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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 FOCUS-GROUP MEETING WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF WEST COAST GURIQUA 

COUNCIL AT THE STEENBERG`S COVE HALL, ST HