to date, but typically a seismic campaign can 

cost be between USD 20 to 50 million and drilling could cost USD 150 million (e.g. recent drilling in Block 

11B/12B) but really depends on where the drilling is taking place. 
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3.14 RW asked if the outcome of the specialist studies will be available online before the commencement of the 

project? 

JB stated that the ESIA report prepared as part of the ESIA process will be available on SLR’s website 

during the next round of consultation in the Impact Assessment Phase.  

AP asked RW if he was referring to the previous seismic reports? RW said yes. 

EGR advised that the seismic closure audit report are available from PASA; therefore, RW should lodge a 

request with PASA to access the reports. 

3.15 RW asked that, in terms of net zero by 2050, would it not be more thoughtful to use the money TEEPSA will 

spend on drilling and use it on renewable energy, which is more likely to produce something that TEEPSA can 

guarantee?  

NV indicated that, although most countries have signed the Paris Agreement, every country has its own 

approach on how to reach the net zero by 2050 depending on their local context and the needs of the 

country. TEEPSA, as a company, has set itself goals to reduce some of its investments in fossil fuel and to 

increase more investments on renewable energy which is in accordance with the International 

Environment Agency  

AP reiterated that TEEPSA has developed a transitionary model where exploration and well drilling form part of 

the country’s approach towards the goal of net zero by 2050.  

3.16 PR asked how will TEEPSA mitigate the issues that the noise modelling study will highlight should it reveal 

significant issues? 

JB indicated that the underwater noise modelling study will consider all the activities that will generate 

underwater noise; it will consider at the sound threshold limits of the various faunal species to determine 

the zones of impact, and those zones will be used by the marine fauna specialist and fisheries specialist 

to assess the potential impacts and identify mitigation measures.  

3.17 PR asked how the noise impact will be assessed if the well depth is not yet identified. 

JB stated that the noise assessment study will consider the duration of the activities as it is more 
depended on the duration not the drilling depth. 

EGR stated that there is a targeted drilling depth, and TEEPSA will drill to that depth and not until they 
find something. 

3.18 JM indicated that there is an exclusion period for offshore activities with regards to whales, which is up to 
December.  He asked if TEEPSA's drilling activities will comply with this exclusion period. 

EGR advised that TEEPSA is targeting the window period towards the end of the year as the metocean 
conditions are more favourable and safer for drilling. 

JB added that the marine faunal specialist will consider need for any temporal exclusion based on the 
results of the noise modelling for Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP). 

3.19 CRD asked if there is a threshold where TEEPSA will cease its activities because the impacts are too significant 
to mitigate? 

JB stated the ESIA Report, which will present the results of the assessment, will be submitted to the 
Competent Authority for decision making.  They will make the final decision on whether the project is 
acceptable or not. 

EGR there are projects that have been denied authorisation in the past. Undertaking an ESIA is also an 
internal requirement for TotalEnergies to ensure that the impacts can be mitigated.  

3.20 CRD asked what are the top two environmental accidents/issue that can occur during exploration phase? 

JB noted that in his opinion the most significant impacts from normal operations related to the discharge 
of drill cutting and the smothering of vulnerable benthic habitats.  He noted that a modelling study will 
be undertaken to determine the extent of the drill cutting plume. 

3.21 CRD asked that apart from well plugging what else will be left on the seafloor during well abandonment. 

EGR indicated that a wellhead may be left behind, which is about 2.5 m high, with an over-trawlable 
structure. 

3.22 CRD asked if local environmental specialists will be used during the ESIA process. 
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JB advised that SLR has identified Pisces Environmental Services to undertake marine ecology impact 
assessment, and the specialist will engage with other organisations, e.g. SANBI, Mammal Research 
Institute. 

AP indicated that if the attendees know any other organisations that the think the project team should engage 
with, they should recommend the names. 

Hedda Mittner (HM) of The Village News recommended that the team engage with the Mammal 
Research Institute Whale Unit (MRIWU) (Dr Els Vermeulen). 

3.23 PR asked if the MRIWU is sponsored by TEEPSA and stated that cognisance should be given to all whale species. 

EGR indicated that TEEPSA does fund some universities for marine research in South Africa. 

JB stated that the assessment phase will take cognisance at all the species that have been identified in 
the baseline description. 

3.24 JBR stated that there is a considerable amount of information and research being undertaken to assess impacts 
on whale from various activities.  

3.25 RDC suggested that the project team should engage with the SANSA Space during the Impact Assessment phase.  

3.26 In response to the issue of declining whale number in Hermanus over the past few years, RW stated that the 
Southern right whale has a mating cycle of four, therefore, they may be back this year (2022). However, he does 
agree that the full diversity of cetaceans off the southern coast should be taken into consideration especially 
after the 2020 seismic survey. 

3.27 RDC asked again if there was ever a point where TEEPSA has decided to not go forward a project because the 
impacts were too great. 

EGR indicated that there were cases where projects had been stopped due to potential impacts being 
significant. TEEPSA undertakes environmental baseline studies and impact assessment before starting 
any project. 

JB advised that SLR as the EAP will gather all the information from the assessment and specialist studies 
and include it into an ESIA Report.  This report will need to conclude whether the project is acceptable or 
not from the environmental perspective and what mitigation is necessary.  

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 AP thanked all the attendees for joining and following the procedures for the meeting and formally closed the 
meeting at approximately 18h26. 

https://www.mammalresearchinstitute.science/whale-unit
https://www.up.ac.za/zoology-entomology/article/2413684/dr-els-vermeulen
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

R. O. Heckroodt Private ROH 

F Vergers Private FV 

Jean Malan Retired petroleum geologist, practicing geoscientist JM 

Ralph Watson Dyer Island Conservation Trust RW 

Di Marais Hermanus Botanical Society DMR 

Vic Hamilton Atwell Private VHA 

Crystal Riedemann Private CRD 

Pat Redford Ward 3 Committee Member, Hermanus and property owner PR 

Dr John Bristow Overberg Geoscientists Group (OGG) JBR 

Rita Du Chenn Private RDC 

Anuta Scholtz Rooiels Ratepayers Association AS 

Hedda Mittner The Village News HM 

Mary Ann Versto Hermanus Botanical Society MAV 

Antoinette Pietersen Independent Facilitator AP 

Msizi Cele Independent Translator MC 

Eduard Groenewald TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) EGR 

Nelisiwe Vundla TEEPSA NV 

Khuliso Mudau TEEPSA KM 

Sarah Wilkinson Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) SW 

Viv Dames Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) VD 

Terry Winstanley Winstanley Inc. TW 

Jeremy Blood SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) JB 

Edward Perry SLR ED 

Nicholas Arnott SLR NA 

Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL 
DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF 

THE SOUTH-WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting

June 2022

Introductions: Environmental Consultants

2

Independent 
Facilitators

• Antoinette 
Pietersen

• Msizi Cele

ESIA Consultant: SLR 
Consulting

• Jeremy Blood
• Edward Perry
• Nicholas Arnott
• Dylan Moodaley
• Castro Ravhuhali

Environmental Legal 
Advisor

• Terry Winstanley 
(Winstanley Inc.)

Fisheries Specialist

• Sarah Wilkinson 
(CapMarine)

Aurore, Aurélie and Cesar 

Introductions: Applicant (TEEPSA)

3

Presenters

• Eduard Groenewald
• Nelisiwe Vundla

Observer
• Khuliso Mudau

Virtual Observers

• Reda Zerriatte
• Marie-Line Pagnoux
• Aurore Pichon
• Cesar Fuenmayor
• Aurelie Bruyant
• Caroline Colle

Health and Safety

4

• COVID-19 regulations in terms of the 
National Health Act as published on 4 May 
2022 require:
– 50% of venue capacity
– Continued practice of social distancing 
– Wearing of masks indoors
– Sanitising

• Emergency procedure:  Building Safety 
Instructions

Meeting Objectives

5

 Share information: proposed project, ESIA and public participation process,
and the specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment
phase

 For I&APs to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments
about the proposed project, and assist with the identification of issues to be
considered during the ESIA

 For I&APs to comment on the draft Scoping Report, and the specialist studies
to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase

Draft Agenda

6

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Project Overview – TEEPSA

3. Questions for Clarity

4. ESIA Overview – SLR

5. Next Steps

6. Open Session: Questions

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Meeting Protocols

7

• Attendance register and POPI Act

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– Translation available for questions / comments made by 

meeting participants in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

• Consent: digital recording and photos

• Issues captured on flip chart during Question and Discussion 
session

8

Meeting Protocols

• Flow of meeting:
- Presentations: ~ 20-25 minutes each
- Points of clarity relating to Project Description
- Questions and discussion session after all presentations

• Project team available after meeting

• All proceedings of the meeting will be posted to SLR’s website 
and the data free website

Virtual Meeting Protocols

9

• Virtual meeting is being recorded for minutes and as evidence of public consultation 
process.

• Be sure that your attendance is registered (POPI Act).
• Language:

– Presentations and responses in English.
– Translation available for questions / comments made by meeting participants in isiXhosa or 

Afrikaans.
• Flow of meeting:

- Total meeting time: 3 hours.
- There will be two presentations by panelists, approximately 20 minutes each.
- Question and discussion session after all presentations.

• Moderated opportunity for questions and discussion after the presentations.
• Turn off your webcam during the meeting.

Virtual Meeting: Guidelines for constructive discussion

10

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 
input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.
2. Focus on the issue, not the person.
3. Agree to disagree.
4. Wait your turn.
5. For questions and discussion, identify yourself, name and surname and 

organisation.
6. Ask questions concisely.
7. Don’t use the chat room as your personal water cooler.

Constructive discussion guidelines

11

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.

2. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

3. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the 
facilitator(s).

4. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

5. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely. 

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

Introduction to 
TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block 5/6/7 Scoping Presentation

June 2022

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil & gas value chain

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Oil & gas life cycle

5. The upstream petroleum lifecycle

6. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

7. Logistics base

8. Drilling operation 

9. Timeline

10. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & environment

11. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

14

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 – Now

Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-vision

TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & Environment

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année15

An individual operator with a strategy centered on  
respect, dialogue  and stakeholder
involvement 

An accountable operator exemplary in management 
of impacts related to its activities

A partner in the sustainable social and economic 
development  of its host communities
and country 

Oil & gas life cycle

3

Exploration

Is there any field?
Is it gas or oil? 

Phase 1

Appraisal

What is the size of 
the field? 

Phase 2

Development

Can it be 
developed 
commercially? 
How? 

Phase 3

Production

Oil and gas 
production 

Phase 4

Decommis-
sioning

Decommissioning of 
the installations  

Phase 5

9-12*
years

3-5 
year

s

5-10 
year

s

20-
30 

year
s

1-2 
year

s

* Indicative timelines

* * * *

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Environmental Authorisation is required before each phase can starts
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Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année17

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Cape Town and Cape Agulhas 

Distance from the coast:
~168km from Saldanha Bay
~60km from Cape Point
~103km from Hermanus

Water depth
~700 meters
~3200 meters

Exploration drilling logistics 

18

Drilling Unit: Drilling will be undertaken using either a 
semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship –
500 m safety zone

Support vessels: The drilling unit will be supported 
by up to three vessels and helicopter transfers.

Semi-submersible drilling unit Drilling ship

Support vessel x3
Helicopter

Logistics base: To be location in either 
Cape Town or Saldanha Bay

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Drilling operation stages overview

19

3. Optional Well 
logging & Testing

if a resource is 
discovered

1. Final Drilling Site 
Selection
Based on acquired data

4. Well Plug & 
Abandonment
Plug, sealed & tested for 
integrity according to 
international best 
practices.

2. Spud + Drilling 
operations
A well is created by
drilling a hole into the 
seafloor using a drill bit.

Drilling window – Between 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling is the only way to confirm the presence and the type of petroleum. However, the first well seldom confirms 
commercial viability. Drilling takes up to 3-4 months per well.

1. Drilling operation – Final site selection

20

Drilling Site Selection: Site selection is based on a
detailed analysis of the seismic and pre-drilling
survey data, the geological target and other aspects
such as bathometry, sensitivities, existing
infrastructure, etc…

Data analysis A Remote Operating Vehicle (ROV) will be used to
to do a pre drill survey of the sea floor, to deploy
positioning beacons and also eventually guide the
drill bit into the correct position once ready to spud.

ROVs may be deployed from either the Drilling
vessel or from one of the stand-by vessels or from
both depending on the operation

Remote operating vehicle

2. Drilling operation: Drilling Sequence or Stages

21 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling Sequence or Stages:

A well is created by drilling a hole into the seafloor using a drill
bit, which crushes the rock into small particles, called
“cuttings”.

Drilling Fluid is used to cool the drill bit, circulate cuttings
out of the hole and to ensure well integrity. Water-based
Muds (WBM) will be used during the riserless drilling stage
and Non-Aqueous Drilling Fluid (NADF) during the risered
drilling stage

Casings (steel pipe) are placed in the hole and permanently
cemented into place to prevent it from collapsing.

Riserless section is drilled 1st to make the hole for the well
head and conductor pipe installation and cemented in place.
These cuttings are either discharged onto the seafloor adjacent
to the hole

Risered section is then drilled through a marine riser and
BOP connecting the vessel with the wellhead. Drill cuttings is
circulated back to the vessel through the marine riser and
treated on the drilling unit before discharged overboard or
send back to shore.

Marine Riser

3. Drilling operation: Well Logging and Testing

22 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Testing (or DST): Once the target depth is reached, a well
may be tested if a resource is discovered. This involves flowing
the resource discovered to surface to test flow rates/
pressures and other perimeters which is used for potential
future field development decisions

Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP): is an evaluation tool that is
used when the well reaches target depth to generate a high-
resolution image of the geology in the well’s immediate vicinity.
VSP uses a small airgun array, which is operated from the drilling
unit with receivers positioned vertically in the borehole. VSP
operations may take up to nine hours to complete and it is
localised to the drilling rig location.

Well Logging: Well logging involves the evaluation of the
physical and chemical properties of the rocks in the sub-
surface, and their component minerals, including water, oil and
gas, to confirm the presence of hydrocarbons and the
petrophysical characteristics of rocks.

4. Drilling operation: Well Plug and Abandonment (P&A) 

23 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Sealing and Plugging:
Well sealing and plugging restores the integrity of the formation that was
penetrated by the wellbore.

Once drilling and logging have been completed, the wells will be sealed with
cement plugs, tested for integrity and abandoned according to international
best practices.

Cement plugs are set in stages from the bottom up; these would be installed
accordingly to isolate any potential flow zone as per international best practices
and standards

Demobilisation:
The intention is to abandon the wellheads on the seafloor if deemed safe to do
so based on a risk assessment (deep offshore). Where wellheads will be left it
will be fitted with an over-trawlable abandonment cap. The SAN Hydrographer
will be notified to accurately chart wellheads.

A final clearance survey check will be undertaken using an ROV, after which the
drilling unit and supply vessels will demobilise from the offshore licence area.

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Date - Footer of your presentation24

1. We  RECEIVE, ACNOWLEDGE 
and REGISTER your grievance

2. We  INVESTIGATE your 
grievance to find a solution

3. We agree together on a 
SOLUTION to resolve the issue

4. The grievance is CLOSED when 
the issue is resolved and the 
corrected measure implemented.

1. Webpage dedicated to our 
operations

2. FAQs will be uploaded online 3. Grievance management strategy

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Thank you

ESIA Overview

26

Legal Requirements

27

• Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (No. 28 of 2002) (MPRDA):
– State is the custodian of all minerals
– Exploration Right is required for exploration activities 

• TEEPSA already has an Exploration Right 
• Currently approvals in place for seismic and electromagnetic surveys
• Environmental Authorisation required for exploration well drilling

• National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA):

– NEMA provides for the control of certain listed activities, which are prohibited until Environmental 
Authorisation is obtained

– Exploration well drilling triggers a number listed activities and requires Environmental Authorisation

– SLR has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment Practitioner to undertake 
the required Scoping and EIA process

– Environmental Authorisation will place limits on the location and scope of permissible exploration 
activities

– The process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended)

28

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Initial 
notification 

• Stakeholder 
registration

• Database 
development

• Submit EA application 
• Prepare Draft Scoping Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final Scoping Report for 

acceptance

• Undertake Technical / Specialist 
Studies

• Prepare draft ESIA Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final ESIA Report for 

decision making

• Stakeholder 
notification 

• Appeal 
process

1. Screen and identify potential impacts
2. Confirm the terms of reference for the specialist studies

Receiving Environment – Seabed features and Ocean temperature

29

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

30

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Area of Interest is dominated by 
ecosystems rated as 'Least 
Concern', with only marginal 
overlap with the ‘Vulnerable’ 
Cape Canyon habitat.  

• Area of Interest does not overlap 
with any areas rates as “Critically 
Endangered” or “Endangered”

• Most of the Area of Interest falls 
outside any protected areas.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

31

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

• Various pelagic and demersal fish 
species spawn in the inshore 
regions of the southern Benguela 
and on Agulhas Bank

• Area of Interest occurs on 
boarder of some of these 
spawning areas

• Some overlap with the 
northward egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the inshore portion of the Area 
of Interest is likely be seasonally 
high

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

32

• MPAs (proclaimed ito NEM: PAA ):
– No exploration allowed in MPAs
– No overlap with proposed drill area

(Harris et al. 2020, Version 1.2, April 2022) 

• CBAs and ESAs (National Coastal and 
Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan)
– Map designed to inform planning and 

decision-making in support of 
sustainable development in the ocean

– Approximately 5.4% of the Area of 
Interest is covered by CBAs

– Sea-use guidelines: Invasive 
exploration activities are classified as 
having "restricted compatibility”

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

33

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 60 km

• Water depth: 
700 m - 3 200 m 

Overlapping Fisheries with Area of Interest
Sector Overlap % National Effort / Catch

Tuna pole  12.5% / 13.7%

Large pelagic long-line  7.3% / 5.8%

Demersal trawl minor 0.2% / 0.3%

Hake Demersal Longline minor 0.1% / 0.1%

Mid-water trawl X 0% / 0%

Shark Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

Small pelagic purse-seine X 0% / 0%

Traditional line fish X 0% / 0%

West Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

South Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

Small-scale fisheries X 0% / 0%

Squid jig X 0% / 0%

Beach-seine and gillnet X 0% / 0%

Receiving Environment – Fishing Sectors and Grounds

34

7.3%13.7%

Large Pelagic LonglineTuna Pole

Receiving Environment - Fishing Sectors and Grounds

35

0.2% 0.1%

Hake Demersal LonglineDemersal Trawl

36

Receiving Environment – Small-Scale Fisheries
• These fishers traditionally operate in 

nearshore fishing grounds 
• SSF fish to meet food and basic livelihood 

needs, but may also directly be involved 
in fishing for commercial purposes

• SSF resources are managed in terms of a 
community-based co-management 
approach - implemented through a series 
of community co-operatives

• More than 270 communities have 
registered an Expressions of Interest with 
the DFFE

• Between Saldanha Bay and Cape 
Agulhas, 68 communities have been 
registered for SSF rights (comprising of 
2 031 fishers)

• Small-scale fisheries off the West and 
South Coasts are unlikely to operate 
beyond a range of 15 km from the 
coastline

31 32

33 34

35 36
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Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

37

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• Two wells have been drilled in 
Block 5/6/7

• One ammunition dump is 
located in the AOI – 2.6% 
overlap

• EAP experience on other projects – incl. TEEPSA’s 11B/12B ESIA
• Consideration of likely receptors
• Review of baseline conditions
• Activity versus Receptor Interaction Matrix
• Aspects and Impacts Register
• Key project activities of concern to be investigated and assessed are documented 

in the Scoping Report

Note: Assessment findings will be presented in the draft ESIA Report.

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

38

39

Aspects & Impacts Register
1. Global concern of the need to reduce carbon emissions
2. Rapid transition to net zero presents a potential risk to economic 

growth
3. Current policies acknowledge that natural gas is required in the 

JUST TRANSITION to net carbon zero by 2050 
4. It is SA government policy to use gas in the energy mix in the 

transition and to explore and develop indigenous gas resources
5. These national strategic policy issues relating to energy and 

climate change and how South Africa uses fossil fuels fall beyond 
the scope of the ESIA

6. In making a decision, DMRE will need to weigh up:
– Current national strategic policies and the transition to net carbon 

zero
– Need for a stable electricity supply and economic growth
– Current reliance of liquid fuel imports versus the use of a local 

resource
– Potential impacts and risks associated with the proposed project

40

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
1.1 Vessel emissions to the 

atmosphere
• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.3 Discharge of ballast water • Introduction of alien invasive species to the marine 
ecosystem.

1.4 Helicopter operations • Disturbance of faunal species and displacement from 
important feeding / breeding areas.

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
1.5 Procurement of local service 

providers and employment
• Procurement of local service providers for logistics base (e.g. 

catering, security, fuel, supplies, etc.).
• Employment of a few skilled and semi-skilled staff at logistics 

base.

41

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Drilling
1.6 Discharge of drill cuttings • Physical seabed disturbance.

• Smothering of benthic fauna/habitats by cuttings.
• Increased sea water turbidity and water quality contamination.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

• Disturbance of marine fauna, particularly whales and dolphins.
• Displacement of fish and fishing.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

1.9 Flaring • Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.10 Discharge of produced 
water

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Interference with demersal trawling activities or fishing 
equipment.

42

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

37 38

39 40

41 42
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43

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Unplanned Events
2.1 Loss of equipment • Potential disturbance of seabed habitats.

• Collision and entanglement hazards for other vessels.
2.2 Minor spill - refuelling at sea • Immediate detrimental effect on water quality, with the toxic 

effects on marine fauna.
• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas.

2.3 Major spill - well blowout • Local and regional impacts on water quality, marine fauna 
and oiling of coastal habitats and marine fauna.

• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas and gear damage.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.
• Reduction in income for secondary and tertiary sectors that 

support tourism, recreational, fishing, and other coastal 
economies.

Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

44

Peer reviewPeer review

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Fisheries 
Assessment

Fisheries 
Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Oil Spill ModellingOil Spill Modelling

Opportunities to Comment / Participate

45

Scoping Phase (2022):
30-day public comment period

Public meetings @ 16h00:
• Wed, 1 June: Dialrock Community Hall, Saldanha.

• Thu, 2 June 2022: Sandbaai Hall, Hermanus.

• Thu, 9 June 2022: Cape Town International 
Convention Centre, Cape Town.

• Tue, 7 June 2022: Virtual meeting, MS Teams.

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing 
SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 20 June

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2022):
30-day comment period
• Expected start date: early 

Sept 2022.
• Public meetings to start by 

mid-Sept 2022 (exact 
dates to be confirmed).

• In writing by completing 
comment form / email SLR.

• Deadline for comment will 
be announced.

ESIA Process

We are here
Decision / Appeal 
(2023):
• Registered I&APs 

will be notified of 
decision and 
appeals process : 
Feb 2023. 

• 20 days to submit 
an appeal from 
date of 
notification.

Next Steps

46

• Minutes of meetings.

• Contact the SLR for information and / or documents.

• Submit comments / questions / issues to SLR.

• All documents will be posted to SLR’s website and data free website, including 

Final Scoping Report.

• All registered I&APs will be notified of the next round of consultation – present the 

findings of the ESIA and associated specialist studies.

SLR Contact Details

47

Method Contact Details

Post: 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, Newlands on Main, Newlands, 7700

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

063 900 5536

E-mail: TEEPSA-567@slrconsulting.com

Web: https://www.slrconsulting.com/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Data 
Free Web:

https://slrpublicdocs.datafree.co/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Reminder: Constructive discussion guidelines

48

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1.  Respect one another.

2. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

3. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator(s).

4. Wait your turn.

5. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

6. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely. 

7. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

43 44

45 46

47 48
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Open Session: Questions & Discussion

49

49
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF THE 

SOUTH-WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE ONLINE COMMERCIAL FISHERIES FOCUS-GROUP MEETING 
HELD ON 3 JUNE 2022, 11H30 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Antoinette Pietersen (AP), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and explained that the purpose of the 

meeting is to present information on the proposal by TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) to undertake 

exploration well drilling in Block 5/6/7. She further noted that TEEPSA had appointed SLR Consulting (South Africa) 

(Pty) Ltd (SLR) to undertake an Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) process for the proposed 

project. 

AP then introduced herself and Msizi Cele (MC), the independent isiXhosa translator, followed by the SLR team 

consisting of Jeremy Blood (JB), Nicholas Arnott (NA), Jonathan Crowther (JC) and Castro Ravhuhali (CR). AP also 

introduced the other members of the project team were in attendance, namely Sarah Wilkinson, the fisheries 

specialist, of Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) and Terry Winstanley, the Environmental 

Legal Advisor, of Winstanley Inc. 

AP then introduced the TEEPSA team including Eduard Groenewald (EGR), Nelisiwe Vundla (NV), Khuliso Mudau, 

and colleagues in virtual attendance, namely Reda Zerriatte and Marie-Line Pagnoux. A list of attendees is 

provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION 

2.1.  AP set out the overall meeting objectives for the meeting, which included (amongst others) sharing information 

about the proposed project, ESIA and public participation process (including specialist studies) and providing 

attendees an opportunity to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments about the proposed 

project, and assist with the identification of issues to be considered during the ESIA. The presentation is available 

in Appendix B. 

AP noted that due to the small number of attendees, the meeting would be less formal and attendees were 

welcome to raise questions as the meeting progressed. She also noted that two public meetings had already been 

undertaken as part of the Scoping Phase of the ESIA process in Saldanha Bay and Hermanus, respectively. She 

further noted that this was the first focus-group meeting with the commercial fishing sector and that there would 

be a focus-group meeting with the small-scale fishers.  

2.2.  AP outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

participants could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa. AP also asked permission to record the audio 

of the meeting for minute-taking purposes. No objections to this request was raised by attendees. AP then handed 

over to TEEPSA for their presentation. 

2.3.  NV provided a summary of the slides to be presented by TEEPSA and then set out the history of their operations 

in South Africa and its recent transition into renewable energies. She then explained TEEPSA’s societal and 

environmental policies. 

2.4.  EGR then presented the locality of Block 5/6/7 and the proposed area of interest for exploration drilling and 

provided context of the proposed exploration activities in relation to the typical lifecycle of oil and gas exploration 

and production. He provided a description of the proposed exploration activities which would entail the drilling 

of up to five wells in the area of interest using either a semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship. He noted that 

expected duration of one drilling campaign would be in the region of three to four months and would be 

supported by up to three support vessels and helicopter transfers. 
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2.5.  EGR went on to present the anticipated stages of a typical drilling operation, which includes: (i) final drilling site 

selection; (ii) drilling commencement (or spudding) and operations; (iii) the optional stage of well logging and 

testing; and (iv) well plugging and abandonment. EGR ended his presentation by providing details of other ways 

which stakeholders could find out more information about the proposed project outside of the ESIA process and 

details on TEEPSA’s grievance management strategy. 

2.6.  JB then presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements, the various steps in the 

ESIA process, an overview of the baseline environment description, overview of the need and desirability of the 

project, identification of key issues to be assessed in the impact assessment and identified specialist studies that 

will be undertaken. He also presented an overview of the opportunities in which stakeholders may provide 

comment on the project and the next steps to be followed in the process.  

3. DISCUSSION  

(It should be noted that the discussion presented below occurred during the TEEPSA and SLR presentations) 

3.1 Rob Landmann (RL) asked if the Licence Block is cleared for exploration or is TEEPSA apply for exploration well 

drilling in the Area Of Interest (AOI)? 

EGR stated that there is an existing Exploration Right over the Licence Block. However, TEEPSA cannot 

undertake exploration well drilling activities without an Environmental Authorisation (EA). Thus, TEEPSA is 

applying for an EA to undertake the proposed well drilling activities only within the AOI. 

RL wanted to confirm that should TEEPSA be granted authorisation, exploration well drilling would only be 

undertaken within the AOI. 

EGR confirmed that TEEPSA is only applying for an EA for well drilling in the AOI. Should TEEPSA wish to 

undertake additional exploration activities not considered as part of the current EA application, a separate 

application to amend or apply for a new EA will have to be undertaken. 

RL stated that he assumed that a map indicating the ring fence area (the areas within which trawl fishing occurs) 

will be included in the presentation. 

JB presented the AOI in relation to the ring fenced demersal trawl fishing area in GoogleEarth. 

3.2 Johann Augustyn (JA) asked how large the drill cuttings volumes typically are for a single well and how it is 

distributed - does it form heaps around the well or sediment plumes? If there are sediment plumes, would you 

expect to see a large sediment plume while drilling and how long will it persist? 

 EGR indicated that with the riserless drilling section, the cuttings will be discharged adjacent to the well 

head, which will create a heap around the wellbore. For the risered drilling section, the cuttings will be 

brought back up to the drilling unit, via the marine riser, for treatment and then discharged overboard. The 

dispersion of the cuttings is dependant on the size of the cuttings and the nature of the currents and water 

depth at which they are discharged. 

JB noted that an indication of the volumes of the cuttings and muds that will be potentially discharged are 

included in the draft scoping report in Chapter 6, Table 6.8. The estimated volume is 7 000 tonnes of 

cuttings and drilling fluids that would be discharge over the two drilling phases per well. 

JB also indicated that a cuttings discharge modelling study will be undertaken in the ESIA phase to model 

the cutting / mud volumes discharged during both the riserless and risered drilling phases. The study will 

select two well locations that are deemed to be the worst-case scenario, looking at the proximity to to the 

coast and various sensitive areas. Once the results of the cuttings discharge modelling study is available, it 

will be used by the marine ecologist and fisheries specialist to assess the impact of the sediment plume and 

deposition on the seafloor on various marine faunal and fisheries receptors.  

3.3 JA asked what the elevation of the cuttings mounds would be roughly? 

JB advised that the information will be acquired once the drill cuttings modelling study is completed. 
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JC advised that the height of the material depends on the current. He noted that in the shallow areas that 

were previously drilled on the Agulhas bank, the footage from the Remote Operating Vehicle (ROV) showed 

the cuttings tended to disappear and there was no mound at all after drilling. In deeper water where there 

is less or no current, the mound could be up to 2 m at the wellhead, but this tends to drop off quite quickly 

with distance from the wellhead. The mound on the sea floor is mainly from the first riserless drilling phase, 

about 1 000 m of the total well depth, that comes to the seafloor and the rest of the sediment is pumped 

to the drilling unit for treatment and then discharged overboard. Only coarse material drops close to the 

point of discharge, with the finer material being carried by the current with a wider deposition footprint.  

Marie-Line Pagnoux (MLP) confirmed that the height of the drill cuttings mound on the seafloor is generally 

less than 1 m and are localised around the well head. 

AP asked JA if he had any specific concerns linked to his question. 

JA stated that his concerns related to: (1) the interaction with fishing operations as the proposed well 

drilling would overlap with trawling area around the 800 m depth contour; (2) the subsequent impacts on 

the trawl ground and ecosystem, as well as the impact on spawning of key species; (3) the impact from 

potential accident and blow out (oil spill). If the proposed well drilling has an impact on tuna fishing, it 

would result in socio-economic impacts. He declared that there is not opposition to any energy exploration 

or activities in the ocean per se, as they do have potential economic benefits for the country, but there are 

concerns around the potential impacts on fisheries. AP stated that JB will provide more information during 

his presentation about the extent of specialist studies and potential impacts. 

3.4 RL highlighted turbidity of water due to drill cutting discharge as a concern and wanted to know if the modelling 

would show the turbidity plume in relation to their trawl grounds, as turbidity would affect their fishing operations 

quite substantially. He further emphasised that the AOI is adjacent to the most productive part of the demersal 

trawl grounds where the waters are generally clean; thus, water turbidity will affect fishing operations. 

RL asked if there are potential chemical/biochemicals that would be brought to the water surface and would those 

be considered in the modelling? He wanted to know if there would be a sulphur load in the seabed sediments as 

a result of the organic material decomposing on the seabed. 

JB noted chemical composition of the muds and chemical composition of the material brought up from the 

depth of the well would be taken into consideration during the drill cuttings modelling study. JC also added 

that once the marine riser is connected, there would be little disturbance of the material accumulated on 

the seafloor. 

3.5 JA asked whether there is exclusion zone around the wellhead once it is in place? 

EGR confirmed that during the operation, a 500 m safety exclusion zone around the drilling vessel is 

maintained. 

3.6 JA asked what the height of the over-trawlable cap would be? 

EGR stated that the height would depend on the final design of the wellhead but the hight of the wellhead 

would typically be between 2 and 2.5 m and the over-trawlable structure would be an additional 0.5 m 

above the wellhead. 

JA raised a concern that if the shape of the over-trawlable cap shape is as shown on the presentation it may not 

be over trawlable.  

EGR stated that they have some pictures of what it could look like, but the actual design would only be 

finalised near completion of the well drilling activities.  

JB asked EGR if the over-trawling structures have been placed on Brulpadda and if there was ROV footage of 

these? 

EGR confirmed that similar over-trawlable structures have been placed on Brulpadda and Luiperd 

exploration wells and that TEEPSA does have ROV footage of these structures. 
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3.7 RL asked whether TEEPSA check the over-trawlable structures on a regular basis or, once the drilling vessel has 

demobilised from site, it no longer TEEPSA’s responsibility to check or maintain the structure? 

EGR stated the completed wells are permanently abandoned and in the event that they do return to the 

well, it would be for further testing. He noted that exploration wells are not used for future development. 

RL asked whether the well is only closed with cement when a resource has been found or would the same 

structure and plugs be installed if the well is dead? 

EGR confirmed that the same plugging and abandonment principle is applied irrespective of the drilling 

results. The plug and abandonment phase is also required to maintain well integrity and not just to seal off 

the well. 

JB asked, in terms of abandonment, what is TEEPSA’s approach if the wells are closer to the eastern border of the 

AOI? 

EGR noted that if a well were drilled in the trawling grounds, TEEPSA will look at removing the wellhead, 

which is a standard operation in shallow water. In deeper offshore waters, wellheads a typically kept in 

place. However, he was not sure about the threshold between shallow water and deeper water, as this is 

subject to a risk assessment. 

RL noted that the Southern Ocean has rough sea conditions, and asked what are the risks associated with the 

drilling unit breaking down or something happens to the tow and material washes inshore into the fishing 

grounds? Is there going to be a big exclusion zone around the drilling unit? 

EGR advised that TEEPSA will use Dynamically Positioned (DP) drilling unit, which will not be anchored to 

the seafloor; it’s a "DP3" drilling unit it moves on its own power and does not need to be towed. Once the 

drilling unit is at the well location it uses a DP system to keep it in place during drilling. JC suggested that 

EGR may want to add information about the precautions TEEPSA will put in place for strong sea conditions 

as used in previous operations. 

EGR explained that on the South Coast for the recent drilling in Block 11B12B (Brulpadda and Luiperd) the 

biggest concerns were currents where TEEPSA used High Frequency radar to provide a day forecast of what 

the current was doing to give them enough time to plan ahead. Those High Frequency radars are still in 

place for monitoring the Agulhas current. For the proposed drilling operations, TEEPSA would use live 

weather forecasting to provide live forecasting ahead and the drilling unit itself has a weather monitoring 

system. 

3.8 

 

RL also asked if there is a noise or vibration study that can provided to indicate the potential impacts of noise 

when drilling? 

AP asked JB if he will address RL’s question relating to noise and vibration studies. JB confirmed he would. 

3.9 JA asked whether all comments made in the meeting would be recorded? He clarified that while he was not 

opposed to these kinds of activities, per se, the fishing industry has been crowded out by other activities, e.g. 

renewables, Marine Protected Areas, seismic surveys and offshore drilling. These activities impact the fishing 

industry and they have to take into account what the impacts of those activities would be and what the socio-

economic considerations are. JA's main concern is related to an accident and pollution impact on the trawl 

grounds inshore. He noted that it is assumed that the ESIA process will address this impact during the assessment 

and would await for the published results and comment accordingly. 

RL reiterated that the major concern is the effect of pollution in case of a blow-out and a leaking wellhead. These 

concerns were noted in the meeting record. 

3.10 RL asked if TEEPSA would be drilling for oil or gas? 

EGR advised that, from the initial data review, there is only an indication of where a potential resource is 

located and not what it is until a well has been drilled. 
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RL asked if the resource were to be gas would it be sealed the same way? 

EGR confirmed that the sealing process remains the same. 

3.11 JC asked that, in terms of geological depths, is TEEPSA targeting a similar type of geological time or rock types as 

they have previously in Block 11B/12B? 

EGR pointed out that Block 567 is in a different basin from 11B12B; therefore' they don’t know yet. 

3.12 RL asked it the project team will look at alternative areas for exploration? 

JB noted that ESIA will assume that the planned five wells could be located anywhere within the AOI. 

RL asked if there is an alternative area to the AOI that has been selected for drilling? 

JB noted that there is no alternative AOI, as it is located in an area where a potential resource has been 

identified. The proposed well drilling would need to target the area where the resource is known to exist. 

3.13 RL noted the eastern border of the AOI overlaps with a portion of the demersal trawling grounds and asked 

whether TEEPSA could move the AOI off the shelf edge slope outside of their grounds? 

JB noted that it will be taken into account during the fishing specialist study. EGR advised that TEEPSA is 

looking for an area to explore and the AOI has been located based on information arising from previous 

surveys undertaken in the block. However, he confirmed that TEEPSA is not intending to drill on the slope 

of the continental shelf, but have selected the entire area for assessment in the ESIA. If there are any 

activities on the slope, additional mitigation may need to be applied for that specific area. 

RL highlighted that if the eastern boundary was located off the slope, they wouldn’t be worried about an 

over-trawlable well because they do not trawl on the slope. 

3.14 AP asked if the slope can be avoided by moving the line of the block away from the shelf. 

JB advised that specialist would need to assess the impact and propose mitigation. Specialists would need 

to apply the mitigation hierarchy, where the first part of the hierarchy is avoidance. 

AP asked if the AOI location is found to have adverse impacts and AOI has to be moved, will another ESIA process 

be required? 

JB noted that the AOI is where a potential resource has been identified and the assessment will focus on 

that area.  

Terry Winstanley (TW) added that if TEEPSA were to consider activities outside of the AOI, they would have 

to undertake a separate ESIA process for that area. 

3.15 RL stated that the numbers and percentages presented for the overlapping fisheries are for the total fishing area 

in relation to the AOI and the percentages have nothing to do with the actual potential impact on the fisheries 

themselves. 

JB advised that the trawl effort for the entire sector is plotted for the period of 2017 to 2019, which shows 

minor overlap with the demersal trawl sector.  

Sarah Wilkinson (SW) confirmed that the statement by RL is correct. 

JB then shared the ring fenced area in relation to AOI. 

RL noted that the area shown is a voluntary ring fenced area, which means that even though trawling does 

not take place outside of the ring fence area, the target-species, e.g. hake, do occur outside of the ring 

fence area, including on the continental slope. JA emphasised that the distribution area of the targeted fish 

is much bigger than the trawl footprint. 

3.16 RL asked if the potential noise impact of having a drilling unit close to the trawling grounds continuously drilling 

would that be considered in the assessment? 
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JB confirmed that the noise modelling would look at various noise sources from the operations and various 

zones of potential impact would be identified in relation to the fishery activities. 

AP added that there is also a concern on the economic impact linked to noise impacts on the fish species and 

asked JB to indicate if that will also be considered during the ESIA process. 

JB noted that the socio-economic assessment will be undertaken which would consider the fisheries impact 

assessment and assess the potential economic impact. 

EGR emphasised that the ESIA would only assess the potential impacts associated with proposed 

exploration well drilling activities, and not any potential future activities. 

3.17 RL asked if the socio-economic assessment is going to exclude impacts from future development activities? 

JB noted that only the proposed exploration well drilling activities will be considered in the current 
assessment. 

3.18 RL highlighted that with regards to the area where the ammunition dump sites are located, the position of the 

ammunition dump site within he AOI would need to be confirmed as the recent 1:100-year storms have had an 

impact on the dynamics on the continental shelf. 

JB noted that it is a key risk that will be need to considered prior to potential drilling. EGR added TEEPSA 

would undertake a clearance survey prior to drilling to confirm and avoid such risks within the planned well 

drilling area. 

3.19 RL asked if the Competent Authority (CA) for the exploration rights is the same as the CA for the Environmental 

Authorisation, namely the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment (DFFE)? 

JB advised that the CA for EA applications linked to an exploration right is the Department of Mineral 

Resources and Energy (DMRE). 

RL asked for clarity on this and asked the fisheries department would take part in the current ESIA process or if 

there is another focus group meeting planned with them? 

JB confirmed that SLR had invited DFFE to the current commercial fisheries meeting and the planned public 

meetings. 

AP asked RL if there is a specific concern he had in this regard, should SLR contact them and encourage them to 

attend? 

 JA confirmed that he would encourage the CA to attend these meetings. 

3.20 RL asked, in terms of impact on the fish, if turbidity / water quality is included in the assessment? 

JB advised that turbidity will be considered as part of the drill cuttings discharge modelling study. 

3.21 JA asked whether TEEPSA have insurance in place in case of any potential blow-out incidents during drilling? 

EGR advised that the required insurance will be in place prior to drilling. TEEPSA is required to develop an 

oil spill contingency plan, which considers unlikely incidents and the required mitigation actions needed to 

be put in place in the event of such incidents. This plan must be submitted to the authorities for approval 

before drilling can commence. 

3.22 RL stated that he is concerned that DMRE promotes exploration for minerals and gas, instead of DFFE which is 

mandated to look after the environment. Thus, you’d assume that DFFE should make a decision on the EA 

application. 

JC advised that the DMRE is the CA; however, in case of appeal, the appeal decision is then reverted to 

DFFE.  

TW noted it’s a function of history and that in developing the One Environmental System, it was decided 

that DMRE would be the CA for applications linked to mining and gas exploration and development. She 

confirmed that the appeal will ultimately go to DFFE. 
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3.23 AP summarised the key issues raised during the meeting as follows: 

• How will exploration drilling interact with actual fishing operations and if that will be investigated as part of 

ESIA? 

• The importance of understanding the overlap between fishing area and AOI. 

• What are the impacts of noise on fish and the potential economic impact on the fishing industry? 

• How will the risk of potential blow-out be dealt with? 

• Will ESIA look at cumulative impacts as there are other activities in the ocean? 

• How will ongoing monitoring be handled especially after well abandonment? 

• Are the effects of the recent 1:100-year storm be included in the baseline information? 

• What insurance will be in place for incidents; and 

• What the role of the DMRE is in the EA process? 

3.24 RL stated, on record, that he is providing input on behalf of I&J, but he should not be placed on record as being 

the spokesperson of the company or the CEO.  

AP asked whether there are any other interested and/or affected parties that RL thought may add value to the 

ESIA process and need to be added to the stakeholder database? 

RL listed I&J and Muhammed Ashvag (legal secretary) should be listed the company representative. RL 

further advised that there will be written comment submitted by I&J, but he does take the time to 

participate in public meetings.  

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 AP thanked all the attendees for joining and following the procedures for the meeting and formally closed the 
meeting at approximately 13h55. 
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Rob Landmann Irvin & Johnston RL 

Johann Augustyn South African Deep-Sea Trawling Industry Association (SADSTIA) JA 

Antoinette Pietersen Independent Facilitator AP 

Msizi Cele Independent Translator MC 

Eduard Groenewald TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) EGR 

Nelisiwe Vundla TEEPSA NV 

Khuliso Mudau TEEPSA KM 

Marie-Line Pagnoux TEEPSA  MLP 

Reda Zerriatte TEEPSA  RZ 

Sarah Wilkinson Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) SW 

Terry Winstanley Winstanley Inc. TW 

Jonathan Crowther Independent Consultant JC 

Jeremy Blood SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) JB 

Nicholas Arnott SLR NA 

Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL 
DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF 

THE SOUTH-WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting

June 2022

Introductions: Environmental Consultants

2

Independent 
Facilitators

• Antoinette 
Pietersen

• Msizi Cele

ESIA Consultant: SLR 
Consulting

• Jeremy Blood
• Edward Perry
• Nicholas Arnott
• Dylan Moodaley
• Castro Ravhuhali

Environmental Legal 
Advisor

• Terry Winstanley 
(Winstanley Inc.)

Fisheries Specialist

• Sarah Wilkinson 
(CapMarine)

Aurore, Aurélie and Cesar 

Introductions: Applicant (TEEPSA)

3

Presenters

• Eduard Groenewald
• Nelisiwe Vundla

Observer
• Khuliso Mudau

Virtual Observers

• Reda Zerriatte
• Marie-Line Pagnoux
• Aurore Pichon
• Cesar Fuenmayor
• Aurelie Bruyant
• Caroline Colle

Health and Safety

4

• COVID-19 regulations in terms of the 
National Health Act as published on 4 May 
2022 require:
– 50% of venue capacity
– Continued practice of social distancing 
– Wearing of masks indoors
– Sanitising

• Emergency procedure:  Building Safety 
Instructions

Meeting Objectives

5

 Share information: proposed project, ESIA and public participation process,
and the specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment
phase

 For I&APs to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments
about the proposed project, and assist with the identification of issues to be
considered during the ESIA

 For I&APs to comment on the draft Scoping Report, and the specialist studies
to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase

Draft Agenda

6

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Project Overview – TEEPSA

3. Questions for Clarity

4. ESIA Overview – SLR

5. Next Steps

6. Open Session: Questions

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Meeting Protocols

7

• Attendance register and POPI Act

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– Translation available for questions / comments made by 

meeting participants in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

• Consent: digital recording and photos

• Issues captured on flip chart during Question and Discussion 
session

8

Meeting Protocols

• Flow of meeting:
- Presentations: ~ 20-25 minutes each
- Points of clarity relating to Project Description
- Questions and discussion session after all presentations

• Project team available after meeting

• All proceedings of the meeting will be posted to SLR’s website 
and the data free website

Virtual Meeting Protocols

9

• Virtual meeting is being recorded for minutes and as evidence of public consultation 
process.

• Be sure that your attendance is registered (POPI Act).
• Language:

– Presentations and responses in English.
– Translation available for questions / comments made by meeting participants in isiXhosa or 

Afrikaans.
• Flow of meeting:

- Total meeting time: 3 hours.
- There will be two presentations by panelists, approximately 20 minutes each.
- Question and discussion session after all presentations.

• Moderated opportunity for questions and discussion after the presentations.
• Turn off your webcam during the meeting.

Virtual Meeting: Guidelines for constructive discussion

10

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 
input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.
2. Focus on the issue, not the person.
3. Agree to disagree.
4. Wait your turn.
5. For questions and discussion, identify yourself, name and surname and 

organisation.
6. Ask questions concisely.
7. Don’t use the chat room as your personal water cooler.

Constructive discussion guidelines

11

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.

2. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

3. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the 
facilitator(s).

4. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

5. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely. 

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

Introduction to 
TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block 5/6/7 Scoping Presentation

June 2022
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Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil & gas value chain

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Oil & gas life cycle

5. The upstream petroleum lifecycle

6. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

7. Logistics base

8. Drilling operation 

9. Timeline

10. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & environment

11. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

14

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 – Now

Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-vision

TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & Environment

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année15

An individual operator with a strategy centered on  
respect, dialogue  and stakeholder
involvement 

An accountable operator exemplary in management 
of impacts related to its activities

A partner in the sustainable social and economic 
development  of its host communities
and country 

Oil & gas life cycle

3

Exploration

Is there any field?
Is it gas or oil? 

Phase 1

Appraisal

What is the size of 
the field? 

Phase 2

Development

Can it be 
developed 
commercially? 
How? 

Phase 3

Production

Oil and gas 
production 

Phase 4

Decommis-
sioning

Decommissioning of 
the installations  

Phase 5

9-12*
years

3-5 
year

s

5-10 
year

s

20-
30 

year
s

1-2 
year

s

* Indicative timelines

* * * *
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n
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Environmental Authorisation is required before each phase can starts
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Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année17

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Cape Town and Cape Agulhas 

Distance from the coast:
~168km from Saldanha Bay
~60km from Cape Point
~103km from Hermanus

Water depth
~700 meters
~3200 meters

Exploration drilling logistics 

18

Drilling Unit: Drilling will be undertaken using either a 
semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship –
500 m safety zone

Support vessels: The drilling unit will be supported 
by up to three vessels and helicopter transfers.

Semi-submersible drilling unit Drilling ship

Support vessel x3
Helicopter

Logistics base: To be location in either 
Cape Town or Saldanha Bay

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Drilling operation stages overview

19

3. Optional Well 
logging & Testing

if a resource is 
discovered

1. Final Drilling Site 
Selection
Based on acquired data

4. Well Plug & 
Abandonment
Plug, sealed & tested for 
integrity according to 
international best 
practices.

2. Spud + Drilling 
operations
A well is created by
drilling a hole into the 
seafloor using a drill bit.

Drilling window – Between 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling is the only way to confirm the presence and the type of petroleum. However, the first well seldom confirms 
commercial viability. Drilling takes up to 3-4 months per well.

1. Drilling operation – Final site selection

20

Drilling Site Selection: Site selection is based on a
detailed analysis of the seismic and pre-drilling
survey data, the geological target and other aspects
such as bathometry, sensitivities, existing
infrastructure, etc…

Data analysis A Remote Operating Vehicle (ROV) will be used to
to do a pre drill survey of the sea floor, to deploy
positioning beacons and also eventually guide the
drill bit into the correct position once ready to spud.

ROVs may be deployed from either the Drilling
vessel or from one of the stand-by vessels or from
both depending on the operation

Remote operating vehicle

2. Drilling operation: Drilling Sequence or Stages

21 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling Sequence or Stages:

A well is created by drilling a hole into the seafloor using a drill
bit, which crushes the rock into small particles, called
“cuttings”.

Drilling Fluid is used to cool the drill bit, circulate cuttings
out of the hole and to ensure well integrity. Water-based
Muds (WBM) will be used during the riserless drilling stage
and Non-Aqueous Drilling Fluid (NADF) during the risered
drilling stage

Casings (steel pipe) are placed in the hole and permanently
cemented into place to prevent it from collapsing.

Riserless section is drilled 1st to make the hole for the well
head and conductor pipe installation and cemented in place.
These cuttings are either discharged onto the seafloor adjacent
to the hole

Risered section is then drilled through a marine riser and
BOP connecting the vessel with the wellhead. Drill cuttings is
circulated back to the vessel through the marine riser and
treated on the drilling unit before discharged overboard or
send back to shore.

Marine Riser

3. Drilling operation: Well Logging and Testing

22 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Testing (or DST): Once the target depth is reached, a well
may be tested if a resource is discovered. This involves flowing
the resource discovered to surface to test flow rates/
pressures and other perimeters which is used for potential
future field development decisions

Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP): is an evaluation tool that is
used when the well reaches target depth to generate a high-
resolution image of the geology in the well’s immediate vicinity.
VSP uses a small airgun array, which is operated from the drilling
unit with receivers positioned vertically in the borehole. VSP
operations may take up to nine hours to complete and it is
localised to the drilling rig location.

Well Logging: Well logging involves the evaluation of the
physical and chemical properties of the rocks in the sub-
surface, and their component minerals, including water, oil and
gas, to confirm the presence of hydrocarbons and the
petrophysical characteristics of rocks.

4. Drilling operation: Well Plug and Abandonment (P&A) 

23 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Sealing and Plugging:
Well sealing and plugging restores the integrity of the formation that was
penetrated by the wellbore.

Once drilling and logging have been completed, the wells will be sealed with
cement plugs, tested for integrity and abandoned according to international
best practices.

Cement plugs are set in stages from the bottom up; these would be installed
accordingly to isolate any potential flow zone as per international best practices
and standards

Demobilisation:
The intention is to abandon the wellheads on the seafloor if deemed safe to do
so based on a risk assessment (deep offshore). Where wellheads will be left it
will be fitted with an over-trawlable abandonment cap. The SAN Hydrographer
will be notified to accurately chart wellheads.

A final clearance survey check will be undertaken using an ROV, after which the
drilling unit and supply vessels will demobilise from the offshore licence area.

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Date - Footer of your presentation24

1. We  RECEIVE, ACNOWLEDGE 
and REGISTER your grievance

2. We  INVESTIGATE your 
grievance to find a solution

3. We agree together on a 
SOLUTION to resolve the issue

4. The grievance is CLOSED when 
the issue is resolved and the 
corrected measure implemented.

1. Webpage dedicated to our 
operations

2. FAQs will be uploaded online 3. Grievance management strategy

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Thank you

ESIA Overview

26

Legal Requirements

27

• Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (No. 28 of 2002) (MPRDA):
– State is the custodian of all minerals
– Exploration Right is required for exploration activities 

• TEEPSA already has an Exploration Right 
• Currently approvals in place for seismic and electromagnetic surveys
• Environmental Authorisation required for exploration well drilling

• National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA):

– NEMA provides for the control of certain listed activities, which are prohibited until Environmental 
Authorisation is obtained

– Exploration well drilling triggers a number listed activities and requires Environmental Authorisation

– SLR has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment Practitioner to undertake 
the required Scoping and EIA process

– Environmental Authorisation will place limits on the location and scope of permissible exploration 
activities

– The process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended)

28

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Initial 
notification 

• Stakeholder 
registration

• Database 
development

• Submit EA application 
• Prepare Draft Scoping Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final Scoping Report for 

acceptance

• Undertake Technical / Specialist 
Studies

• Prepare draft ESIA Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final ESIA Report for 

decision making

• Stakeholder 
notification 

• Appeal 
process

1. Screen and identify potential impacts
2. Confirm the terms of reference for the specialist studies

Receiving Environment – Seabed features and Ocean temperature

29

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

30

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Area of Interest is dominated by 
ecosystems rated as 'Least 
Concern', with only marginal 
overlap with the ‘Vulnerable’ 
Cape Canyon habitat.  

• Area of Interest does not overlap 
with any areas rates as “Critically 
Endangered” or “Endangered”

• Most of the Area of Interest falls 
outside any protected areas.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

31

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

• Various pelagic and demersal fish 
species spawn in the inshore 
regions of the southern Benguela 
and on Agulhas Bank

• Area of Interest occurs on 
boarder of some of these 
spawning areas

• Some overlap with the 
northward egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the inshore portion of the Area 
of Interest is likely be seasonally 
high

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

32

• MPAs (proclaimed ito NEM: PAA ):
– No exploration allowed in MPAs
– No overlap with proposed drill area

(Harris et al. 2020, Version 1.2, April 2022) 

• CBAs and ESAs (National Coastal and 
Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan)
– Map designed to inform planning and 

decision-making in support of 
sustainable development in the ocean

– Approximately 5.4% of the Area of 
Interest is covered by CBAs

– Sea-use guidelines: Invasive 
exploration activities are classified as 
having "restricted compatibility”

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

33

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 60 km

• Water depth: 
700 m - 3 200 m 

Overlapping Fisheries with Area of Interest
Sector Overlap % National Effort / Catch

Tuna pole  12.5% / 13.7%

Large pelagic long-line  7.3% / 5.8%

Demersal trawl minor 0.2% / 0.3%

Hake Demersal Longline minor 0.1% / 0.1%

Mid-water trawl X 0% / 0%

Shark Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

Small pelagic purse-seine X 0% / 0%

Traditional line fish X 0% / 0%

West Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

South Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

Small-scale fisheries X 0% / 0%

Squid jig X 0% / 0%

Beach-seine and gillnet X 0% / 0%

Receiving Environment – Fishing Sectors and Grounds

34

7.3%13.7%

Large Pelagic LonglineTuna Pole

Receiving Environment - Fishing Sectors and Grounds

35

0.2% 0.1%

Hake Demersal LonglineDemersal Trawl

36

Receiving Environment – Small-Scale Fisheries
• These fishers traditionally operate in 

nearshore fishing grounds 
• SSF fish to meet food and basic livelihood 

needs, but may also directly be involved 
in fishing for commercial purposes

• SSF resources are managed in terms of a 
community-based co-management 
approach - implemented through a series 
of community co-operatives

• More than 270 communities have 
registered an Expressions of Interest with 
the DFFE

• Between Saldanha Bay and Cape 
Agulhas, 68 communities have been 
registered for SSF rights (comprising of 
2 031 fishers)

• Small-scale fisheries off the West and 
South Coasts are unlikely to operate 
beyond a range of 15 km from the 
coastline

31 32

33 34

35 36
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Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

37

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• Two wells have been drilled in 
Block 5/6/7

• One ammunition dump is 
located in the AOI – 2.6% 
overlap

• EAP experience on other projects – incl. TEEPSA’s 11B/12B ESIA
• Consideration of likely receptors
• Review of baseline conditions
• Activity versus Receptor Interaction Matrix
• Aspects and Impacts Register
• Key project activities of concern to be investigated and assessed are documented 

in the Scoping Report

Note: Assessment findings will be presented in the draft ESIA Report.

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

38

39

Aspects & Impacts Register
1. Global concern of the need to reduce carbon emissions
2. Rapid transition to net zero presents a potential risk to economic 

growth
3. Current policies acknowledge that natural gas is required in the 

JUST TRANSITION to net carbon zero by 2050 
4. It is SA government policy to use gas in the energy mix in the 

transition and to explore and develop indigenous gas resources
5. These national strategic policy issues relating to energy and 

climate change and how South Africa uses fossil fuels fall beyond 
the scope of the ESIA

6. In making a decision, DMRE will need to weigh up:
– Current national strategic policies and the transition to net carbon 

zero
– Need for a stable electricity supply and economic growth
– Current reliance of liquid fuel imports versus the use of a local 

resource
– Potential impacts and risks associated with the proposed project

40

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
1.1 Vessel emissions to the 

atmosphere
• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.3 Discharge of ballast water • Introduction of alien invasive species to the marine 
ecosystem.

1.4 Helicopter operations • Disturbance of faunal species and displacement from 
important feeding / breeding areas.

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
1.5 Procurement of local service 

providers and employment
• Procurement of local service providers for logistics base (e.g. 

catering, security, fuel, supplies, etc.).
• Employment of a few skilled and semi-skilled staff at logistics 

base.

41

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Drilling
1.6 Discharge of drill cuttings • Physical seabed disturbance.

• Smothering of benthic fauna/habitats by cuttings.
• Increased sea water turbidity and water quality contamination.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

• Disturbance of marine fauna, particularly whales and dolphins.
• Displacement of fish and fishing.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

1.9 Flaring • Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.10 Discharge of produced 
water

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Interference with demersal trawling activities or fishing 
equipment.

42

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

37 38

39 40

41 42
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43

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Unplanned Events
2.1 Loss of equipment • Potential disturbance of seabed habitats.

• Collision and entanglement hazards for other vessels.
2.2 Minor spill - refuelling at sea • Immediate detrimental effect on water quality, with the toxic 

effects on marine fauna.
• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas.

2.3 Major spill - well blowout • Local and regional impacts on water quality, marine fauna 
and oiling of coastal habitats and marine fauna.

• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas and gear damage.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.
• Reduction in income for secondary and tertiary sectors that 

support tourism, recreational, fishing, and other coastal 
economies.

Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

44

Peer reviewPeer review

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Fisheries 
Assessment

Fisheries 
Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Oil Spill ModellingOil Spill Modelling

Opportunities to Comment / Participate

45

Scoping Phase (2022):
30-day public comment period

Public meetings @ 16h00:
• Wed, 1 June: Dialrock Community Hall, Saldanha.

• Thu, 2 June 2022: Sandbaai Hall, Hermanus.

• Thu, 9 June 2022: Cape Town International 
Convention Centre, Cape Town.

• Tue, 7 June 2022: Virtual meeting, MS Teams.

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing 
SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 20 June

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2022):
30-day comment period
• Expected start date: early 

Sept 2022.
• Public meetings to start by 

mid-Sept 2022 (exact 
dates to be confirmed).

• In writing by completing 
comment form / email SLR.

• Deadline for comment will 
be announced.

ESIA Process

We are here
Decision / Appeal 
(2023):
• Registered I&APs 

will be notified of 
decision and 
appeals process : 
Feb 2023. 

• 20 days to submit 
an appeal from 
date of 
notification.

Next Steps

46

• Minutes of meetings.

• Contact the SLR for information and / or documents.

• Submit comments / questions / issues to SLR.

• All documents will be posted to SLR’s website and data free website, including 

Final Scoping Report.

• All registered I&APs will be notified of the next round of consultation – present the 

findings of the ESIA and associated specialist studies.

SLR Contact Details

47

Method Contact Details

Post: 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, Newlands on Main, Newlands, 7700

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

063 900 5536

E-mail: TEEPSA-567@slrconsulting.com

Web: https://www.slrconsulting.com/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Data 
Free Web:

https://slrpublicdocs.datafree.co/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Reminder: Constructive discussion guidelines

48

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1.  Respect one another.

2. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

3. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator(s).

4. Wait your turn.

5. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

6. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely. 

7. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

43 44

45 46

47 48
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Open Session: Questions & Discussion

49

49
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF THE 

SOUTH-WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE ONLINE FOCUS-GROUP MEETING WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF THE SMALL-SCALE 

FISHING SECTOR  
HELD ON 6 JUNE 2022, 16H00 

 
 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Antoinette Pietersen (AP), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and explained that the purpose of 

the meeting is to present information on the proposal by TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) to 

undertake exploration well drilling in Block 5/6/7. She further noted that TEEPSA has appointed SLR Consulting 

(South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) to undertake an Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) process for 

the proposed project. 

AP then introduced herself and Msizi Cele (MC), the independent isiXhosa translator, followed by the SLR team 

consisting of Jeremy Blood (JB), Edward Perry (ED), Nicholas Arnott (NA), Jonathan Crowther (JC) and Castro 

Ravhuhali (CR). AP also introduced the other members of the project team were in attendance, namely Sarah 

Wilkinson (SW), the fisheries specialist, of Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) and Terry 

Winstanley (TW), the Environmental Legal Advisor, of Winstanley Inc. 

AP then introduced the TEEPSA team including Eduard Groenewald (EGR), Nelisiwe Vundla (NV), Khuliso Mudau, 

and NV advised that other TEEPSA members will not be joining as it is a holiday in France. A list of attendees is 

provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION 

2.1.  AP set out the overall meeting objectives for the meeting, which included (amongst others) sharing information 

about the proposed project, ESIA and public participation process (including specialist studies) and providing 

attendees an opportunity to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments about the proposed 

project, and assist with the identification of issues to be considered during the ESIA. The presentation is available 

in Appendix B. 

AP noted that due to the small number of attendees, the meeting would be less formal and attendees were 

welcome to raise questions as the meeting progressed.  

2.2.  AP outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

participants could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa. AP also asked permission to record the audio 

of the meeting for minute-taking purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees. AP then 

handed over to TEEPSA for its presentation. 

2.3.  NV provided a summary of the slides to be presented by TEEPSA and then set out the history of their operations 

in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-zero carbon emissions by 2050. She then explained 

TEEPSA’s societal and environmental policies. 

2.4.  EGR then presented the location of Block 5/6/7 and the proposed area of interest for exploration drilling and 

provided context of the proposed exploration activities in relation to the typical lifecycle of oil and gas 

exploration and production. He provided a description of the proposed exploration activities which would entail 

the drilling of up to five wells in the area of interest using either a semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship. 

He noted that expected duration of one drilling campaign would be in the region of three to four months and 

would be supported by up to three support vessels and helicopter transfers. 
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NO. ITEM 

2.5.  EGR went on to present the anticipated stages of a typical drilling operation, which includes: (i) final drilling site 

selection; (ii) drilling commencement (or spudding) and operations; (iii) the optional stage of well logging and 

testing; and (iv) well plugging and abandonment. EGR ended his presentation by providing details of other ways 

which stakeholders could find out more information about the proposed project outside of the ESIA process and 

details on TEEPSA’s grievance management strategy. 

2.6.  JB then presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements, the various steps in 

the ESIA process, an overview of the baseline environment description, overview of the need and desirability of 

the project, identification of key issues to be assessed in the impact assessment and identified specialist studies 

that will be undertaken. He also presented an overview of the opportunities in which stakeholders may provide 

comment on the project and the next steps to be followed in the process.  

3. DISCUSSION  

(It should be noted that the discussion presented below occurred during the TEEPSA and SLR presentations) 

3.1 AP asked EGR if he could explain what BOP is. 

EGR explained that a BOP is a Blow-out Preventer which is a piece of equipment that is placed on top of 

the wellhead, which is used to seal, control and monitor the well in the unlikely event of a blow-out. The 

BOP comprises three or four fail-safe units that close and lock the well completely so that in the event of 

any well integrity issues, a blow-out can prevented. He noted that the BOP is usually operated from the 

drill rig or a Remotely Operated Vehicle (ROV) that would be located in close proximity to the well. 

3.2 Bridgette Oppelt (BO) indicated that she understands that oil and gas exploration and development is promoted 

as part of Operation Phakisa. However, other small-scale fishers are concerned that oil and gas exploration 

activities would affect their livelihoods negatively and that they had taken the decision to not attend the 

meeting. She asked how TEEPSA plans to handle this and what makes TEEPSA think that it will be successful in 

going ahead with the project?  

 EGR advised that TEEPSA is currently in the process of applying for Environmental Authorisation (EA), 

which is required before TEEPSA can undertake the proposed exploration well drilling activities. He noted 

that JB would present the process to be followed in applying for EA. He also advised that TEEPSA is in the 

process of developing lines of communication with potentially impacted parties such that additional 

engagement can be facilitated with these parties outside the ESIA process in the event an EA is granted. 

NV encouraged small-scale fishing communities to also engage with TEEPSA directly so that they are able 

to better understand all of the issues and the concerns. This will allow TEEPSA to address the issues raised 

and develop appropriate mitigation measures. NV also noted that TEEPSA is worried that if stakeholders 

do not use the opportunity to participate in these platforms, they would miss out on the opportunity to 

be informed and understand exactly what TEEPSA is proposing to undertake. NV further stated that in 

addition to the current ESIA public participation process, TEEPSA has set up platforms to facilitate 

engagement with the public. 

BO suggested that the project team should go to the potentially affected communities and provide clear 

information about the proposed project and the Operation Phakisa programme to streamline the 

stakeholder engagement process and eliminate stakeholder fatigue. 

3.3 AP asked JB to address the issue of the potential impact on livelihoods.  

JB noted that the potential impact on the livelihoods of small-scale fishers is a key issue that SLR will need 

to investigate in the ESIA. He noted that this issue is mentioned in his presentation and that he would like 

find out from BO where her members fish and what the target species are in order to determine whether 

there would be any direct overlap with the proposed project. He further noted that in order to assess the 

impact on the small-scall fisheries, a specialist fisheries assessment will be undertaken. JB reiterated that 

feedback from the small-scale fishers would be valuable in to confirm that the baseline description 

provided in the Scoping Report is correct and to confirm where the small-scale fishers' efforts are focused 
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and what species the small-scale fishers are targeting.   

3.4 Pedro Garcia (PG) noted that oil and gas exploration was being discussed on Weskus Radio the following day 

where grassroots fishers will give their views and opinions on what is happening in the fishing industry. PG 

continued to note that ESIA consultation processes should be generally revisited in relation to the quality and 

clarity of the messaging to stakeholders to fit in with grassroots dynamics. PG highlighted that it is not that 

people don't want to be involved but rather that the current platforms as part of ESIA process allow certain 

stakeholders to further their narratives in the communities at the expense of the actual needs of the community. 

He noted that input from the people, fishing communities and indigenous people is required and a grassroots 

approach will allow people to make informed decisions.  

PG indicated that communities are now promoting the requirement for Free Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC). 

The project team will need to ensure people understand how they may also benefit economically from these 

processes.  

PG indicated that JB will also be aware of the open letter submitted to the Departmental Minsters for Mineral 

Resources and Energy (DMRE) and Forestry, Fisheries and Environment (DFFE) who have responded positively 

to try and create a multi-stakeholder platform for future consultation processes where all stakeholders can 

present their views on such projects. He encouraged the project team to adopt this approach for stakeholder 

engagement, although he noted that the Departments had not yet provided feecback on this proposal. 

EGR noted that the approach described is very similar to the approach that TEEPSA is planning to follow 

and pointed out that the process would take time and effort to get the level described by PG. He reiterated 

that TEEPSA are planning various meetings outside of the ESIA process to try facilitate multi-stakeholder 

engagement. EGR requested that a separate meeting be set up with PG to discuss the points raised and 

pointed out that TEEPSA welcomes any recommendations on how to improve the engagement with 

small-scale fishers, especially in the next phase of the ESIA process. JB confirmed that the suggestions 

would be considered, even if it the consultations need to take place beyond the scoping phase. 

3.5 JB asked PG what support could be provided to expedite setting up the multi-stakeholder forum? 

PG suggested that it would be necessary to set up a meeting with the small-scale fishers. He understood 

that the ESIA process falls within a specified legislative framework with specific timeframes, but 

community engagement needed to be a principled approach which should not be deviated from to 

accommodate the ESIA process. He noted that he would be prepared to engage with SLR/TEEPSA to try 

and work out a strategy where they can expedite the proposed grassroots approach.  

3.6 AP asked JB to explain how the impact on fishers’ livelihoods will be assessed as part of the ESIA process. 

JB indicated that the specialist fisheries assessment will look at a number of different aspects such as the 

direct exclusion from the area around the drilling rig, as well as areas impacted by underwater noise. He 

noted that the underwater noise modelling study will determine the zones of disturbance to fish which 

would then need to be considered in the fisheries assessment. Similarly, the plume associated with the 

discharge of drill cuttings will be modelled and the fisheries assessment would consider the potential 

overlap and impact on fisheries. He also indicated that the same approach would be followed using 

results from the oil spill modelling. 

SW noted that the specialist fisheries assessment will include a literature review of global research to 

inform the findings the impact assessment in relation to exploration well drilling. She noted that there 

are numerous sources of information that can be considered, such as the impact of underwater noise 

resulting from drilling activities, what distances from the drilling rig noise is expected to have an impact 

and the associated behavioural disturbance of fish.  This will then be used to assess the impact on catch 

rates for different commercial and recreational sectors. She indicated that fishing effort of the South 

African commercial sectors is mapped using the most recent data obtained from the Department of 

Fisheries. This mapping provides an overview of historical trends and current fishing patterns, which is 
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then compared to the modelled footprints/ranges of the various impacts associated with the proposed 

well drilling activities.  

AP noted that the above information will be presented in the ESIA Report, which will be presented in the 

next round of meetings where the findings of the impact assessment are presented. 

3.7 

 

AP reiterated that this meeting falls within the regulatory ESIA process for the proposal by TEEPSA to undertake 

offshore exploration well drilling in Block 5/6/7 and that TEEPSA has applied for EA for these activities in the 

Area of Interest. She then summarised the issues that were raised in the meeting up to that point as follows: 

• PG had noted that affected people were not necessarily against participating in the ESIA process but rather 

that they want to be consulted meaningfully;  

• PG indicated that there is a concern that ESIA public meetings create a platform for different stakeholders, 

some of whom may be less affected than others, to take command of the narrative which may not be in the 

best interests for the truly affected communities, such as fishers and the indigenous people along the coast; 

• PG indicated that with respect to FPIC, there is a move to empower indigenous people and affected parties 

in fishing or coastal communities; and 

• PG noted that the government is in a process of establishing a multi-platform stakeholder forum through 

which different sectors of societies will have an opportunity to participate and indicate how affected 

communities should best be involved in development projects in order to get their buy in and support going 

forward. 

3.8 AP asked PG to clarify what is meant by the term FPIC as the consultation objectives of the ESIA process are 

regulated by legislation and require the applicant to share project information with Interested and/or Affected 

Parties (I&APs) and collect any comments or issues that arise from this engagement within a regulated 

timeframe. She asked how does TEEPSA move forward from here given that separate requirements from the 

fishing sector and indigenous community to be consulted as part of a broader engagement process? EGR also 

queried whether the multi-stakeholder platform referred to was the Marine Spatial Planning process that is in 

progress? 

PG stated that when it comes to the indigenous groups, FPIC is the basis on which many of these groups 

are now operating. He noted that the proposed multi-stakeholder platform would allow government to 

explain their rationale for awarding the Exploration Rights in the first place, the companies to give their 

perspective on the planned exploration activities, the environmentalists to voice their concerns and 

provide the communities the opportunity to understand the various perspectives from all the different 

role-players. 

PG noted that the Marine Spatial Planning process would be the ideal vehicle for the proposed level of 

engagement. He indicated that he had preliminary engagements with DMRE and DFFE and is waiting for 

them to get back to him. He further highlighted that all they are trying to do is to ensure that communities 

are treated with dignity and respect, and that they are given an equal platform on which they can 

meaningfully participate in matters that impact on their livelihoods.  

3.9 AP asked PG whether the proposed multi-stakeholder platform is intended to be a government driven process? 

PG confirmed that it was in his view and while the small-scale fishers may have put the proposal forward, 

it is government that has to take responsibility and lead the process going forward. 

3.10 AP asked whether PG would be prepared engage with the SLR consultation team further in order to ensure that 

the required information sharing and consultative approach can take place during the course of the ESIA 

process? 

PG indicated that any process introduced for the first time would need oversight and he noted that it is 

important that a follow-up engagement take place to create the necessary framework for it. He indicated 

that there would also need to be a follow-up call (or meeting) to ensure that many of the other small-

scale fishers and associated organisations are included in future consultation processes. 
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NO. ITEM 

3.11 BO suggested that government must take this platform forward and undertake a roadshow to affected 

communities to bring this message to the people on the ground and make sure the process is undertaken 

correctly. 

JB noted that these suggestions would be taken on board and indicated that he would contact PG to set 

up a meeting to discuss in more detail how the consultation process with small-scale fishers can be moved 

forward. He noted that although the draft Scoping Report comment period is coming to an end, this 

consultation can continue throughout the ESIA process. 

3.12 PG commented that from the presentation it appeared that the small-scale fishing sector would not be affected 

badly by the proposed activities. However, he pointed out that at this stage within the Western Cape there is 

no legislative framework for the small-scale fishers and by extension many of these fishers actually work in the 

commercial tuna-pole or trawling vessels. Thus, the numbers for the small-scale fishers as provided by DFFE to 

SLR are not necessarily the true numbers.  

3.13 PG asked whether there had been any studies undertaken on the potential impact of the migratory patterns of 
the nomadic fish species such as snoek, as the impacts on these species, especially by seismic surveys, could 
impact small-scale fishers significantly.  

AP asked EGR to respond over PG’s concern around seismic surveys and for JB to respond to the second part of 
the question. 

EGR clarified that TEEPSA is not applying for any seismic survey activities as part of the current 
application, however, the proposed activities may include Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP) which is of much 
smaller scale and shorter duration (approximately 9 hours) than typical seismic surveys. He noted that 
the VSP operations would be restricted to the location of the proposed well (stationary) and would not 
be undertaken over the block. 

JB noted that the specialist fisheries assessment will not only look at the direct overlap with recorded 
fishing effort, but also would need to consider any indirect effects such as the impact of noise on the 
migration of target fish species or the effect of drill cuttings discharge on the migration of snoek, which 
may then have secondary impacts on the small-scale fishers livelihoods.  

SW added on the issue of impacts on migration pathways of tuna or snoek is difficult to measure in situ, 
thus there would be a need to consider long-term catch rate fluctuations of those species in South Africa. 
She noted that with respect to the issue of seismic survey activity influencing migratory pathways, South 
Africa has had a long history of seismic survey activity to date but that a research proposal is currently 
being considered to determine whether any changes in catch rates of various species can be linked to 
specific areas in which seismic survey activity has been undertaken. She stated that such research would 
require a detailed statistical analysis of existing data but for this current project the specialist assessment 
will be drawing from information and research that's been undertaken elsewhere.  

JB confirmed that the fisheries specialist assessment would need to describe the migration patterns of 
various species such as tuna and snoek and take cognizance of the zones of impact arising from the noise 
and drill cuttings discharge modelling in relation to the migratory patterns. SW reiterated that the 
specialist report would include a description of the migration pathways of snoek in relation to the 
proposed area of interest for well drilling and also apply the noise modelling results to inform the 
assessment of potential impacts on spawning areas of important commercial species and the snoek 
migration pathway down the West Coast.  

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 AP thanked all the attendees for their participation and formally closed the meeting at approximately 18h20. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

Bridgette Oppelt Mitchells Plain Fishing Forum BO 

Pedro Garcia South Africa United Fishing Front Small Scale Fishing Association PG 

Delsha Williams Mitchells Plain Fishing Forum DW 

Antoinette Pietersen Independent Facilitator AP 

Msizi Cele Independent Translator MC 

Eduard Groenewald TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) EGR 

Nelisiwe Vundla TEEPSA NV 

Khuliso Mudau TEEPSA KM 

Sarah Wilkinson Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) SW 

Viv Dames CapMarine VD 

Terry Winstanley Winstanley Inc. TW 

Jonathan Crowther Independent Consultant JC 

Jeremy Blood SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) JB 

Edward Perry SLR ED 

Nicholas Arnott SLR NA 

Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL 
DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF 

THE SOUTH-WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting

June 2022

Introductions: Environmental Consultants

2

Independent 
Facilitators

• Antoinette 
Pietersen

• Msizi Cele

ESIA Consultant: SLR 
Consulting

• Jeremy Blood
• Edward Perry
• Nicholas Arnott
• Dylan Moodaley
• Castro Ravhuhali
• Jonathan Crowther

Environmental Legal 
Advisor

• Terry Winstanley 
(Winstanley Inc.)

Fisheries Specialist

• Sarah Wilkinson 
(CapMarine)

Aurore, Aurélie and Cesar 

Introductions: Applicant (TEEPSA)

3

Presenters

• Eduard Groenewald
• Nelisiwe Vundla

Observer
• Khuliso Mudau

Health and Safety

4

• COVID-19 regulations in terms of the 
National Health Act as published on 4 May 
2022 require:
– 50% of venue capacity
– Continued practice of social distancing 
– Wearing of masks indoors
– Sanitising

• Emergency procedure:  Building Safety 
Instructions

Meeting Objectives

5

 Share information: proposed project, ESIA and public participation process,
and the specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment
phase

 For I&APs to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments
about the proposed project, and assist with the identification of issues to be
considered during the ESIA

 For I&APs to comment on the draft Scoping Report, and the specialist studies
to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase

Draft Agenda

6

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Project Overview – TEEPSA

3. Questions for Clarity

4. ESIA Overview – SLR

5. Next Steps

6. Open Session: Questions

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Meeting Protocols

7

• Attendance register and POPI Act

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– Translation available for questions / comments made by 

meeting participants in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

• Consent: digital recording and photos

• Issues captured on flip chart during Question and Discussion 
session

8

Meeting Protocols

• Flow of meeting:
- Presentations: ~ 20-25 minutes each
- Points of clarity relating to Project Description
- Questions and discussion session after all presentations

• Project team available after meeting

• All proceedings of the meeting will be posted to SLR’s website 
and the data free website

Constructive discussion guidelines

9

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.

2. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

3. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the 
facilitator(s).

4. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

5. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely. 

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

Introduction to 
TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block 5/6/7 Scoping Presentation

June 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil & gas value chain

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Oil & gas life cycle

5. The upstream petroleum lifecycle

6. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

7. Logistics base

8. Drilling operation 

9. Timeline

10. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & environment

11. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

12

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 – Now

Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-vision

7 8

9 10

11 12
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TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & Environment

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année13

An individual operator with a strategy centered on  
respect, dialogue  and stakeholder
involvement 

An accountable operator exemplary in management 
of impacts related to its activities

A partner in the sustainable social and economic 
development  of its host communities
and country 

Oil & gas life cycle

3

Exploration

Is there any field?
Is it gas or oil? 

Phase 1

Appraisal

What is the size of 
the field? 

Phase 2

Development

Can it be 
developed 
commercially? 
How? 

Phase 3

Production

Oil and gas 
production 

Phase 4

Decommis-
sioning

Decommissioning of 
the installations  

Phase 5

9-12*
years

3-5 
year

s

5-10 
year

s

20-
30 

year
s

1-2 
year

s

* Indicative timelines

* * * *

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Environmental Authorisation is required before each phase can starts
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Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année15

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Cape Town and Cape Agulhas 

Distance from the coast:
~168km from Saldanha Bay
~60km from Cape Point
~103km from Hermanus

Water depth
~700 meters
~3200 meters

Exploration drilling logistics 

16

Drilling Unit: Drilling will be undertaken using either a 
semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship –
500 m safety zone

Support vessels: The drilling unit will be supported 
by up to three vessels and helicopter transfers.

Semi-submersible drilling unit Drilling ship

Support vessel x3
Helicopter

Logistics base: To be location in either 
Cape Town or Saldanha Bay

Drilling operation stages overview

17

3. Optional Well 
logging & Testing

if a resource is 
discovered

1. Final Drilling Site 
Selection
Based on acquired data

4. Well Plug & 
Abandonment
Plug, sealed & tested for 
integrity according to 
international best 
practices.

2. Spud + Drilling 
operations
A well is created by
drilling a hole into the 
seafloor using a drill bit.

Drilling window – Between 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling is the only way to confirm the presence and the type of petroleum. However, the first well seldom confirms 
commercial viability. Drilling takes up to 3-4 months per well.

1. Drilling operation – Final site selection

18

Drilling Site Selection: Site selection is based on a
detailed analysis of the seismic and pre-drilling
survey data, the geological target and other aspects
such as bathometry, sensitivities, existing
infrastructure, etc…

Data analysis A Remote Operating Vehicle (ROV) will be used to
to do a pre drill survey of the sea floor, to deploy
positioning beacons and also eventually guide the
drill bit into the correct position once ready to spud.

ROVs may be deployed from either the Drilling
vessel or from one of the stand-by vessels or from
both depending on the operation

Remote operating vehicle

13 14

15 16

17 18



2022/07/21

4

2. Drilling operation: Drilling Sequence or Stages

19 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling Sequence or Stages:

A well is created by drilling a hole into the seafloor using a drill
bit, which crushes the rock into small particles, called
“cuttings”.

Drilling Fluid is used to cool the drill bit, circulate cuttings
out of the hole and to ensure well integrity. Water-based
Muds (WBM) will be used during the riserless drilling stage
and Non-Aqueous Drilling Fluid (NADF) during the risered
drilling stage

Casings (steel pipe) are placed in the hole and permanently
cemented into place to prevent it from collapsing.

Riserless section is drilled 1st to make the hole for the well
head and conductor pipe installation and cemented in place.
These cuttings are either discharged onto the seafloor adjacent
to the hole

Risered section is then drilled through a marine riser and
BOP connecting the vessel with the wellhead. Drill cuttings is
circulated back to the vessel through the marine riser and
treated on the drilling unit before discharged overboard or
send back to shore.

Marine Riser

3. Drilling operation: Well Logging and Testing

20 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Testing (or DST): Once the target depth is reached, a well
may be tested if a resource is discovered. This involves flowing
the resource discovered to surface to test flow rates/
pressures and other perimeters which is used for potential
future field development decisions

Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP): is an evaluation tool that is
used when the well reaches target depth to generate a high-
resolution image of the geology in the well’s immediate vicinity.
VSP uses a small airgun array, which is operated from the drilling
unit with receivers positioned vertically in the borehole. VSP
operations may take up to nine hours to complete and it is
localised to the drilling rig location.

Well Logging: Well logging involves the evaluation of the
physical and chemical properties of the rocks in the sub-
surface, and their component minerals, including water, oil and
gas, to confirm the presence of hydrocarbons and the
petrophysical characteristics of rocks.

4. Drilling operation: Well Plug and Abandonment (P&A) 

21 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Sealing and Plugging:
Well sealing and plugging restores the integrity of the formation that was
penetrated by the wellbore.

Once drilling and logging have been completed, the wells will be sealed with
cement plugs, tested for integrity and abandoned according to international
best practices.

Cement plugs are set in stages from the bottom up; these would be installed
accordingly to isolate any potential flow zone as per international best practices
and standards

Demobilisation:
The intention is to abandon the wellheads on the seafloor if deemed safe to do
so based on a risk assessment (deep offshore). Where wellheads will be left it
will be fitted with an over-trawlable abandonment cap. The SAN Hydrographer
will be notified to accurately chart wellheads.

A final clearance survey check will be undertaken using an ROV, after which the
drilling unit and supply vessels will demobilise from the offshore licence area.

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Date - Footer of your presentation22

1. We  RECEIVE, ACNOWLEDGE 
and REGISTER your grievance

2. We  INVESTIGATE your 
grievance to find a solution

3. We agree together on a 
SOLUTION to resolve the issue

4. The grievance is CLOSED when 
the issue is resolved and the 
corrected measure implemented.

1. Webpage dedicated to our 
operations

2. FAQs will be uploaded online 3. Grievance management strategy

Thank you

ESIA Overview

24

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Legal Requirements

25

• Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (No. 28 of 2002) (MPRDA):
– State is the custodian of all minerals
– Exploration Right is required for exploration activities 

• TEEPSA already has an Exploration Right 
• Currently approvals in place for seismic and electromagnetic surveys
• Environmental Authorisation required for exploration well drilling

• National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA):

– NEMA provides for the control of certain listed activities, which are prohibited until Environmental 
Authorisation is obtained

– Exploration well drilling triggers a number listed activities and requires Environmental Authorisation

– SLR has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment Practitioner to undertake 
the required Scoping and EIA process

– Environmental Authorisation will place limits on the location and scope of permissible exploration 
activities

– The process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended)

26

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Initial 
notification 

• Stakeholder 
registration

• Database 
development

• Submit EA application 
• Prepare Draft Scoping Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final Scoping Report for 

acceptance

• Undertake Technical / Specialist 
Studies

• Prepare draft ESIA Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final ESIA Report for 

decision making

• Stakeholder 
notification 

• Appeal 
process

1. Screen and identify potential impacts
2. Confirm the terms of reference for the specialist studies

Receiving Environment – Seabed features and Ocean temperature

27

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

28

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Area of Interest is dominated by 
ecosystems rated as 'Least 
Concern', with only marginal 
overlap with the ‘Vulnerable’ 
Cape Canyon habitat.  

• Area of Interest does not overlap 
with any areas rates as “Critically 
Endangered” or “Endangered”

• Most of the Area of Interest falls 
outside any protected areas.

Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

29

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

• Various pelagic and demersal fish 
species spawn in the inshore 
regions of the southern Benguela 
and on Agulhas Bank

• Area of Interest occurs on 
boarder of some of these 
spawning areas

• Some overlap with the 
northward egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the inshore portion of the Area 
of Interest is likely be seasonally 
high

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

30

• MPAs (proclaimed ito NEM: PAA ):
– No exploration allowed in MPAs
– No overlap with proposed drill area

(Harris et al. 2020, Version 1.2, April 2022) 

• CBAs and ESAs (National Coastal and 
Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan)
– Map designed to inform planning and 

decision-making in support of 
sustainable development in the ocean

– Approximately 5.4% of the Area of 
Interest is covered by CBAs

– Sea-use guidelines: Invasive 
exploration activities are classified as 
having "restricted compatibility”

25 26

27 28

29 30
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Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

31

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 60 km

• Water depth: 
700 m - 3 200 m 

Overlapping Fisheries with Area of Interest
Sector Overlap % National Effort / Catch

Tuna pole  12.5% / 13.7%

Large pelagic long-line  7.3% / 5.8%

Demersal trawl minor 0.2% / 0.3%

Hake Demersal Longline minor 0.1% / 0.1%

Mid-water trawl X 0% / 0%

Shark Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

Small pelagic purse-seine X 0% / 0%

Traditional line fish X 0% / 0%

West Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

South Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

Small-scale fisheries X 0% / 0%

Squid jig X 0% / 0%

Beach-seine and gillnet X 0% / 0%

Receiving Environment – Fishing Sectors and Grounds

32

7.3%13.7%

Large Pelagic LonglineTuna Pole

Receiving Environment - Fishing Sectors and Grounds

33

0.2% 0.1%

Hake Demersal LonglineDemersal Trawl

34

Receiving Environment – Small-Scale Fisheries
• These fishers traditionally operate in 

nearshore fishing grounds 
• SSF fish to meet food and basic livelihood 

needs, but may also directly be involved 
in fishing for commercial purposes

• SSF resources are managed in terms of a 
community-based co-management 
approach - implemented through a series 
of community co-operatives

• More than 270 communities have 
registered an Expressions of Interest with 
the DFFE

• Between Saldanha Bay and Cape 
Agulhas, 68 communities have been 
registered for SSF rights (comprising of 
2 031 fishers)

• Small-scale fisheries off the West and 
South Coasts are unlikely to operate 
beyond a range of 15 km from the 
coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

35

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• Two wells have been drilled in 
Block 5/6/7

• One ammunition dump is 
located in the AOI – 2.6% 
overlap

• EAP experience on other projects – incl. TEEPSA’s 11B/12B ESIA
• Consideration of likely receptors
• Review of baseline conditions
• Activity versus Receptor Interaction Matrix
• Aspects and Impacts Register
• Key project activities of concern to be investigated and assessed are documented 

in the Scoping Report

Note: Assessment findings will be presented in the draft ESIA Report.

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

31 32

33 34

35 36



2022/07/21

7

37

Aspects & Impacts Register
1. Global concern of the need to reduce carbon emissions
2. Rapid transition to net zero presents a potential risk to economic 

growth
3. Current policies acknowledge that natural gas is required in the 

JUST TRANSITION to net carbon zero by 2050 
4. It is SA government policy to use gas in the energy mix in the 

transition and to explore and develop indigenous gas resources
5. These national strategic policy issues relating to energy and 

climate change and how South Africa uses fossil fuels fall beyond 
the scope of the ESIA

6. In making a decision, DMRE will need to weigh up:
– Current national strategic policies and the transition to net carbon 

zero
– Need for a stable electricity supply and economic growth
– Current reliance of liquid fuel imports versus the use of a local 

resource
– Potential impacts and risks associated with the proposed project

38

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
1.1 Vessel emissions to the 

atmosphere
• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.3 Discharge of ballast water • Introduction of alien invasive species to the marine 
ecosystem.

1.4 Helicopter operations • Disturbance of faunal species and displacement from 
important feeding / breeding areas.

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
1.5 Procurement of local service 

providers and employment
• Procurement of local service providers for logistics base (e.g. 

catering, security, fuel, supplies, etc.).
• Employment of a few skilled and semi-skilled staff at logistics 

base.

39

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Drilling
1.6 Discharge of drill cuttings • Physical seabed disturbance.

• Smothering of benthic fauna/habitats by cuttings.
• Increased sea water turbidity and water quality contamination.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

• Disturbance of marine fauna, particularly whales and dolphins.
• Displacement of fish and fishing.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

1.9 Flaring • Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.10 Discharge of produced 
water

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Interference with demersal trawling activities or fishing 
equipment.

40

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

41

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Unplanned Events
2.1 Loss of equipment • Potential disturbance of seabed habitats.

• Collision and entanglement hazards for other vessels.
2.2 Minor spill - refuelling at sea • Immediate detrimental effect on water quality, with the toxic 

effects on marine fauna.
• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas.

2.3 Major spill - well blowout • Local and regional impacts on water quality, marine fauna 
and oiling of coastal habitats and marine fauna.

• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas and gear damage.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.
• Reduction in income for secondary and tertiary sectors that 

support tourism, recreational, fishing, and other coastal 
economies.

Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

42

Peer reviewPeer review

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Fisheries 
Assessment

Fisheries 
Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Oil Spill ModellingOil Spill Modelling

37 38

39 40

41 42
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Opportunities to Comment / Participate

43

Scoping Phase (2022):
30-day public comment period

Public meetings @ 16h00:
• Wed, 1 June: Dialrock Community Hall, Saldanha.

• Thu, 2 June 2022: Sandbaai Hall, Hermanus.

• Thu, 9 June 2022: Cape Town International 
Convention Centre, Cape Town.

• Tue, 7 June 2022: Virtual meeting, MS Teams.

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing 
SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 20 June

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2022):
30-day comment period
• Expected start date: early 

Sept 2022.
• Public meetings to start by 

mid-Sept 2022 (exact 
dates to be confirmed).

• In writing by completing 
comment form / email SLR.

• Deadline for comment will 
be announced.

ESIA Process

We are here
Decision / Appeal 
(2023):
• Registered I&APs 

will be notified of 
decision and 
appeals process : 
Feb 2023. 

• 20 days to submit 
an appeal from 
date of 
notification.

Next Steps

44

• Minutes of meetings.

• Contact the SLR for information and / or documents.

• Submit comments / questions / issues to SLR.

• All documents will be posted to SLR’s website and data free website, including 

Final Scoping Report.

• All registered I&APs will be notified of the next round of consultation – present the 

findings of the ESIA and associated specialist studies.

SLR Contact Details
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Method Contact Details

Post: 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, Newlands on Main, Newlands, 7700

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

063 900 5536

E-mail: TEEPSA-567@slrconsulting.com

Web: https://www.slrconsulting.com/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Data 
Free Web:

https://slrpublicdocs.datafree.co/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Reminder: Constructive discussion guidelines
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Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1.  Respect one another.

2. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

3. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator(s).

4. Wait your turn.

5. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

6. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely. 

7. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

Open Session: Questions & Discussion
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF THE 

SOUTH-WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE ONLINE PUBLIC MEETING 
HELD ON 7 JUNE 2022, 16H00 

 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Antoinette Pietersen (AP), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and explained that the purpose of 

the meeting is to present information on the proposal by TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) to 

undertake exploration well drilling in Block 5/6/7. She further noted that TEEPSA had appointed SLR Consulting 

(South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) to undertake an Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) process for 

the proposed project. 

AP then introduced herself and Msizi Cele (MC), the independent isiXhosa translator, followed by the SLR team 

consisting of Jeremy Blood (JB), Edward Perry (ED), Nicholas Arnott (NA), Jonathan Crowther (JC) and Castro 

Ravhuhali (CR). AP also introduced the other members of the project team were in attendance, namely Sarah 

Wilkinson (SW), the fisheries specialist, of Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) and Terry 

Winstanley (TW), the Environmental Legal Advisor, of Winstanley Inc. 

AP then introduced the TEEPSA team including Eduard Groenewald (EGR), Nelisiwe Vundla (NV), Khuliso Mudau, 

and colleagues in virtual attendance. A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION 

2.1.  AP set out the overall meeting objectives for the meeting, which included (amongst others) sharing information 

about the proposed project, ESIA and public participation process (including specialist studies) and providing 

attendees an opportunity to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments about the proposed 

project, and assist with the identification of issues to be considered during the ESIA. The presentation is available 

in Appendix B.  

2.2.  AP outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

participants could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa. AP also noted that the meeting was being 

recorded for minute-taking purposes. No objections to this request was raised by attendees. AP then handed 

over to TEEPSA for their presentation. 

2.3.  NV provided a summary of the slides to be presented by TEEPSA and then set out the history of their operations 

in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-zero carbon emissions by 2050. She then explained 

TEEPSA’s societal and environmental policies. 

2.4.  EGR then presented the location of Block 5/6/7 and the proposed area of interest for exploration drilling and 

provided context of the proposed exploration activities in relation to the typical lifecycle of oil and gas 

exploration and production. He provided a description of the proposed exploration activities which would entail 

the drilling of up to five wells in the area of interest using either a semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship. 

He noted that expected duration of one drilling campaign would be in the region of three to four months and 

would be supported by up to three support vessels and helicopter transfers. 
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2.5.  EGR went on to present the anticipated stages of a typical drilling operation, which includes: (i) final drilling site 

selection; (ii) drilling commencement (or spudding) and operations; (iii) the optional stage of well logging and 

testing; and (iv) well plugging and abandonment. EGR ended his presentation by providing details of other ways 

which stakeholders could find out more information about the proposed project outside of the ESIA process and 

details on TEEPSA’s grievance management strategy. 

2.6.  JB then presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements, the various steps in 

the ESIA process, an overview of the baseline environment description, overview of the need and desirability of 

the project, identification of key issues to be assessed in the impact assessment and identified specialist studies 

that will be undertaken. He also presented an overview of the opportunities in which stakeholders may provide 

comment on the project and the next steps to be followed in the ESIA process.  

3. DISCUSSION  

3.1 Neville van Roy (NvR) of Green Connection raised the concern that the small-scale fishers had been excluded 

due to the manner in which the public meetings had been planned and wanted to know whether there will be 

any in-person meetings in Gansbaai or Hermanus. 

JB responded to note that various public consultation meetings had been planned and that a lot of 

thought had been put into how to run the public meetings. He indicated that three in-person public 

meetings were planned, including one meeting having been held in Hermanus and an online focus-group 

meeting with representatives of the small-scale fishers had also been undertaken. He confirmed that 

similar concerns had been raised and further engagement with key stakeholders was planned to improve 

engagement with the small-scale fishers. 

3.2 Luci Mitchell (LM) of the Sharp Eco-socialist Collective wanted to understand how people were identified to be 

included on the preliminary stakeholder database. 

JB indicated that the initial database was compiled from the existing TEEPSA stakeholder database 

compiled as part of the recent ESIA process for Block 11B/12B, preliminary consultation from a number 

of key parties, including representatives from the commercial and small-scale fishing sectors. Thereafter, 

a pre-application phase was undertaken to notify identified stakeholders of the proposed project, the 

ESIA process and the opportunity to register as an Interested and/or Affected Party (I&AP) on the project 

database. The notification process included newspaper advertisements, radio announcements and 

placement of site notices at various locations along the coast. It was noted that, at this point in time, the 

project database included an estimated 900 I&APs. 

3.3 Chris Engelbrecht (CE) of Extinction Rebellion noted that based on the oil and gas lifecycle presented by EGR, 

should the proposed well-drilling application be successful and proceed to production the extraction of the 

resource would continue to 2035. He noted that in the recent IPCC report it is stated that any further exploration 

for fossil fuels is deemed to be moral and economic madness, which begs the question why proceed with the 

proposed project?   

NV noted that as per the first slide of her presentation, TEEPSA has committed to net-zero emissions 

which does not imply no use of fossil fuels, but rather the balance between the emissions produced and 

the amount removed from the atmosphere. As per the Paris Agreement, signatories are allowed to set 

their own targets, and South Africa has developed its own strategy which includes the use of gas. TEEPSA 

takes this into account when making its own internal decisions, along with various other factors, including 

pricing. As indicated, TEEPSA intends to pursue various renewable/green energy projects in addition to 

oil and gas exploration activities. In order to ensure accountability to the internal targets, TotalEnergies 

use their universal reporting document. NV noted that society will continue to have multiple needs for 

the use of fossil fuels, such as the use of gas as a transportation fuel, use of oils in pharmaceuticals, 

clothing and plastics. Furthermore, the demand for these products will continue to grow as the 

population grows. 

CE indicated that the question as to why pursuing new exploration was not answered. 
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NV indicated that as growth in the population is expected, the need for additional resources will increase 

and thus the need to explore for new resources.  

AP asked JB whether he had a slide on the need and desirability? JB indicated that he did have a slide on 

the need and desirability and noted that the various South African policy documents linked to the 

country’s energy mix and approach to deal with climate change will be discussed. He noted that all of 

these aspects would need to be weighed up during the decision-making process. 

3.4 Brian Wridgway (BW) of the Hermanus Ratepayers Association pointed out that the draft Scoping Report makes 

reference to previous seismic surveys and ask when these surveys took place? 

EGR noted that the seismic surveys were undertaken by Anadarko between January to April 2020. He 

confirmed that TotalEnergies acquired Anadarko in 2020. 

BW noted that as a resident of Hermanus since 2014 he was not aware of the surveys and pointed out that in 

the last two years the migratory southern right whale had not been seen in Hermanus and observed that this 

could be potentially due to the impact of these previous seismic surveys. 

JB noted that he could speak to the current proposal and confirmed that noise modelling would be 

undertaken for the proposed well-drilling activities. He noted that this issue had been raised in the 

Hermanus public meeting and one of the attendees had indicated that Southern-Right Whales breed in 

cycles and the absence of the whales in the recent past is thought to be linked to the breeding cycle.  

AP asked JB to confirm whether existing scientific literature and the socio-economic impact on tourism 

would be considered in the ESIA Report? 

JB noted that in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations the cumulative impact 

of the proposed project must be considered, including previous, current and reasonably foreseeable 

future activities. He also confirmed that recent scientific literature will be considered by specialist sand 

would be available for consideration in the ESIA Report. 

3.5 Ken Briggs (KB), Chairperson of the Hermanus Heights Village Association, indicated that his main concern 

related to the potential impacts on the environment, whales and associated tourism for Hermanus. He indicated 

that there is not enough information on these impacts, potential discharges, spills and blow-outs. Why are we 

taking these risks for exploring for oil and gas resources when the world is trying to move away from them. 

Mention was made of Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP) which is a source, is it a charge with a big noise? He also 

raised the issue that by the time production commences it would be close to 2050. 

AP indicated that the comments were noted regarding the potential environmental impacts, noise, 

discharges and associated impact on tourism. She noted that these impacts would be considered in the 

specialists studies going forward. 

JB confirmed that the issues raised would be considered in the next phase. He also reiterated that the 

Need and Desirability section of the Draft Scoping Report presents all the relevant policy documents that 

should be considered for decision-making by the competent authority. 

AP indicated that the specialist findings would be made available for review in the Impact Assessment 

phase and that SLR would be provide feedback then.  

3.6 Pat Redford (PR), a Committee Member for Ward 3, stated that she had attended the Hermanus meeting and 

indicated that there was a request made to receive the reports for the seismic surveys which were undertaken 

by Anadarko. She indicated that the feedback provided at the meeting was for I&APs to request copies of the 

report. However, Anadarko no longer exists and it’s a struggle to find these records. She supported the 

comments made by BW and noted if there are no points of reference to work from all they have is speculation 

from the Whale Research Centre around the potential impacts of global climate change. She indicated that there 

is a need for more transparency and to make the Anadarko reports available. PR also queried what the toxicity 

of the drilling fluids would be.  
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JB noted that SLR was not necessarily be the correct entity to source and provide the necessary approval 

to access the previous reports; however, they could possibly be made available on the TEEPSA website. 

He indicated that the drilling fluids had not yet been selected, however, the drill cuttings discharge 

modelling study would consider various fluids and their associated toxicity which would be modelled to 

determine the potential impact / environmental risk. He stated that once the studies are completed the 

information would be presented in the Impact Assessment phase. 

EGR noted that Section 6.4.4.3.1 of the Draft Scoping Report provided a description of the anticipated 

drilling fluids. He also indicated that the final selection of the drilling fluids would only take place once 

the actual well architecture is finalised and the drill cuttings modelling also informs the selection of 

drilling fluids. With respect to the previous reporting for Anadarko, EGR noted that in the Hermanus 

meeting it was recommended that the previous seismic reports be requested from PASA, as all reports 

for oil and gas activities are submitted to PASA. 

AP noted that it is important that the details for PASA are provided to I&APs and respond to how the 

issue of making these reports available can be addressed. AP noted this as a follow-up action. 

3.7 Elaine Mills (EM), an Argus Media journalist, noted that her understanding was that TotalEnergies took over 

Anadarko assets in 2019; thus, TotalEnergies should have the records of the seismic surveys undertaken in 2020. 

She indicated that she wanted to know what public participation was undertaken before the seismic surveys 

were undertaken and also expressed that she takes issue that the results of these surveys are not easily 

available. She supported the comments made by CE and BW, and indicated she was not convinced that 

TotalEnergies take the potential impact seriously. She expressed her view that the target of net-zero emissions 

is green-washing and that if any harm as a result of exploration undertaken in South African waters, such impacts 

would remain. She further noted that if production would only commence in 2035, it would result in stranded 

assets by 2050. She mentioned that the technical challenges for renewable energies were understood and that 

a recent Eskom presentation indicated that the projected demand for gas in South Africa’s energy mix was 

estimated to be around 6 GW. 

AP summarised these comments. JB noted that the ESIA process would consider the potential impact of 

the exploration well drilling and no assessment of any future potential activities, such as production, 

would be included in the current ESIA. He noted that should the current exploration project be authorised, 

TEEPSA would potentially be able to determine if a resource exists within the licence block. 

EGR reiterated that as per the slide on the oil and gas lifecycle, this ESIA process focusses on the 

exploration phase. If there are any future planned activities, these would trigger the need for a separate 

Environmental Authorisation (EA) application process. 

With respect to the takeover of Anadarko assets, EGR indicated that this process was undertaken in a 

phased manner with TotalEnergies first taking over Anadarko’s assets in Mozambique in 2019 with Block 

5/6/7 officially being transferred to TEEPSA in February 2020 (after the commencement of the 3D seismic 

survey). 

3.8 Luci Mitchell (LM) asked what accountability mechanisms were in place for TEEPSA to meet the vision? 

NV noted that there are a number of systems in place, such as the Grievance Management System which 

allows stakeholders to raise grievances via a toll-free number or online. She stated that these grievances 

are then disseminated to a committee who would investigate and provide a response. Should the 

response not be satisfactory, it is escalated for further consideration. NV also noted that TEEPSA are also 

employing additional strategies to engage with civil society and have arranged a number of meetings 

outside of the ESIA process. 

AP asked NV whether the information regarding these accountability mechanisms is available? NV 

confirmed that the information was available on TEEPSA’s website. 
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3.9 Monica Stassen (MS) of SANCCOB pointed out her concern that any accidental spills, although relatively small 

in volume when compared to a blow-out, would still have a major impact on seabirds. 

JB noted that the initial interaction risk matrix was developed by SLR for inclusion in the draft Scoping 

Report, and that the potential impact on seabirds would be assessed by the marine ecologist. 

3.10 Luci Mitchell (LM) asked who took on the responsibility if anything were to go wrong and what mechanisms are 

put in place to address emergencies. 

EGR indicated that additional detail on the emergency response would be included in the ESIA Report but 

in summary, the first step would be to ensure that there is emergency prevention which includes various 

checks and balances being incorporated into the equipment used for the exploration drilling. He further 

noted that a detailed contingency plan is compiled before the well drilling activities can commence. 

3.11 Adrian Pole (AdP), an environmental attorney on behalf of Green Connection, commented that the proposed 

oil spill modelling study would only consider a 20-day period, however, the Deepwater Horizon spill took place 

over an 80-day period. He noted that on this basis stakeholders would like to comment on the inputs into the 

modelling exercise. 

JB responded that the modelling inputs were provided by TEEPSA in line with their response mechanism 

and that the 20-day period is linked to the availability of the capping device being stationed at Saldanha 

Bay. He noted that oil spill modelling inputs would be presented in the Impact Assessment Phase and that 

an independent peer-reviewer has also been appointed to ensure that modelling inputs and assumptions 

can be justified. 

AP asked JB to confirm whether this information would be included in the ESIA Report to which he 

confirmed that it would be included and that the ESIA Report would be made available for public review 

and comment. 

3.12 Senior Chief Nicolaas Booysen (NB) of the West Coast Guriqua Council indicated that he was speaking on behalf 

of the Paramount Chief Anthony Andrews and represented the San community along the entire West Coast. He 

indicated that the community is aware of the project and noted that there are concerns regarding the potential 

impacts on marine resources and fauna, as well as the integrity of the cement to be used in well plugging. He 

noted that the entire community has seen that the extraction of oil interferes with the indigenous communities 

on the West Coast. He stated that there is direct engagement with government as part of issuing the Exploration 

Right, but not with the indigenous communities and that they did not want TEEPSA’s money to compensate for 

the impact on their sacred sites. He went on to note that their Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) has not 

been obtained at the initiation of the project and that the communities had not been informed of what the 

potential benefits and dangers of the proposed project could be. He indicated that the West Coast Guriqua 

Council was fully mandated to speak for the San communities along the West Coast. 

AP summarised that the West Coast Guriqua Council is fully mandated to represent the West Coast 

communities, there is a grave concern around the lack of FPIC from the start of the project until now, that 

they had not been informed of the proposed project, potential benefits and dangers of the project and 

that they do not need the money (as compensation) from TEEPSA that would lead to the destruction of 

cultural heritage, sacred sites and custodianship, as indigenous people are concerned about the impact 

on the earth and marine life. 

NB noted that one concern which was that not responded to was the issue relating to use of cement in the 

plugging of the well, as cement is porous and can crack, which would result in leaks at a later stage. 

JB confirmed that the Khoi-San Traditional Council was deemed to be a key stakeholder and that the 

Saldanha Bay public meeting there were some representatives from the Cochoqwa tribe. He further noted 

that the ESIA would consider the potential impacts related to a number of operational discharges, 

including the modelling of drill cuttings and oil spill modelling. 

Cesar Fuenmayor (CF) of TEEPSA indicated that the cementing of the well casing is an integral part of the 
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operation and plots are run to ensure that the cement is correctly displaced and the flow rate and 

pressure is controlled from the surface. He noted that simulations are undertaken to ensure that the 

cementing is suitable for the conditions and in the event there is any concern that the cementing work 

was not adequate, welling logs are run from the top of the well to the bottom of the well to confirm if 

everything is in order. 

AP asked how frequently is the integrity of the cement checked during the operation? CF noted that when 

the operation is being undertaken it is monitored continuously and pressure tests are undertaken in 

accordance with the relevant best practices to ensure that there is well integrity.  

NB indicated that his concern related to the curating of the cement and the effect that the high pressure of gas 

from within the well would have on the concrete plug. NB wanted to know how the success of the plug is 

monitored to see there are no leaks once TEEPSA are no longer on site? If there is a leak, TEEPSA would only 

have to pay a fine and leave the issue of pollution to the communities. In summary, he noted that on behalf of 

the Paramount Chief, they say no to the proposed project, and no to any other mining projects, as the 

indigenous San people, not the Khoi-San Traditional Council (as the West Coast Guriqua Council is not part of 

the Khoi-San Traditional Council), have not been engaged to obtain FPIC. He wanted to know their contact 

information is being requested when it is available on the internet and Facebook.  

AP acknowledged these comments and committed to engaging with the West Coast Guriqua Council 

subsequent to the meeting to ensure that the correct information is brought to the First Nations. 

3.13 Barry van Vuuren (BV), on behalf of the Whale Coast Community Forum, asked whether all the issues raised in 
the chat box of the meeting be responded to in some manner? 

JB noted that going forward the minutes of the meeting would be compiled and all the comments 

submitted via the chat box would be included and formally responded to in the Comments and Responses 

Report to be included in the final Scoping Report. AP asked how would key queries raised by attendees 

who have taken the time to attend the meeting would be dealt with. JB responded to say that the issues 

would be reviewed and if there are any critical comments or requests for information that the comments 

in the chat would be scanned and any key pieces of the information can be provided before closure of the 

draft Scoping Report comment period.  JB noted that any key issues from the chat box that needed to be 

response to prior to the close of the meeting could still be responded to and requested attendees to raise 

these issues verbally.  AP checked with attendees whether the proposed approach was acceptable, to 

which support for the approach was given.    

3.14 NB stated that the West Coast Guriqua Council is a registered Cultural, Religious and Linguistic (CRL) community 
along the West Coast and followed international regulations to form a legitimate and mandated structure. He 
requested that they be engaged directly and provided with more information about the proposed project so 
that they can better understand what the project is about, what the potential impacts are and how they could 
potentially benefit from the proposed project. 

3.15 Janet Solomon (JS) of Oceans Not Oil stated that the proposed project would cost millions to implement, thus 
there is likely to be an expectation for future production. She asked what the expected barrel count would be 
during production? 

EGR indicated that the purposes of the proposed exploration was to firstly confirm whether there is 

actually a resource located in the block and, should any resource be discovered, then determine the 

overall estimated size of that resource. He noted that the information generated from previous 

exploration activities, including seismic surveys, only show that there are structures of interest where a 

resource could be present and even after drilling of the first exploration well, additional wells may need 

to be drilled to better map the resource. He confirmed that some preliminary calculations would be 

included as part of determining the worst-case scenario for oil spill modelling, which will be available in 

the modelling report in the next phase of the ESIA process.  

JS noted that EGR had not provided her with an estimation. 

EGR noted that he did not have the information available at this stage but that the request could be 
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capture as information that should be made available in the ESIA Report as part of the oil spill modelling 

study. AP asked whether it would be possible to provide an estimate of the barrel count and EGR 

confirmed that he did not know this detail at this stage as it is one of the reasons that exploration is being 

proposed. AP noted this as a follow-up action and JB confirmed that a response would be provided in the 

Comments and Responses Report. 

3.16 Marilyn Lilley (ML) noted that the well drilling is one stage of what could be a much bigger project and asked 
what the anticipated plan would be if oil and gas is found, particularly whether it is anticipated if any horizontal 
well drilling would be undertaken as part of the proposed project or at a later stage. In addition, ultimately while 
this is happening offshore, future infrastructure may be required onshore and this information is important for 
the public to know. 

EGR reiterated that the purpose of the proposed exploration well drilling is to map what potential 

hydrocarbons are present and what the future development could look like while keeping in mind the fact 

that only one in seven exploration wells actually end up successfully identifying a resource. EGR concluded 

that it would not be possible to confirm at this point the nature of any potential future activities, which 

could include vertical and / or horizontal wells.  He noted that but any future production activities would 

be subjected to its own ESIA process. He confirmed that for the current project, exploration well drilling 

would be vertical to determine whether there is any resource or not. AP confirmed that no horizontal 

wells would form part of the current exploration drilling proposal. 

ML noted that based on the response provided, anything could be expected for future production activities. 

JB noted that in terms of the EIA Regulation, 2014 the cumulative impact of the proposed project must 

considered, including reasonably foreseeable future activities. He stated that while future production 

could take place, there is not sufficient information available to make assertations as to the nature of 

those activities. He also pointed out that the Mineral and Petroleum Resources Development Act 

(MPRDA), 2002 (Act 28 of 2002) and the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 

1998) (NEMA), split out exploration and production activities as there are too many unknowns for any 

potential future activities. He reiterated that any future appraisal or production activities would need a 

separate application for EA.  

3.17 NB would like to note that when English was spoken very quickly it was difficult for him to follow and asked 
whether it was possible to translate the responses back into Afrikaans if possible. He also noted that in the 
previous responses provided by EGR it was stated that he was unable to provide an answer (with regard to 
barrel count) as they are still in the process of completing studies. He asked how one can apply for a licence to 
drill but they are still busy with the environmental process? He also asked where else in the world they have 
been successful with similar projects. 

AP noted at the start of the meeting it was confirmed that the meeting would be predominantly in 
English, but attendees were welcome to provide their questions in Afrikaans or isiXhosa. She further 
noted that a commitment had been made to further engage with the West Coast Guriqua Council to 
discuss the proposed project in more detail. 

JB noted that certain assumptions must be made in the assessment of potential impacts and that such 
assumptions would be based on previous activities. He noted that in terms of successful project, 
Mossgas off Mossel Bay has been operated by PetroSA since the 1980’s and is South Africa’s only 
operational oil and gas field. AP asked JB for more clarity on the application in process of the South 
African legislation. 

JB noted that in terms of NEMA there is a list of activities that require EA and before one can commence 
with such activities, an EA must be acquired. In this instance, the proposed well drilling triggers a 
number of activities that requires a full Scoping and EIA process to be undertaken. He noted that once 
the Scoping Phase is completed and various technical modelling and specialist studies have been 
completed, that information is presented to the Competent Authority for decision-making. AP asked NB 
whether his question was answered.  

NB confirmed that the question has been answered.  

AP also asked EGR to confirm where else in the world have there been successful projects. EGR noted 
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that for exploration drilling activities, only one in seven wells was successful. Once a resource is 
confirmed, the probability of a project going into production were even lower. EGR noted that examples 
of successful discoveries include TotalEnergies' recent find in Namibia and it project in Mozambique a 
where a discovery has led to development, but on hold due to terrorism incidents, as well as a number 
of other projects off the West Coast of Africa. EGR also mentioned that in South Africa there had been 
328 wells previously drilled and only the PetroSA facility in Mossel Bay has moved to production. 

3.18 ML indicated that she was not aware whether the well completion stage, which entails horizontal well-drilling, 
had been included in the application documents and indicated that it should be included if it will be undertaken.  
She also wanted to know if these questions and answers would be translated into Afrikaans and isiXhosa or 
whether the documents themselves would be translated? 

JB noted that some of the documents would be translated, such as Non-Technical Summary and various 
notification documents, but other documents would not necessarily be translated. He indicated that 
ML’s suggestion to translate the other documents would be evaluated for the next round of 
consultation. AP also noted that the NTS was available on the SLR and data free website in the 3 
languages, as well as an audio version for those that would prefer listening to the information.  

3.19 NB wanted to find out whether the seismic data off the West Coast would be made available? 

JB noted that the issue was raised earlier and a commitment has been made to investigate this in more 
detail and provide the contact details for PASA so that the information can be requested from the 
correct person.  

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 AP thanked all the attendees for their participation and formally closed the meeting at approximately 19h30. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

Adam Ward Private - 

Adrian Pole On behalf of Green Connection AdP 

Allan Basajjasubi Natural Justice - 

Paramount Chief Anthony Andrews  West Coast Guriqua Council AA 

Barry van Vuuren Finanz Konsultante CC / Whale Coast Community Forum NPC - 

Bernacia Mullins Department of Forestry and Fisheries - 

Brian Wridgway Hermanus Ratepayers Association BW 

Bridgette Oppelt  Mitchell's Plain Small-Scale Fishers - 

Carmen Mannarino Masifundise - 

Chris Engelbrecht Extinction Rebellion CE 

Clare Gomes AMSOL - 

Dave - - 

Dean Palmer Natural Justice - 

Delsy Sifundza WWF South Africa - 

Deon van Zyl Afro Fishing (Pty) Ltd - 

Elaine Mills Argus Media Journalist EM 

Elise Tempelhoff Media24 - 

Fanie Heystek Kouga Municipality - 

Jane Beattie - - 

Janet Solomon Oceans Not Oil JS 

Jennifer Olbers Wildtrust - 

Johan - - 

Johnathan - - 

Joshua O'Brien EXM - 

Keith Blanchard - - 

Ken Briggs Chairperson of the Hermanus Heights Village Association KB 

Kholwani Simelane Green Connection - 

Lane Eisenmann Natural Justice - 

Lily Upton - - 

Liz Mcdaid Green Connection - 

Lohandi Schwartz Irvin and Johnson Aquaculture - 

Luci Mitchell Sharp Eco-socialist Collective LM 

Marilyn Lilley - ML 

Marius Hugo Abagold Limited - 

Mark Johns CapeNature - De Mond Nature Reserve - 

Mike Sands Blue Continent Products - Deepsea Trawl Fishing - 

Monica Stassen SANCCOB MS 

Neville van Roy  Green Connection NvR 

Neville Ephraim iGas (SOC) Ltd - 

Senior Chief Nicolaas Booysen West Coast Guriqua Council NB 
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Rudolph van Vuuren Denel Overberg Test Range - 

Sarah Halse Abagold Limited - 

Shannon Marcoux - - 

Sharon Adams PASA - 

Sheraine van Wyk Whale Coast Conservation - 

Sherelee Odayar Natural Justice - 

Steve Hrabar SAOGA - 

Tina Schubert - - 

Vincent Shacks Wildlife and Environment Society of South Africa (WESSA) - 

Antoinette Pietersen Independent Facilitator AP 

Msizi Cele Independent Translator MC 
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Sarah Wilkinson Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) SW 

Viv Dames CapMarine VD 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL 
DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF 

THE SOUTH-WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting

June 2022

Introductions: Environmental Consultants

2

Independent 
Facilitators

• Antoinette 
Pietersen

• Msizi Cele

ESIA Consultant: SLR 
Consulting

• Jeremy Blood
• Nicholas Arnott
• Castro Ravhuhali
• Jonathan Crowther

Environmental Legal 
Advisor

• Terry Winstanley 
(Winstanley Inc.)

Fisheries Specialist

• Sarah Wilkinson 
(CapMarine)

Aurore, Aurélie and Cesar 

Introductions: Applicant (TEEPSA)

3

Presenters

• Eduard Groenewald
• Nelisiwe Vundla

Virtual Observers

• Khuliso Mudau
• Reda Zerriatte
• Marie-Line Pagnoux
• Aurore Pichon
• Cesar Fuenmayor

Meeting Objectives

4

 Share information: proposed project, ESIA and public participation process,
and the specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment
phase

 For I&APs to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments
about the proposed project, and assist with the identification of issues to be
considered during the ESIA

 For I&APs to comment on the draft Scoping Report, and the specialist studies
to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase

Draft Agenda

5

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Project Overview – TEEPSA

3. ESIA Overview – SLR

4. Next Steps

5. Open Session: Questions & Discussion

Meeting Protocols

6

• Your attendance is registered (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– Translation available for questions / comments made by 

meeting participants in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

• You are welcome to add issues in the chat

1 2

3 4

5 6
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7

Meeting Protocols

• Flow of meeting:
- Presentations: ~ 20-25 minutes each
- Questions and discussion session after all presentations

• All proceedings of the meeting will be posted to SLR’s website 
and the data free website

Constructive discussion guidelines

8

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the 
facilitator(s).

2. Respect one another and the “queue of hands”.

3. Identify yourself, name and surname, and organisation.

4. Lower hand after comment / question. 

5. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

6. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely.

Introduction to 
TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block 5/6/7 Scoping Presentation

June 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil & gas value chain

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Oil & gas life cycle

5. The upstream petroleum lifecycle

6. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

7. Logistics base

8. Drilling operation 

9. Timeline

10. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & environment

11. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

11

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 – Now

Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-vision

TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & Environment

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année12

An individual operator with a strategy centered on  
respect, dialogue  and stakeholder
involvement 

An accountable operator exemplary in management 
of impacts related to its activities

A partner in the sustainable social and economic 
development  of its host communities
and country 

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Oil & gas life cycle

3

Exploration

Is there any field?
Is it gas or oil? 

Phase 1

Appraisal

What is the size of 
the field? 

Phase 2

Development

Can it be 
developed 
commercially? 
How? 

Phase 3

Production

Oil and gas 
production 

Phase 4

Decommis-
sioning

Decommissioning of 
the installations  

Phase 5

9-12*
years

3-5 
year

s

5-10 
year

s

20-
30 

year
s

1-2 
year

s

* Indicative timelines

* * * *

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Environmental Authorisation is required before each phase can starts

C
u

rr
en

t 
p

h
a

se

P
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e 

–
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ew
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ed

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année14

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Cape Town and Cape Agulhas 

Distance from the coast:
~168km from Saldanha Bay
~60km from Cape Point
~103km from Hermanus

Water depth
~700 meters
~3200 meters

Exploration drilling logistics 

15

Drilling Unit: Drilling will be undertaken using either a 
semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship –
500 m safety zone

Support vessels: The drilling unit will be supported 
by up to three vessels and helicopter transfers.

Semi-submersible drilling unit Drilling ship

Support vessel x3
Helicopter

Logistics base: To be location in either 
Cape Town or Saldanha Bay

Drilling operation stages overview

16

3. Optional Well 
logging & Testing

if a resource is 
discovered

1. Final Drilling Site 
Selection
Based on acquired data

4. Well Plug & 
Abandonment
Plug, sealed & tested for 
integrity according to 
international best 
practices.

2. Spud + Drilling 
operations
A well is created by
drilling a hole into the 
seafloor using a drill bit.

Drilling window – Between 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling is the only way to confirm the presence and the type of petroleum. However, the first well seldom confirms 
commercial viability. Drilling takes up to 3-4 months per well.

1. Drilling operation – Final site selection

17

Drilling Site Selection: Site selection is based on a
detailed analysis of the seismic and pre-drilling
survey data, the geological target and other aspects
such as bathometry, sensitivities, existing
infrastructure, etc…

Data analysis A Remote Operating Vehicle (ROV) will be used to
to do a pre drill survey of the sea floor, to deploy
positioning beacons and also eventually guide the
drill bit into the correct position once ready to spud.

ROVs may be deployed from either the Drilling
vessel or from one of the stand-by vessels or from
both depending on the operation

Remote operating vehicle

2. Drilling operation: Drilling Sequence or Stages

18 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling Sequence or Stages:

A well is created by drilling a hole into the seafloor using a drill
bit, which crushes the rock into small particles, called
“cuttings”.

Drilling Fluid is used to cool the drill bit, circulate cuttings
out of the hole and to ensure well integrity. Water-based
Muds (WBM) will be used during the riserless drilling stage
and Non-Aqueous Drilling Fluid (NADF) during the risered
drilling stage

Casings (steel pipe) are placed in the hole and permanently
cemented into place to prevent it from collapsing.

Riserless section is drilled 1st to make the hole for the well
head and conductor pipe installation and cemented in place.
These cuttings are either discharged onto the seafloor adjacent
to the hole

Risered section is then drilled through a marine riser and
BOP connecting the vessel with the wellhead. Drill cuttings is
circulated back to the vessel through the marine riser and
treated on the drilling unit before discharged overboard or
send back to shore.

Marine Riser

13 14

15 16

17 18
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3. Drilling operation: Well Logging and Testing

19 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Testing (or DST): Once the target depth is reached, a well
may be tested if a resource is discovered. This involves flowing
the resource discovered to surface to test flow rates/
pressures and other perimeters which is used for potential
future field development decisions

Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP): is an evaluation tool that is
used when the well reaches target depth to generate a high-
resolution image of the geology in the well’s immediate vicinity.
VSP uses a small airgun array, which is operated from the drilling
unit with receivers positioned vertically in the borehole. VSP
operations may take up to nine hours to complete and it is
localised to the drilling rig location.

Well Logging: Well logging involves the evaluation of the
physical and chemical properties of the rocks in the sub-
surface, and their component minerals, including water, oil and
gas, to confirm the presence of hydrocarbons and the
petrophysical characteristics of rocks.

4. Drilling operation: Well Plug and Abandonment (P&A) 

20 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Sealing and Plugging:
Well sealing and plugging restores the integrity of the formation that was
penetrated by the wellbore.

Once drilling and logging have been completed, the wells will be sealed with
cement plugs, tested for integrity and abandoned according to international
best practices.

Cement plugs are set in stages from the bottom up; these would be installed
accordingly to isolate any potential flow zone as per international best practices
and standards

Demobilisation:
The intention is to abandon the wellheads on the seafloor if deemed safe to do
so based on a risk assessment (deep offshore). Where wellheads will be left it
will be fitted with an over-trawlable abandonment cap. The SAN Hydrographer
will be notified to accurately chart wellheads.

A final clearance survey check will be undertaken using an ROV, after which the
drilling unit and supply vessels will demobilise from the offshore licence area.

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Date - Footer of your presentation21

1. We  RECEIVE, ACNOWLEDGE 
and REGISTER your grievance

2. We  INVESTIGATE your 
grievance to find a solution

3. We agree together on a 
SOLUTION to resolve the issue

4. The grievance is CLOSED when 
the issue is resolved and the 
corrected measure implemented.

1. Webpage dedicated to our 
operations

2. FAQs will be uploaded online 3. Grievance management strategy

Thank you

ESIA Overview

23

Legal Requirements

24

• Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (No. 28 of 2002) (MPRDA):
– State is the custodian of all minerals
– Exploration Right is required for exploration activities 

• TEEPSA already has an Exploration Right 
• Currently approvals in place for seismic and electromagnetic surveys
• Environmental Authorisation required for exploration well drilling

• National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA):

– NEMA provides for the control of certain listed activities, which are prohibited until Environmental 
Authorisation is obtained

– Exploration well drilling triggers a number listed activities and requires Environmental Authorisation

– SLR has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment Practitioner to undertake 
the required Scoping and EIA process

– Environmental Authorisation will place limits on the location and scope of permissible exploration 
activities

– The process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended)

19 20

21 22

23 24
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25

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Initial 
notification 

• Stakeholder 
registration

• Database 
development

• Submit EA application 
• Prepare Draft Scoping Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final Scoping Report for 

acceptance

• Undertake Technical / Specialist 
Studies

• Prepare draft ESIA Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final ESIA Report for 

decision making

• Stakeholder 
notification 

• Appeal 
process

1. Screen and identify potential impacts
2. Confirm the terms of reference for the specialist studies

Receiving Environment – Seabed features and Ocean temperature

26

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

27

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Area of Interest is dominated by 
ecosystems rated as 'Least 
Concern', with only marginal 
overlap with the ‘Vulnerable’ 
Cape Canyon habitat.  

• Area of Interest does not overlap 
with any areas rates as “Critically 
Endangered” or “Endangered”

• Most of the Area of Interest falls 
outside any protected areas.

Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

28

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

• Various pelagic and demersal fish 
species spawn in the inshore 
regions of the southern Benguela 
and on Agulhas Bank

• Area of Interest occurs on 
boarder of some of these 
spawning areas

• Some overlap with the 
northward egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the inshore portion of the Area 
of Interest is likely be seasonally 
high

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

29

• MPAs (proclaimed ito NEM: PAA ):
– No exploration allowed in MPAs
– No overlap with proposed drill area

(Harris et al. 2020, Version 1.2, April 2022) 

• CBAs and ESAs (National Coastal and 
Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan)
– Map designed to inform planning and 

decision-making in support of 
sustainable development in the ocean

– Approximately 5.4% of the Area of 
Interest is covered by CBAs

– Sea-use guidelines: Invasive 
exploration activities are classified as 
having "restricted compatibility”

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

30

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 60 km

• Water depth: 
700 m - 3 200 m 

Overlapping Fisheries with Area of Interest
Sector Overlap % National Effort / Catch

Tuna pole  12.5% / 13.7%

Large pelagic long-line  7.3% / 5.8%

Demersal trawl minor 0.2% / 0.3%

Hake Demersal Longline minor 0.1% / 0.1%

Mid-water trawl X 0% / 0%

Shark Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

Small pelagic purse-seine X 0% / 0%

Traditional line fish X 0% / 0%

West Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

South Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

Small-scale fisheries X 0% / 0%

Squid jig X 0% / 0%

Beach-seine and gillnet X 0% / 0%

25 26

27 28

29 30
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Receiving Environment – Fishing Sectors and Grounds

31

7.3%13.7%

Large Pelagic LonglineTuna Pole
Receiving Environment - Fishing Sectors and Grounds

32

0.2% 0.1%

Hake Demersal LonglineDemersal Trawl

33

Receiving Environment – Small-Scale Fisheries
• These fishers traditionally operate in 

nearshore fishing grounds 
• SSF fish to meet food and basic livelihood 

needs, but may also directly be involved 
in fishing for commercial purposes

• SSF resources are managed in terms of a 
community-based co-management 
approach - implemented through a series 
of community co-operatives

• More than 270 communities have 
registered an Expressions of Interest with 
the DFFE

• Between Saldanha Bay and Cape 
Agulhas, 68 communities have been 
registered for SSF rights (comprising of 
2 031 fishers)

• Small-scale fisheries off the West and 
South Coasts are unlikely to operate 
beyond a range of 15 km from the 
coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

34

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• Two wells have been drilled in 
Block 5/6/7

• One ammunition dump is 
located in the AOI – 2.6% 
overlap

• Key project activities and impacts of concern to be investigated and assessed are 
documented in the Scoping Report

– EAP experience on other projects – incl. TEEPSA’s 11B/12B ESIA
– Consideration of likely receptors
– Review of baseline conditions
– Activity versus Receptor Interaction Matrix
– Aspects and Impacts Register

Note: Assessment findings will be presented in the draft ESIA Report.

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

35 36

Aspects & Impacts Register

31 32

33 34

35 36
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1. Global concern of the need to reduce carbon emissions
2. Rapid transition to net zero presents a potential risk to economic 

growth
3. Current policies acknowledge that natural gas is required in the 

JUST TRANSITION to net carbon zero by 2050 
4. It is SA government policy to use gas in the energy mix in the 

transition and to explore and develop indigenous gas resources
5. These national strategic policy issues relating to energy and 

climate change and how South Africa uses fossil fuels fall beyond 
the scope of the ESIA

6. In making a decision, DMRE will need to weigh up:
– Current national strategic policies and the transition to net carbon 

zero by 2050
– Need for a stable electricity supply and economic growth
– Current reliance of liquid fuel imports versus the use of a local 

resource
– Potential impacts and risks associated with the proposed project

37

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
1.1 Vessel emissions to the 

atmosphere
• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.3 Discharge of ballast water • Introduction of alien invasive species to the marine 
ecosystem.

1.4 Helicopter operations • Disturbance of faunal species and displacement from 
important feeding / breeding areas.

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
1.5 Procurement of local service 

providers and employment
• Procurement of local service providers for logistics base (e.g. 

catering, security, fuel, supplies, etc.).
• Employment of a few skilled and semi-skilled staff at logistics 

base.

38

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Drilling
1.6 Discharge of drill cuttings • Physical seabed disturbance.

• Smothering of benthic fauna/habitats by cuttings.
• Increased sea water turbidity and water quality contamination.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

• Disturbance of marine fauna, particularly whales and dolphins.
• Displacement of fish and fishing.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

1.9 Flaring • Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.10 Discharge of produced 
water

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

39

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

40

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Unplanned Events
2.1 Loss of equipment • Potential disturbance of seabed habitats.

• Collision and entanglement hazards for other vessels.
2.2 Minor spill - refuelling at sea • Immediate detrimental effect on water quality, with the toxic 

effects on marine fauna.
• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas.

2.3 Major spill - well blowout • Local and regional impacts on water quality, marine fauna 
and oiling of coastal habitats and marine fauna.

• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas and gear damage.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.
• Reduction in income for secondary and tertiary sectors that 

support tourism, recreational, fishing, and other coastal 
economies.

Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

41

Peer reviewPeer review

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Fisheries 
Assessment

Fisheries 
Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Oil Spill ModellingOil Spill Modelling

Opportunities to Comment / Participate

42

Scoping Phase (2022):
30-day public comment period

Public meetings @ 16h00:
• Wed, 1 June: Dialrock Community Hall, Saldanha.

• Thu, 2 June 2022: Sandbaai Hall, Hermanus.

• Thu, 9 June 2022: Cape Town International 
Convention Centre, Cape Town.

• Tue, 7 June 2022: Virtual meeting, MS Teams.

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing 
SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 20 June

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2022):
30-day comment period
• Expected start date: early 

Sept 2022.
• Public meetings to start by 

mid-Sept 2022 (exact 
dates to be confirmed).

• In writing by completing 
comment form / email SLR.

• Deadline for comment will 
be announced.

ESIA Process

We are here
Decision / Appeal 
(2023):
• Registered I&APs 

will be notified of 
decision and 
appeals process : 
Feb 2023. 

• 20 days to submit 
an appeal from 
date of 
notification.

37 38

39 40

41 42
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Next Steps

43

• Minutes of meetings.

• Contact the SLR for information and / or documents.

• Submit comments / questions / issues to SLR.

• All documents will be posted to SLR’s website and data free website, including 

Final Scoping Report.

• All registered I&APs will be notified of the next round of consultation – present the 

findings of the ESIA and associated specialist studies.

Reminder: Constructive discussion guidelines

44

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator(s).

2. Respect one another and the “queue of hands”.

3. Identify yourself, name and surname, and organisation.

4. Lower hand after comment / question. 

5. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

6. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely.

Open Session: Questions & Discussion

45

SLR Contact Details

46

Method Contact Details

Post: 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, Newlands on Main, Newlands, 7700

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

063 900 5536

E-mail: TEEPSA-567@slrconsulting.com

Web: https://www.slrconsulting.com/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Data 
Free Web:

https://slrpublicdocs.datafree.co/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

47

43 44

45 46

47
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF THE 

SOUTH-WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE  
CAPE TOWN INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION CENTRE, CAPE TOWN 

HELD ON 9 JUNE 2022, 16H00 
 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Antoinette Pietersen (AP), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and explained that the purpose of 

the meeting is to present information on the proposal by TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) to 

undertake exploration well drilling in Block 5/6/7. She further noted that TEEPSA had appointed SLR Consulting 

(South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) to undertake an Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) process for 

the proposed project. 

AP then introduced herself and Msizi Cele (MC), the independent isiXhosa translator, followed by the SLR team 

consisting of Jeremy Blood (JB), Edward Perry (ED), Nicholas Arnott (NA), Jonathan Crowther (JC) and Castro 

Ravhuhali (CR). AP also introduced the other members of the project team were in attendance, namely Sarah 

Wilkinson (SW), the fisheries specialist, of Capricorn Marine Environmental (Pty) Ltd (CapMarine) and Terry 

Winstanley (TW), the Environmental Legal Advisor, of Winstanley Inc. 

AP then introduced the TEEPSA team including Eduard Groenewald (EGR), Nelisiwe Vundla (NV), Khuliso Mudau, 

and colleagues in virtual attendance. A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION 

2.1.  AP set out the overall meeting objectives for the meeting, which included (amongst others) sharing information 

about the proposed project, ESIA and public participation process (including specialist studies) and providing 

attendees an opportunity to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments about the proposed 

project, and assist with the identification of issues to be considered during the ESIA. The presentation is available 

in Appendix B.  

2.2.  AP outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

participants could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa. AP also noted that the meeting was being 

recorded (audio) for minute-taking purposes. No objections or concerns were raised by attendees. AP then 

handed over to TEEPSA for their presentation. 

2.3.  NV provided a summary of the slides to be presented by TEEPSA and then set out the history of their operations 

in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-zero carbon emissions by 2050. She then explained 

TEEPSA’s societal and environmental policies. 

2.4.  EGR then presented the location of Block 5/6/7 and the proposed area of interest for exploration drilling and 

provided context of the proposed exploration activities in relation to the typical lifecycle of oil and gas 

exploration and production. He provided a description of the proposed exploration activities which would entail 

the drilling of up to five wells in the area of interest using either a semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship. 

He noted that expected duration of one drilling campaign would be in the region of three to four months and 

would be supported by up to three support vessels and helicopter transfers. 
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2.5.  EGR went on to present the anticipated stages of a typical drilling operation, which includes: (i) final drilling site 

selection; (ii) drilling commencement (or spudding) and operations; (iii) the optional stage of well logging and 

testing; and (iv) well plugging and abandonment. EGR ended his presentation by providing details of other ways 

which stakeholders could find out more information about the proposed project outside of the ESIA process and 

details on TEEPSA’s grievance management strategy. 

2.6.  JB then presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements, the various steps in 

the ESIA process, an overview of the baseline environment description, overview of the need and desirability of 

the project, identification of key issues to be assessed in the impact assessment and identified specialist studies 

that will be undertaken. He also presented an overview of the opportunities in which stakeholders may provide 

comment on the project and the next steps to be followed in the process.  

3. DISCUSSION  

3.1 Miles Jacobs (MJ) of the Cochoqua Tribe expressed his appreciation to TotalEnergies for conducting their 

operations and associated economic input. 

3.2 Liziwe McDaid (LM) of the Green Connection noted that TotalEnergies are involved in both oil and gas and 

renewable energy projects and wanted to find out where are the majority of renewable energy projects located 

and where are the oil and gas projects are located?  She also wanted to know whether the life of the project 

would between 20 to 30 years? 

EGR noted that a 20 to 30 year project lifespan would only apply to the production phase and not the 

exploration phase, which is under consideration in the current ESIA process. He indicated that should 

the proposed exploration operations be successful, it could still take up to ten years before production 

commences. 

NV noted that she was not aware off-hand of the locations of TotalEnergies' renewable energy and oil 

and gas projects, but information on TEEPSA’s operations are located on its website. She indicated that 

in South Africa, TotalEnergies are moving toward developing renewable energy projects, as per the 

current drive by government, and aligning themselves with the Renewal Energy Independent Power 

Producers Programme.  

NV further noted that while there is a global shift toward renewable energy, there is a requirement for 

a “just transition” as per the Paris Agreement and South Africa has included the use of gas as part of 

the intended approach to meet the requirements of the Paris Agreement, while allowing for a just 

transition and responding to the overall demand for by-products from oil and gas, as well as meeting 

the net-zero targets. 

AP noted that an action for the meeting would be to provide attendees with the locations of the oil and gas and 

renewable energy projects. 

3.3 LM asked how often does TotalEnergies evaluate its overall strategy? 

EGR indicated that he did not know the frequency off-hand but that TEEPSA's strategy is available 

online and he could provide feedback on this query subsequent to the meeting. 

AP noted that providing confirmation regarding the frequency that TotalEnergies updates its strategy as an 

action for the meeting. 

3.4 Marylin Lilly (ML) wanted to know who the relevant insurance providers would be for the proposed exploration 

operations? 

EGR noted that the operations would involve multiple stakeholders with appointed subcontractors having their 

own insurance in place in addition to the insurance put in place by TEEPSA themselves.  

ML asked what the names of the insurers are?  

EGR indicated that securing insurance and appointing subcontractors would only take place if the proposed 

project receives an Environmental Authorisation (EA) and thus the insurers are not known at this time. 
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He also confirmed that the names of the relevant insurers must be provided to the South African 

Maritime Association (SAMSA) and the Petroleum Agency SA (PASA) prior to the commencement of 

well drilling.  

ML ask when exploration would commence? 

EGR stated that the first step would be to obtain EA and if the EA is obtained, the contracting process would 

commence. He noted that the current target window to undertake the proposed well drilling is between 

Q4 2023 and Q2 2024 with the actual operation being in the order of three to four months. 

ML asked whether it would be three to four months per well or for all five wells? 

EGR confirmed that the three to four month period would be to drill a single well. 

3.5 ML asked what the total volume of the cuttings would be discarded onto the seabed versus the total treated 

onboard the vessel and dispersed. She also noted that there is likely to be radioactive material within the seabed 

sediments and wanted to understand whether the impact of this radioactive material on workers as well as 

marine fauna would be assessed? 

EGR indicated that the issues with respect to the cuttings would be addressed in the presentation by JB. He also 

noted that safety is one of TEEPSA’s core-values and is one of the criteria considered in appointing 

subcontractors to undertake the work and ensuring that the necessary insurance measures are put in 

place. 

3.6 Loyiso Dunga (LD) asked what the planned target of reach was for the stakeholder engagement process. 

Secondly, he asked with respect to abandonment what planned restoration of the environment would be 

undertaken? 

EGR noted that decommissioning would only take place after the production phase and referred to the slide of 

the oil and gas lifecycle. For the proposed exploration well drilling there would be a demobilisation 

phase (not decommissioning), where the wellhead may be left on the seafloor and a clearance survey 

would be undertaken to confirm that no equipment is left behind on the seafloor. 

3.7 LM wanted to understand why the Area of Interest (AOI) has been specifically identified for the proposed well 

exploration activities? 

EGR indicated that the AOI was identified for well drilling based on the results of previous exploration 

activities undertaken over the licence block.  The results of these activities confirmed the presence of a 

possible resource within the AOI. He noted that the proposed well drilling would determine whether the 

identified target is an oil or gas resource or is just water or sand. 

3.8 LM asked whether blow-out prevention technology had changed over time, particularly since the Deepwater 

Horizon disaster? She noted that including this information in the ESIA Report would be beneficial.  LM also 

queried whether the duration of the proposed Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP) operations would only be 9 hours 

per a well or whether the operations are undertaking multiple times for a single well? 

EGR stated that issues with respect to oil spills would be addressed in the presentation by JB, however, 

he noted that blow-out modelling would be undertaken and that an oil spill contingency plan would be 

compiled for the operations. 

EGR also noted that the VSP would not necessarily be undertaken for all the proposed wells, but if it is 

undertaken, it would be undertaken once-off per well over a period of approximately 9 hours. 

LM clarified that her question related to whether there have been any improvements to the blow-out 

prevention measures, but perhaps this did not have to be addressed immediately in the meeting. 

3.9 LM asked what the lifespan would be for the cement plugs that are used to seal the well? 

EGR noted that plugging and sealing of the well are undertaken for a lifetime (permanent).  

AP asked LM what her specific concern was around this issue. LM noted that concrete and cement do 
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not have an infinite lifespan and if the well is sealed for a lifetime, the question is “whose lifetime?” as 

future generations may have to deal with leakage. 

EGR noted that there would be a redundancy system in place which will be designed based on the final 

well architecture; however, he could not provide a specific time period.  

3.10 LM noted that mention was made of a risk assessment for deep offshore and asked for more clarity about when 

and how this risk assessment would take place. 

EGR stated that the risk assessment is undertaken to determine whether it is possible to leave the 

wellhead in place on the seafloor or whether it must be removed.  This finding of the risk assessment 

would be submitted to PASA for their consideration. EGR pointed out that the potential impacts 

associated with leaving the wellhead in place would be assessed in the Impact Assessment phase.  

JB noted that the risk assessment takes various things into consideration and asked EGR to clarify what 

the associated risk would be for removing the wellhead. EGR indicated that the preferred option to 

leave the wellhead in place, however, this could impact fishing should any future trawling be 

undertaken in the area; thus, an over-trawlable structure may need to be put in place to mitigate this 

potential impact. He noted that this is generally the reason why wellheads are removed in shallower 

waters, but in this case (deep water project) it may be left on the seafloor. The risk assessment thus 

relates to a technical assessment of removing the wellhead and considers safety aspects involved in 

such an operation. 

LM requested whether a cost-comparison for removing the wellhead or leaving it behind be included 

in the report. AP noted this request as an action for the meeting. 

3.11 Stefania Falcon (SF) of the EMS Foundation noted that insurance would be in place in case of a spill and asked if 

her understanding that the insurance would pay for government vessels to deal with the spill was correct? She 

clarified that she wanted to understand the process in the case of a spill event. 

EGR indicated that this understanding was not correct. He clarified that there are different tiers for spill 

events ranging from small spills to a blow-out event in extreme events. He indicated that TEEPSA would 

have equipment available on standby in-country for Tier 1 and 2 events and that some equipment for 

larger events is shared amongst operators in different countries. He noted that fortunately one of the 

locations where this shared equipment is stored is in Saldanha Bay, as well as in Cape Town. He 

indicated that as part of the initial well drilling pre-assessment and planning, TEEPSA consider various 

possible spill scenarios, what equipment would be required and where the equipment is located. 

SF asked what the process is for compiling this plan and noted that stakeholders would like to see the detail in 

a written format. 

AP noted that the Scoping Phase public participation process is intended to share project information 

and provide stakeholders with the opportunity to give comment. In the next phase, responses to the 

issues raised and outcomes of the specialist studies would be presented to stakeholders and another 

opportunity for comment will be provided to stakeholders. 

3.12 LM asked what the difference was between the current pubic meeting and other meetings that TEEPSA has held 

with other stakeholders?  

NV noted that TotalEnergies has its own internal strategy for stakeholder engagement and met with 

various stakeholders that requested to meet. 

LM noted that she was confused as far as she was aware none of the organisations who had been approached 

by TEEPSA had reached out specifically to it, which is contrary to the statement made by NV. 

NV noted that the engagement strategy is not a closed system and certain stakeholders were initially 

selected as TEEPSA already had their contact information, as well as based on suggestions from other 

stakeholders during these engagements.  



TEEPSA: ESIA for Exploration Well Drilling in Block 5/6/7, South-West Coast, South Africa 

 

 
5  

 

NO. ITEM 

JB emphasised that these engagements are separate from the current public consultation being 

undertaken as part of the ESIA process and asked NV to provide more context regarding the history of 

these engagements. NV noted that the TEEPSA engagement strategy was a recent strategy initiated in 

November 2021 and was implemented due to various concerns of civil society that TEEPSA was not 

open to engage with stakeholders. She emphasised that there was no specific hierarchy to the previous 

and planned engagements.  

LM note that it was strange that TEEPSA did not have Green Connection's contact information despite its 

significant involvement in oil and gas projects, including various legal cases, since November 2021 last year. 

NV indicated that TEEPSA did not have the contact information for Green Connection but confirmed 

that the Green Connection was on the list of stakeholders that should be consulted. 

LM wanted to place on record that TEEPSA was running parallel engagements outside of the ESIA process and 

the claim that they did not have contact information for the Green Connection despite a significant online 

presence is not accepted.  

Jackie Sunde (JS) remarked that the external TEEPSA meetings could result in NGOs feeling targeted and 

intimidated into having these meetings with TotalEnergies. 

3.13 LD asked what the TEEPSA strategy was to invite people to this meeting to discuss the proposed project and 

how to run the ESIA process more inclusively. He noted that he considered the choice of venue and time of 

meeting was exclusionary for certain stakeholder groups who would not be able to attend due to the time of 

day and requirement to travel a long distance to reach the venue. 

AP indicated that the TEEPSA corporate communications are sperate to the public participation process 

being undertaken as part of the ESIA Process. She noted that this process is being undertaken as part 

of the ESIA process, which has specific timeframes linked to it. She noted that TEEPSA's corporate efforts 

is an ongoing process to develop relationships with civil society. She indicated that notice of this public 

meeting was sent to over 900 people who were registered on the project database.  She also noted and 

the expectation was that more people would be inclined to attend the public meetings so any 

suggestions to improve attendance was welcomed. 

3.14 AP noted that one question that still required a response was what was the total volume of cuttings that would 
be deposited onto the seafloor. 

JB noted that the volume of the cuttings is determined based on the diameter of the wellbore and the 

target depth of the well, which is 3 500 m. 

ML noted that she would like to see the volume of cuttings be recorded in the Scoping Report and not be 
provided in the next phase of the ESIA. 

JB indicated that the estimated volume of cuttings is provided in Chapter 6 of the draft Scoping Report, 
together with the various diameters of the different well sections and associated volumes. 

ML also requested that the actual figures of the drilling muds would be used for the operation. 

 JB confirmed that this information is also included in Chapter 6 of the draft Scoping Report. 

AP asked ML if she could confirm that this is the case and if there is any additional information required in this 
regard that she send the request to SLR. 

3.15 LM asked whether it would be possible to include a comparison of the toxicity of the different drilling muds that 

could be used in the process. 

EGR noted that different muds are used for each well and the composition is adjusted as the operation 

is undertaken to ensure that the integrity of the well remains in place. 

JB mentioned that the drill cuttings modelling would include various assumptions for the worst-case 

scenario and based on the modelling results and recommendations would be made as to what is 

deemed to be acceptable. 
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LM noted this and indicated that she would like to understand what is being proposed. 

3.16 LM asked whether the potential impact of turbidity would also be considered? 

JB confirmed that the modelling would also consider the extent of the plume in the water column and 

that the other specialists would use this to inform their impact assessments. 

ML noted that if the drilling muds could not be drunk, then they are not safe for use in the sea. 

3.17 SF pointed out that the presentation does not make mention of the potential impact on whales and asked why 
the AOI is located near Hermanus, which is an important breeding area for whales. She noted that this would 
be of significant concern to residents. 

JB indicated that the marine faunal assessment will look at all faunal groups, including cetaceans, and 

that the draft Scoping Report (baseline) already included some of this detail. 

SF noted that the assessment must be done by an appropriate technical person and asked what the criteria 

were for selecting the specialists? 

JB stated that the appointed specialist, Pisces, has undertaken many offshore impact assessments and 

is experience in her field of study.  He also noted that Dr Pulfrich engages with a number of other experts 

to ensure that baseline information is current and includes the most recent scientific literature.  

3.18 ML asked whether more detail on possible flaring would be included in the report and whether the total 
greenhouse gas emissions for the project will be calculated should the project go ahead. She pointed out that 
where an external company comes into South African waters, all the associated greenhouse gases are added to 
the overall emissions for South Africa. 

JB noted that this would be considered and calculated as part of the Climate Change and Air Quality 
Study which would be made available for review and comment during the Impact Assessment phase.  

3.19 Miles Jacobs (MJ) of the Cochoqua Tribe noted that the Cochoqua Tribe had become interested in connecting 
the TotalEnergies two years ago and had contacted the French office. He noted that they were referred to the 
local affiliate and were provided a copy of the TotalEnergies Charter of Principles and Guidelines Regarding 
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples and asked how the social assessment will consider and implement the 
requirements of the Charter. 

NV noted that when sitting with the appointed consultant to draw up the scope and how stakeholders 
are engaged, TEEPSA develop different criteria to group stakeholders including looking at communities 
and indigenous groups and the different principles that need to be applied to try and identify the 
individuals that need to be included. She noted that often this information is sourced from the 
Government departments and thereafter the stakeholders are engaged. NV further noted that the 
communities would also advise on the principles that need to be applied for their community as their 
cultures are different. 

MJ indicated that he wanted clarity on how the Charter was specifically implemented as part of this ESIA 
process? 

JB indicated that there are various policy documents that had been received from TEEPSA, but that 
specific Charter would need to be considered as part of the social impact assessment. 

AP asked whether the Charter is sufficient and whether MJ would be the contact point to engage with 
indigenous groups or people. 

MJ noted that the Cochoqua Tribe first became interested two years ago and started following up with France 
then the local affiliate, TEEPSA. He noted that his concern was whether the Charter would be implemented as 
part of the social assessment. 

EGR noted that the Charter is one of TotalEnergies overall policy documents that filters down to the 
local affiliates management system, as well as driving the company’s rules and specifications which are 
used for selecting the consultants that undertake these studies. He concluded that while the charter 
itself may not be reflected in the Scoping Report, the requirements of the charter filter through and are 
covered in the company rules and specifications that are provided to SLR. 
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AP noted that in addition to the social impact assessment, a cultural heritage assessment will be 
undertaken. 

3.20 LD asked whether it would be possible for the modelling to consider the best-case, intermediate-case and worst-
case scenarios. 

JB stated that, as per the precautionary principle, only the worst-case scenario will be considered in 
order to inform the decision-making process to be undertaken by the Competent Authority. 

3.21 LD queried whether there was any flexibility in moving the AOI in the event that there is no public support for 
the proposed project. 

EGR indicated that exploration is a process whereby the overall Exploration Right area is initially 
investigated, which is then narrowed down based on the initial exploration results.  The location of the 
AOI has been determined on this base and cannot be moved, as it covers a potential resource. 

3.22 LD asked what the expected job creation would be for the proposed project? 

EGR noted that the drilling of an exploration well would take three to four months (short-term) and 
that the drill rig requires a highly specialised team. He further pointed out that a sub-contractor would 
be appointed to undertake the drilling, which would come with its own team, so job opportunities would 
be limited. Lastly, he noted that TEEPSA would, however, aim to maximise local content where possible, 
such as for the provision of supplies. He concluded that this scenario would be very different for a 
production project. 

3.23 JS gave thanks to the project team for identifying the overlapping fisheries, however, she indicated that the 
overall impact on ecosystems should be considered. She noted that small-scale fishing activity overlaps with the 
catch effort for line-fish and snoek catch. She pointed out that snoek tends to move on and offshore and these 
considerations should be included in the ESIA. She further noted that the small-scale fishers should be targeted 
for engagement. 

JB noted that this was a key issue and while the mapping does not show any direct overlap with the 
small-scale fisheries, it did not mean that they would not be indirectly impacted by other aspects (e.g. 
cuttings plume). He confirmed that the small-scale fishers are a key stakeholder and that SLR had held 
a focus-group meeting with some of the small-scale fisher representatives and that engagement would 
continue during the ESIA. AP asked attendees to provide any suggestions on how to best engage with 
the small-scale fishing stakeholders. 

JS reiterated that the ESIA should consider the key fish species, such as snoek, as they are important to the 
small-scale fishers and to consider the linkages between the impacts on these species and how that would affect 
small-scale fishing stakeholders. She also noted that she understood the challenge faced by SLR in engaging with 
the small-scale fishers, however, she noted that there is a need to meet in locations closer to their communities. 

3.24 LM noted that the Need and Desirability section is completely biased as it only consider the benefits of going 
ahead with the project and does not consider the benefits of not going ahead with the project and that this 
should be considered in detail in the report. 

JB confirmed that the assessment of the no-go option would be considered in the Impact Assessment phase. 

3.25 Lane Eisenmann (LE) of Natural Justice noted that she understood the Need and Desirability highlights the 
potential benefit of oil and gas for the country, however, she pointed out that if the oil is extracted it would 
belong to the company, not the country. 

JB noted that the ESIA is only considering the exploration activities and not any potential future 
production activities, which would be considered as part of a sperate application for Environmental 
Authorisation. 

3.26 LD noted that mention was made of marine ecosystems in South Africa and suggested that it would be useful 
to overlay the Licence Block over these mapped marine ecosystems. 

JB noted that the various benthic habitats and other overlays were included in the baseline description 
of the draft Scoping Report and the slide presentation was a summary of the key findings. 

3.27 LM noted that it was indicated that Environmental Authorisation had already been obtained for the Exploration 
Right and asked for a timeline of when the previous exploration activities were undertaken. She also asked 
whether copies of the minutes of the pre-application meeting between SLR and PASA could be made available. 
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LM further noted that such activities are contentious and that some of the experts being put forward have been 
heavily criticised in the recent legal cases and she wanted to know: 

• Who decides on selecting these experts? 

• Is there space for civil society to say they reject these experts and would there be scope for SLR to appoint 
alternative experts? 

With respect to the peer-review, it is pointless as the same organisation that appoints the expert also appoints 
the peer-reviewer. 

She concluded that if the selection of specialists is wrong, then there is a likelihood that the process would be 
delayed and caught up in a legal challenge. She proposed that there should be a mechanism in place for I&APs 
to a veto a certain experts or to have all specialist studies peer-reviewed. 

EGR noted that the Exploration Right was taken over from Anadarko who had acquired the Right 
between 2010 – 2014 and that Anadarko had undertaken various exploration activities, including a 3D 
seismic survey in early 2020. 

LM asked when the Environmental Authorisation was issued for the 3D seismic survey? 

 EGR indicated that the Right was issued between 2013 and 2014. 

JB noted that the PASA pre-application minutes could be provided in the final Scoping Report and that 
SLR decides on the appointment of the specialists, the peer-reviewer and that LM’s concerns have been 
noted. 

3.28 LM pointed out that many responses indicated that the information would be provide in the final Scoping 
Report, however, she noted that the purpose of attending the meeting was to obtain information ahead of time 
to inform their comments on the draft Scoping Report. She noted that without this information it was not 
meaningful participation. 

JB noted that some of the information requested can be provided immediately and that other 
information would require time to acquire and provide a response. He indicated that the Scoping Phase 
is subjected to legislated timeframes and that SLR will try provide the information in a timely manner 
so that it can inform their comments on the draft Scoping Report  

SF requested that the comment period on the draft Scoping Report be extended. 

AP reminded attendees that this would not be the lost opportunity to provide comment in the ESIA 
process. 

LM reiterated that if the information is not made available during the draft Scoping comment period, the issues 
that need to be assessed in the ESIA phase cannot be identified. She stated if SLR is able to provide the 
information requested in the meeting it would not be a problem, but if this is not possible, it should be logical 
to extend the comment period by a week or two to respond to these issues. 

JB noted that the currently identified issues are captured in the draft Scoping Report and that this scope 
can be commented on and if there are any additional issues raised for consideration these would be 
given some thought and responded to in the final Scoping Report. 

TW acknowledged the concern raised by LM and suggested that the issues for which she required more 
information to meaningfully participate in the process should be identified and agreed upon so that 
agreement on the way forward is obtained. 

AP suggested that SLR prepare a list of the key information requirements required to inform the commenting 
process and sent it to attendees for consideration. SLR agreed that it would prepare such a list and send it to 
attendees on Monday 14 June 202 and attendees agreed to respond within 24 hours of receipt. 

3.29 ML wanted to confirm whether the main resource being targeted was oil or gas. 

EGR noted the purpose of the proposed exploration well drilling is to determine if there is a resource 
and, if so, if it was oil or gas.  

ML asked whether the same technique would be used irrespective of the resource that is identified and wanted 
to confirm whether any horizontal fracking would be undertaken? 

EGR indicated that fracking would not be undertaken as that applies to shale gas.  The proposed 
exploration drilling would use the shortest and safest route to reach the resource (vertical well). He 
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noted that in the event that production takes place, horizontal wells could be drilled to get the most 
out of the resource. 

ML noted that it is difficult for the public to understand what the potential impacts of future activities are in the 
oil and gas lifecycle and that there could be other activities located onshore. 

AP noted that if there is a discovery, then a separate EA application and ESIA process would need to be 
undertaken to assess the potential impacts associated with any production infrastructure. 

3.30 JS wanted to understand whether the list of issues being drawn up would include the concern around the nature 
of the consultation with small-scale fishers during the Scoping Phase? 

 EGR indicated that this concern had been noted. 

3.31 LM wanted to find out whether the noise modelling study would consider the nature of the currents, salinity 
and various other factors as these would influence the noise modelling and whether any in-situ measurements 
would be undertaken to inform the modelling? 

JB noted that various metocean conditions and other variables will be considered in the modelling and that 
information will be presented in the noise-modelling report. 

3.32 JS wanted to know how many of the attendees at the meeting were not part of the ESIA project team. This was 
indicated by a show of hands. JS noted that the turn-out was not adequate for such a large-scale project and 
there are various initiatives in place to protect the area such as the EBSA map.  

AP noted that it is the responsibility of the EAP to share project information, but the responsibility to participate 
in the process also rests with the public. 

3.33 SF wanted to know whether the impact on tourism would be considered? 

 JB confirmed that the socio-economic impact assessment would consider this issue. 

3.34 LD asked whether TEEPSA undertook similar exploration off the South Coast? 

EGR confirmed that TEEPSA holds Block 11B/12B off the South Coast where successful discoveries were 
made with the Brulpadda and Luiperd wells. 

LD asked whether TEEPSA had taken note of any lessons learned from the previous processes. 

EGR confirmed that it does take note of lessons learnt, not just TEEPSA projects, but also for projects being 
undertaken by other operators. 

3.35 LM wanted to clarify whether TEPSA and TEEPSA where two different entities? 

EGR indicated that TEPSA and TEEPSA were the same, TEPSA was the previous name for the local 
affiliate and this had recently changed to TEEPSA to reflect the rebranding of the company to 
TotalEnergies. 

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 AP thanked all the attendees for their participation and formally closed the meeting at approximately 19h30. 
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• Antoinette 
Pietersen

• Msizi Cele

ESIA Consultant: SLR 
Consulting

• Jeremy Blood
• Edward Perry
• Nicholas Arnott
• Dylan Moodaley
• Castro Ravhuhali

Environmental Legal 
Advisor

• Terry Winstanley 
(Winstanley Inc.)

Fisheries Specialist

• Sarah Wilkinson 
(CapMarine)

Aurore, Aurélie and Cesar 

Introductions: Applicant (TEEPSA)

3

Presenters

• Eduard Groenewald
• Nelisiwe Vundla

Observer
• Khuliso Mudau

Virtual Observers

• Reda Zerriatte
• Marie-Line Pagnoux
• Patrick Tardy
• Cesar Fuenmayor
• Aurelie Bruyant
• Aurore Pichon 

Health and Safety

4

• COVID-19 regulations in terms of the 
National Health Act as published on 4 May 
2022 require:
– 50% of venue capacity
– Continued practice of social distancing 
– Wearing of masks indoors
– Sanitising

• Emergency procedure:  Building Safety 
Instructions

Meeting Objectives

5

 Share information: proposed project, ESIA and public participation process,
and the specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment
phase

 For I&APs to ask questions, raise issues of concern, contribute comments
about the proposed project, and assist with the identification of issues to be
considered during the ESIA

 For I&APs to comment on the draft Scoping Report, and the specialist studies
to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase

Draft Agenda

6

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Project Overview – TEEPSA

3. ESIA Overview – SLR

4. Next Steps

5. Open Session: Questions & Discussion

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Meeting Protocols

7

• Attendance register and POPI Act
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– Translation available for questions / comments made by 

meeting participants in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

• Issues captured on flip chart during Question and Discussion 
session

8

Meeting Protocols

• Flow of meeting:
- Presentations: ~ 20-25 minutes each
- Questions and discussion session after all presentations

• Project team available after meeting

• All proceedings of the meeting will be posted to SLR’s website 
and the data free website

Constructive discussion guidelines

9

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the 
facilitator(s).

2. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

3. Respect one another.

4. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

5. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely.

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

Introduction to 
TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block 5/6/7 Scoping Presentation

June 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & Environment

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Oil & gas life cycle

5. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

6. Drilling operation 

- Stages overview

- Final site selection

- Drilling Sequence or Stages

- Well Logging and Testing

- Well Plug and Abandonment (P&A)

7. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

12

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 – Now

Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-vision

7 8

9 10

11 12
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TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & Environment

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année13

An individual operator with a strategy centered on  
respect, dialogue  and stakeholder
involvement 

An accountable operator exemplary in management 
of impacts related to its activities

A partner in the sustainable social and economic 
development  of its host communities
and country 

Oil & gas life cycle

3

Exploration

Is there any field?
Is it gas or oil? 

Phase 1

Appraisal

What is the size of 
the field? 

Phase 2

Development

Can it be 
developed 
commercially? 
How? 

Phase 3

Production

Oil and gas 
production 

Phase 4

Decommis-
sioning

Decommissioning of 
the installations  

Phase 5

9-12*
years

3-5 
year

s

5-10 
year

s

20-
30 

year
s

1-2 
year

s

* Indicative timelines

* * * *

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Decisio
n

Environmental Authorisation is required before each phase can starts

C
u

rr
en

t 
p

h
a

se

P
o

te
n

ti
al

 f
u

tu
re

 p
h

as
e 

–
N

ew
 E

A
’s

 
re

q
u

ir
ed

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année15

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Cape Town and Cape Agulhas 

Distance from the coast:
~168km from Saldanha Bay
~60km from Cape Point
~103km from Hermanus

Water depth
~700 meters
~3200 meters

Exploration drilling logistics 

16

Drilling Unit: Drilling will be undertaken using either a 
semi-submersible drilling unit or a drillship –
500 m safety zone

Support vessels: The drilling unit will be supported 
by up to three vessels and helicopter transfers.

Semi-submersible drilling unit Drilling ship

Support vessel x3
Helicopter

Logistics base: To be location in either 
Cape Town or Saldanha Bay

Drilling operation stages overview

17

3. Optional Well 
logging & Testing

if a resource is 
discovered

1. Final Drilling Site 
Selection
Based on acquired data

4. Well Plug & 
Abandonment
Plug, sealed & tested for 
integrity according to 
international best 
practices.

2. Spud + Drilling 
operations
A well is created by
drilling a hole into the 
seafloor using a drill bit.

Drilling window – Between 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling is the only way to confirm the presence and the type of petroleum. However, the first well seldom confirms 
commercial viability. Drilling takes up to 3-4 months per well.

1. Drilling operation – Final site selection

18

Drilling Site Selection: Site selection is based on a
detailed analysis of the seismic and pre-drilling
survey data, the geological target and other aspects
such as bathometry, sensitivities, existing
infrastructure, etc…

Data analysis A Remote Operating Vehicle (ROV) will be used to
to do a pre drill survey of the sea floor, to deploy
positioning beacons and also eventually guide the
drill bit into the correct position once ready to spud.

ROVs may be deployed from either the Drilling
vessel or from one of the stand-by vessels or from
both depending on the operation

Remote operating vehicle

13 14

15 16

17 18
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2. Drilling operation: Drilling Sequence or Stages

19 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Drilling Sequence or Stages:

A well is created by drilling a hole into the seafloor using a drill
bit, which crushes the rock into small particles, called
“cuttings”.

Drilling Fluid is used to cool the drill bit, circulate cuttings
out of the hole and to ensure well integrity. Water-based
Muds (WBM) will be used during the riserless drilling stage
and Non-Aqueous Drilling Fluid (NADF) during the risered
drilling stage

Casings (steel pipe) are placed in the hole and permanently
cemented into place to prevent it from collapsing.

Riserless section is drilled 1st to make the hole for the well
head and conductor pipe installation and cemented in place.
These cuttings are either discharged onto the seafloor adjacent
to the hole

Risered section is then drilled through a marine riser and
BOP connecting the vessel with the wellhead. Drill cuttings is
circulated back to the vessel through the marine riser and
treated on the drilling unit before discharged overboard or
send back to shore.

Marine Riser

3. Drilling operation: Well Logging and Testing

20 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Testing (or DST): Once the target depth is reached, a well
may be tested if a resource is discovered. This involves flowing
the resource discovered to surface to test flow rates/
pressures and other perimeters which is used for potential
future field development decisions

Vertical Seismic Profiling (VSP): is an evaluation tool that is
used when the well reaches target depth to generate a high-
resolution image of the geology in the well’s immediate vicinity.
VSP uses a small airgun array, which is operated from the drilling
unit with receivers positioned vertically in the borehole. VSP
operations may take up to nine hours to complete and it is
localised to the drilling rig location.

Well Logging: Well logging involves the evaluation of the
physical and chemical properties of the rocks in the sub-
surface, and their component minerals, including water, oil and
gas, to confirm the presence of hydrocarbons and the
petrophysical characteristics of rocks.

4. Drilling operation: Well Plug and Abandonment (P&A) 

21 3-4 months / well 4th quarter 2023 and 2nd quarter of 2024

Well Sealing and Plugging:
Well sealing and plugging restores the integrity of the formation that was
penetrated by the wellbore.

Once drilling and logging have been completed, the wells will be sealed with
cement plugs, tested for integrity and abandoned according to international
best practices.

Cement plugs are set in stages from the bottom up; these would be installed
accordingly to isolate any potential flow zone as per international best practices
and standards

Demobilisation:
The intention is to abandon the wellheads on the seafloor if deemed safe to do
so based on a risk assessment (deep offshore). Where wellheads will be left it
will be fitted with an over-trawlable abandonment cap. The SAN Hydrographer
will be notified to accurately chart wellheads.

A final clearance survey check will be undertaken using an ROV, after which the
drilling unit and supply vessels will demobilise from the offshore licence area.

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

22

1. We  RECEIVE, ACNOWLEDGE 
and REGISTER your grievance

2. We  INVESTIGATE your 
grievance to find a solution

3. We agree together on a 
SOLUTION to resolve the issue

4. The grievance is CLOSED when 
the issue is resolved and the 
corrected measure implemented.

1. Webpage dedicated to our 
operations

2. FAQs will be uploaded online 3. Grievance management strategy

Public comments / requests outside ESIA to: info.teepsa@totalenergies.com

Thank you

ESIA Overview

24

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Legal Requirements

25

• Minerals and Petroleum Resources Development Act (No. 28 of 2002) (MPRDA):
– State is the custodian of all minerals
– Exploration Right is required for exploration activities 

• TEEPSA already has an Exploration Right 
• Currently approvals in place for seismic and electromagnetic surveys
• Environmental Authorisation required for exploration well drilling

• National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA):

– NEMA provides for the control of certain listed activities, which are prohibited until Environmental 
Authorisation is obtained

– Exploration well drilling triggers a number listed activities and requires Environmental Authorisation

– SLR has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment Practitioner to undertake 
the required Scoping and EIA process

– Environmental Authorisation will place limits on the location and scope of permissible exploration 
activities

– The process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended)

26

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Initial 
notification 

• Stakeholder 
registration

• Database 
development

• Submit EA application 
• Prepare Draft Scoping Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final Scoping Report for 

acceptance

• Undertake Technical / Specialist 
Studies

• Prepare draft ESIA Report
• 30-day comment period
• Public meetings
• Submit Final ESIA Report for 

decision making

• Stakeholder 
notification 

• Appeal 
process

1. Screen and identify potential impacts
2. Confirm the terms of reference for the specialist studies

Receiving Environment – Seabed features and Ocean temperature

27

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

28

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Area of Interest is dominated by 
ecosystems rated as 'Least 
Concern', with only marginal 
overlap with the ‘Vulnerable’ 
Cape Canyon habitat.  

• Area of Interest does not overlap 
with any areas rates as “Critically 
Endangered” or “Endangered”

• Most of the Area of Interest falls 
outside any protected areas.

Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

29

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

• Various pelagic and demersal fish 
species spawn in the inshore 
regions of the southern Benguela 
and on Agulhas Bank

• Area of Interest occurs on 
boarder of some of these 
spawning areas

• Some overlap with the 
northward egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the inshore portion of the Area 
of Interest is likely be seasonally 
high

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

30

• MPAs (proclaimed ito NEM: PAA ):
– No exploration allowed in MPAs
– No overlap with proposed drill area

(Harris et al. 2020, Version 1.2, April 2022) 

• CBAs and ESAs (National Coastal and 
Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan)
– Map designed to inform planning and 

decision-making in support of 
sustainable development in the ocean

– Approximately 5.4% of the Area of 
Interest is covered by CBAs

– Sea-use guidelines: Invasive 
exploration activities are classified as 
having "restricted compatibility”

25 26

27 28

29 30
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Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

31

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 60 km

• Water depth: 
700 m - 3 200 m 

Overlapping Fisheries with Area of Interest
Sector Overlap % National Effort / Catch

Tuna pole  12.5% / 13.7%

Large pelagic long-line  7.3% / 5.8%

Demersal trawl minor 0.2% / 0.3%

Hake Demersal Longline minor 0.1% / 0.1%

Mid-water trawl X 0% / 0%

Shark Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

Small pelagic purse-seine X 0% / 0%

Traditional line fish X 0% / 0%

West Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

South Coast rock lobster X 0% / 0%

Small-scale fisheries X 0% / 0%

Squid jig X 0% / 0%

Beach-seine and gillnet X 0% / 0%

Receiving Environment – Fishing Sectors and Grounds

32

7.3%13.7%

Large Pelagic LonglineTuna Pole

Receiving Environment - Fishing Sectors and Grounds

33

0.2% 0.1%

Hake Demersal LonglineDemersal Trawl

34

Receiving Environment – Small-Scale Fisheries
• These fishers traditionally operate in 

nearshore fishing grounds 
• SSF fish to meet food and basic livelihood 

needs, but may also directly be involved 
in fishing for commercial purposes

• SSF resources are managed in terms of a 
community-based co-management 
approach - implemented through a series 
of community co-operatives

• More than 270 communities have 
registered an Expressions of Interest with 
the DFFE

• Between Saldanha Bay and Cape 
Agulhas, 68 communities have been 
registered for SSF rights (comprising of 
2 031 fishers)

• Small-scale fisheries off the West and 
South Coasts are unlikely to operate 
beyond a range of 15 km from the 
coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

35

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• Two wells have been drilled in 
Block 5/6/7

• One ammunition dump is 
located in the AOI – 2.6% 
overlap

• EAP experience on other projects – incl. TEEPSA’s 11B/12B ESIA
• Consideration of likely receptors
• Review of baseline conditions
• Activity versus Receptor Interaction Matrix
• Aspects and Impacts Register
• Key project activities of concern to be investigated and assessed are documented 

in the Scoping Report

Note: Assessment findings will be presented in the draft ESIA Report.

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

31 32

33 34

35 36
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37

Aspects & Impacts Register
1. Global concern of the need to reduce carbon emissions
2. Rapid transition to net zero presents a potential risk to economic 

growth
3. Current policies acknowledge that natural gas is required in the 

JUST TRANSITION to net carbon zero by 2050 
4. It is SA government policy to use gas in the energy mix in the 

transition and to explore and develop indigenous gas resources
5. These national strategic policy issues relating to energy and 

climate change and how South Africa uses fossil fuels fall beyond 
the scope of the ESIA

6. In making a decision, DMRE will need to weigh up:
– Current national strategic policies and the transition to net carbon 

zero
– Need for a stable electricity supply and economic growth
– Current reliance of liquid fuel imports versus the use of a local 

resource
– Potential impacts and risks associated with the proposed project

38

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
1.1 Vessel emissions to the 

atmosphere
• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.3 Discharge of ballast water • Introduction of alien invasive species to the marine 
ecosystem.

1.4 Helicopter operations • Disturbance of faunal species and displacement from 
important feeding / breeding areas.

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
1.5 Procurement of local service 

providers and employment
• Procurement of local service providers for logistics base (e.g. 

catering, security, fuel, supplies, etc.).
• Employment of a few skilled and semi-skilled staff at logistics 

base.

39

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Normal Operations – Drilling
1.6 Discharge of drill cuttings • Physical seabed disturbance.

• Smothering of benthic fauna/habitats by cuttings.
• Increased sea water turbidity and water quality contamination.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

• Disturbance of marine fauna, particularly whales and dolphins.
• Displacement of fish and fishing.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.

1.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

1.9 Flaring • Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).
• Reduction in local air quality and effects on health.

1.10 Discharge of produced 
water

• Local reduction in water quality and effects on marine fauna.

1.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Interference with demersal trawling activities or fishing 
equipment.

40

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

41

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Unplanned Events
2.1 Loss of equipment • Potential disturbance of seabed habitats.

• Collision and entanglement hazards for other vessels.
2.2 Minor spill - refuelling at sea • Immediate detrimental effect on water quality, with the toxic 

effects on marine fauna.
• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas.

2.3 Major spill - well blowout • Local and regional impacts on water quality, marine fauna 
and oiling of coastal habitats and marine fauna.

• Exclusion of fisheries from polluted areas and gear damage.
• Indirect impact on intangible cultural heritage.
• Reduction in income for secondary and tertiary sectors that 

support tourism, recreational, fishing, and other coastal 
economies.

Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

42

Peer reviewPeer review

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Underwater Noise 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Drilling Discharge 
Modelling

Fisheries 
Assessment

Fisheries 
Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Marine Ecology 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Socio-Economic 
Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Climate Change and 
Air Emissions 

Impact Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Cultural Heritage 
Assessment

Oil Spill ModellingOil Spill Modelling

37 38

39 40

41 42
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Opportunities to Comment / Participate

43

Scoping Phase (2022):
30-day public comment period

Public meetings @ 16h00:
• Wed, 1 June: Dialrock Community Hall, Saldanha.

• Thu, 2 June 2022: Sandbaai Hall, Hermanus.

• Thu, 9 June 2022: Cape Town International 
Convention Centre, Cape Town.

• Tue, 7 June 2022: Virtual meeting, MS Teams.

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing 
SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 20 June

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2022):
30-day comment period
• Expected start date: early 

Sept 2022.
• Public meetings to start by 

mid-Sept 2022 (exact 
dates to be confirmed).

• In writing by completing 
comment form / email SLR.

• Deadline for comment will 
be announced.

ESIA Process

We are here
Decision / Appeal 
(2023):
• Registered I&APs 

will be notified of 
decision and 
appeals process : 
Feb 2023. 

• 20 days to submit 
an appeal from 
date of 
notification.

Next Steps

44

• Minutes of meetings.

• Contact the SLR for information and / or documents.

• Submit comments / questions / issues to SLR.

• All documents will be posted to SLR’s website and data free website, including 

Final Scoping Report.

• All registered I&APs will be notified of the next round of consultation – present the 

findings of the ESIA and associated specialist studies.

Reminder: Constructive discussion guidelines

45

Public participation NOT a voting or consensus-driven process. A process of collecting 

input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider all issues and impacts.

1. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the 
facilitator(s).

2. Identify yourself, name and surname and organisation.

3. Respect one another.

4. Focus on the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.

5. One question at a time. Ask questions concisely.

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent.

Open Session: Questions & Discussion

46

SLR Contact Details

47

Method Contact Details

Post: 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, Newlands on Main, Newlands, 7700

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

063 900 5536

E-mail: TEEPSA-567@slrconsulting.com

Web: https://www.slrconsulting.com/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

Data 
Free Web:

https://slrpublicdocs.datafree.co/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567

48

43 44

45 46

47 48
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TOTALENERGIES E AND P SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF THE 

SOUTH-WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE FOCUS-GROUP MEETING WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF SAUFF  

HELD ON 11 JULY  2022, 16H00 

 

 

NO.NO.NO.NO.    ITEMITEMITEMITEM    

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1. Jeremy Blood (JB) of SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) welcomed everyone present.   

Pedro Garcia (PG) of the South African United Fishing Front (SAUFF) introduced himself, as well as his colleagues 

Reverent Devish Marko, Gerrit Horne, Eugene Els and Bonita Love, and representatives of Afriforum, Tommy 

Van Zyl and Bernard Peterson.  

TEEPSA (Eduard Groenewald, Nelisiwe Vundla and Khuliso Mudau) and PASA (Phumla Ngesi Natasha Thomas 

and Sharon Adams) then introduced themselves.   

Antoinette Pietersen (AP) and Edward Perry (ED) introduced themselves.  

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION 

2.1. JB presented the purpose of the meeting covering issues / concerns previously raised during the initial small-

scale fisheries focus group meeting.  Issues / concerns raised included: 

• Communities are promoting the requirement for Free Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC). 

• Need to undertake meaningful, grassroots consultation with SSFs. 

• Important to build capacity and understanding amongst SSFs regarding the proposed project. 

• Need for SSFs to understand how the proposed project would impact their livelihoods. 

PG added that social compacts need to be discussed, as well as mitigation protocols, including disaster 

management  

JB provided a high-level overview of the proposed project, including the number of wells to be drilled, area of 

interest, distance from the coast and water depth. He also highlighted the way forward with regards to the 

strategy for current ESIA. 

3. DISCUSSION  

(It should be noted that the discussion presented below occurred during the TEEPSA and SLR presentations) 

3.1 JB asked PG if he would summarise his concerns so that agreement could be attained on the way forward for 

the ESIA. 

PG stated that he understands the timing pressures of the ESIA process and noted that a multi-

stakeholder platform is required where all stakeholders can meet to discuss projects.  He also noted that 

a grassroots communication framework is required for meaningful consultation.  The framework will take 

between 6 and 12 months to develop, as it is important to understand community’s needs. 

PG noted that small-scale fishing communities do not understand what is happening and most 

communities attend public meetings for other reasons, for example food that is provided during meeting.  
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3.2 PG noted that communities must be made to understand what the potential benefits are and that they can co-

exist with oil and gas projects. He noted that projects should create employment and economic opportunities 

for South Africa, while not posing a risk to the environment, habitats and community livelihoods. PG stated that 

the decision needs to come from the communities themselves, not the from the NGOs nor the fishing 

organisations. 

PG noted that the economic aspect must be considered in the context of the country as whole.  

3.3 EGR asked how the Marine Spatial Planning (MSP) process fits in with the proposal for a multi-stakeholder 

platform.  

PG noted that if the MSP process is linked to the economic development of the ocean and all the sub-

sectors it could form part of the process. However, like the consultation on the formation of MPAs, the 

MSP process has not been well received by communities because of inadequate consultation.  He also 

highlighted that although the communities know about MPAs and MSP process, they are not given an 

opportunity to have inputs.  

EGR stated that the MSP process is an existing process and could be considered as a basis for the multi-

stakeholder platform.   

3.4 JB asked who is currently invited to the MSP meetings? 

Phumla Ngesi (PN) advised that there is a national group comprising of Department of Mineral Resources 

and Energy (DMRE), Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment (DFFE), and Department of 

Tourism (DT) among others.  Public consultations with coastal provinces were planned for later in July 

2022.  PN noted that coastal communities and SAUFF should be invited to attend. 

3.5 PG stated that when it comes to any form of consultation the project role-players and stakeholder need to guard 

against misrepresentation during consultation at grassroots level.  

EGR stated that he agrees with PG. He also noted as the oil and gas industry are facing a challenge in 

terms of jobs creation because the proposed exploration is short-term (two months) and is not enough 

time to provide necessary skills training. Jobs are dependent on a functioning oil and gas industry which 

South Africa does not have at the moment.  EGR stated that it was important to manage community 

expectations. 

PG stated that it is important not to raise expectations necessarily.  

3.6 NV asked if PG raised two phased approach (i.e. multi-stakeholder platform and grassroots communication 

framework) during his meeting with PASA? 

PG stated that it was raised during the PASA meeting. 

3.8 EGR asked how meaningful consultation could be undertaken within the legislated ESIA timeframes, as 

consultation should be continuous and long-term. 

PG stated that he understood the ESIA time pressures, but a short-term solution is needed, which need 

to involve a door-to-door campaign to ensure that communities are made aware as far as possible. He 

also proposed that a meeting be organised between TEEPSA and SAUFF to consider strategies to address 

the short-term challenges. PG also stated that he will not engage with the community as SAUFF when 

collaborating with TEEPSA, however, SAUFF will assist TEEPSA where possible.  

3.9 EGR asked if SAUFF will be engaging with other Non-Government Organisations (NGOs) during the development 

of the grassroots communication framework. AP asked PG whether the proposed multi-stakeholder platform is 

intended to be a government driven process? 

PG confirmed that SAUFF is prepared to engage party who wants to be involved in the process.  PG 

confirmed that the proposed multi-stakeholder platform is intended to be a government driven process. 
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3.10 EGR asked PG how one would determine the extent coastal communities. 

PG indicated that coastal communities had no distinct boundaries as some fishermen, who have been 

displaced historically, live further inland away from the coast. 

3.11 JB asked if it is possible to come up with a strategy or approaches that can be implemented during the ESIA to 

establish meaningful consultation.  

PG noted that it is possible, however, SAUFF will need to be provided with the scope of the project, which 

stage of the ESIA process is the project at and the timeframes involved, and they will discuss it among 

the groups.  PG stated that he believed that the proposed multi-stakeholder platform is the most 

important approach with regard to meaningful consultation.  PG noted that extension officers have 

previously been successfully used in the agricultural sector.  PG noted that another meeting was required 

to further discuss a short-term solution. 

3.12 EGR asked, when an activity occurs ±100 km offshore, how does one determine which community is directly 

impacted, when there are multiple communities claiming to be directly impacted. 

PG stated that if TEEPSA directs its approach to the community it thinks may be impacted, then TEEPSA 

should cater its consultation towards that community. 

EGR also emphasised that the consultation process should be continuous as with exploration projects there are 

prolonged gaps between stages of the activity.  

3.13 PG suggested that the process of establishing the multi-stakeholder platform should be accelerated.  PG noted 

that FPIC is being used by communities because they have been told to use it. 

3.14 EGR asked if SAUFF has a proposal for the development of the grassroots communication framework. 

PG stated that he will submit a proposal to PASA by the end of the week.  However, he noted that it would 

be submitting by a neutral party and not SAUFF. 

3.15 AP asked if there was an existing SSF structure that could be used for consultation going forward with the ESIA 

process. 

PG stated that there is a conflict in the fishing industry at the moment in the Western Cape with regards 

to fishing rights allocation process (FRAP) and SSF policy.  He further stated that currently in the Western 

Cape there are no SSFs policies as they are in a legal limbo.  He noted that the FRAP process has 

accommodated the larger fishing companies not the SSF. 

3.16 AP asked if information relating to the Norwegian model (mentioned by Bernard Peterson), where fishing and 

oil and gas co-exist, is readily available and can be shared. 

PN stated that PASA is planning to invite representatives from Norway to share their views on how the 

oil and gas industry and fishing industry can co-exist.  

3.17 EGR asked PG what the key outcomes he is expecting from the multi-stakeholder platform.  

PG stated that the key outcome he is expecting is to find synergy amongst various stakeholders so that 

stakeholders doesn’t confuse the process. He clarified that by stakeholder, he is referring to NGOs, 

communities, fishers and anyone who wants to be involved. 

3.19 NV asked who will drive the multi-stakeholder platform? 

PG stated that government will drive the process and government must take the lead. 

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 JB thanked all the attendees for their participation and formally closed the meeting. 
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NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

Phumla Ngesi Petroleum Agency SA(PAS) PN 

Natasha Thomas PASA NT 

Sharon Adams PASA SA 

Tommy Van Zyl AFRI Forum TVZ 

Bernard Peterson AFRI Forum BP 

Gerrit Horne SANKOFA Institute GH 

Devish Marko SANKOFA Institute DM 

Eugene Els South Africa United Fishing Front Small Scale Fishing Association EE 

Bonita Love South Africa United Fishing Front Small Scale Fishing Association BL 

Pedro Garcia South Africa United Fishing Front Small Scale Fishing Association PG 

Antoinette Pietersen Independent Facilitator AP 

Eduard Groenewald TotalEnergies E and P South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) EGR 

Nelisiwe Vundla TEEPSA NV 

Khuliso Mudau TEEPSA KM 

Jeremy Blood SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) JB 

Edward Perry SLR ED 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL 

DRILLING IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF 

THE SOUTH-WEST COAST

Focus Group Meeting 

with SAUFF

11 July 2022

Agenda

2

1. Introduction

2. Meeting Objectives

3. Project Overview

4. Way Forward - Strategy for current ESIA 

5. Discussion items - Strategy for current ESIA

1. Introduction

3

• SAUFF raised the issue of establishing a multi-stakeholder platform with DMRE and 
DFFE – open letter (in response to Shell and Searcher interdicts)

• SLR commenced with ESIA for Block 5/6/7and associated PPP

• Concerns raised by SAUFF at FGM:

o Communities are promoting the requirement for Free Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC)

o Need to undertake meaningful, grassroots consultation with SSFs

o Important to build capacity and understanding amongst SSFs regarding the proposed project

o Need for SSFs to understand how the proposed project would impact their livelihoods

• SAUFF requested this meeting to discuss an effective and meaningful participatory 
process for a grassroots approach

2. Meeting Objectives

4

• Follow up discussion on concerns raised at SSF focus group meeting

• To discuss effective and meaningful participatory process for a grassroots approach 

with the SSF in this ESIA:

• Gain an understanding of the SSF structures and representation

• Formulate a strategy for meaningful consulting with the SSF sector going forward

• To discuss SAUFF’s request to government for the establishment of a multi-

stakeholder platform 

3. Project Overview

5

Area of interest: Located between 

Cape Town and Cape Agulhas 

Distance from the coast:

~168 km from Saldanha Bay

~60 km from Cape Point

~103 km from Hermanus

Water depth:

~700 m to ~3200 m

TEEPSA is proposing to drill 

up to a maximum of 5 wells

6

4. Way Forward - Strategy for current ESIA 

• How does the EAP consult meaningfully with the SSF within the ESIA timeframes?

• What are the SSF needs ito meaningful consultation?

• Method of engagement – format, venue(s), language?

• What are the SSF structures and representation?

• Are there SSF representatives who are trusted by the fishing community that could 

assist with arranging meetings?

1 2

3 4

5 6
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7

5. Way Forward - Multi-Stakeholder Platform 

• Request for Government to establish a multi-stakeholder forum for future 

consultation processes where all stakeholders can present their views on such 

projects

8

9 10

4. What is FPIC (Free Prior Informed Consent)?

• FPIC is tool to help communities defend their right to participate in the development decisions that affect

them , and requires that they be informed about projects that may affect their land, resource and other rights

in a timely manner, free of coercion and manipulation, and have the opportunity to “approve” or “reject” a

project prior to the commencement of all activities.

IFC PS7 – Indigenous People

• “The client and the Affected Communities of Indigenous Peoples should establish an ongoing relationship

throughout the life of the project. To this end, PS7 requires the client to engage in a process of informed

consultation and participation (ICP)”.

• “The process of ICP entails consultation that occurs freely and voluntarily, without any external manipulation,

interference or coercion, and without intimidation”.

• “FPIC does not necessarily require unanimity and may be achieved even when individuals or groups within the

community explicitly disagree”.

11

4. What is FPIC (Free Prior Informed Consent)?

IFC PS7 – Indigenous People

• “Over and above the requirement for ICP for projects adversely impacting Indigenous Peoples, projects

are required to facilitate a process of FPIC with the Affected Communities of Indigenous Peoples with

regard to project design, implementation and expected outcomes if these are associated with any of

the potentially adverse impacts identified below:

– Impacts on lands and natural resources subject to traditional ownership or under customary use;

– Relocation of Indigenous Peoples from lands and natural resources subject to traditional ownership or under

customary use;

– Significant impacts on critical cultural heritage that is essential to the identity and/or cultural, ceremonial, or

spiritual aspects of Indigenous Peoples lives, including natural areas with cultural and/or spiritual value such as

sacred groves, sacred bodies of water and waterways, sacred trees, and sacred rocks;

– Use of cultural heritage, including knowledge, innovations or practices of Indigenous Peoples for commercial

purposes”.

12

Protection, Promotion, Development and Management of Indigenous Knowledge

Act, 6 of 2019

• ‘‘Prior Informed Consent’’ means the consent in respect of indigenous knowledge

granted by a trustee, which has been obtained:

a) free from any manipulation, interference or coercion;

b) after full disclosure of the intent and scope of the activity; and

c) in a language and process understandable to the community;”

4. What is FPIC (Free Prior Informed Consent)?
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9 10
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• SAUFF raised the issue of establishing a multi-stakeholder platform with DMRE and 
DFFE – open letter (in response to Shell and Searcher interdicts)

• SLR commenced with ESIA for Block 5/6/7and associated PPP

• Concerns raised by SAUFF at FGM:

o Communities are promoting the requirement for Free Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC)

o Need to undertake meaningful, grassroots consultation with SSFs

o Important to build capacity and understanding amongst SSFs regarding the proposed project

o Need for SSFs to understand how the proposed project would impact their livelihoods

• SAUFF requested this meeting to discuss an effective and meaningful participatory 
process for a grassroots approach

2. Meeting Objectives

4

• Follow up discussion on concerns raised at SSF focus group meeting

• To discuss effective and meaningful participatory process for a grassroots approach 

with the SSF in this ESIA:

• Gain an understanding of the SSF structures and representation

• Formulate a strategy for meaningful consulting with the SSF sector going forward

• To discuss SAUFF’s request to government for the establishment of a multi-

stakeholder platform 

3. Project Overview

5

Area of interest: Located between 

Cape Town and Cape Agulhas 

Distance from the coast:

~168 km from Saldanha Bay

~60 km from Cape Point

~103 km from Hermanus

Water depth:

~700 m to ~3200 m

TEEPSA is proposing to drill 

up to a maximum of 5 wells

6

4. Way Forward - Strategy for current ESIA 

• How does the EAP consult meaningfully with the SSF within the ESIA timeframes?

• What are the SSF needs ito meaningful consultation?

• Method of engagement – format, venue(s), language?

• What are the SSF structures and representation?

• Are there SSF representatives who are trusted by the fishing community that could 

assist with arranging meetings?
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5. Way Forward - Multi-Stakeholder Platform 

• Request for Government to establish a multi-stakeholder forum for future 

consultation processes where all stakeholders can present their views on such 

projects
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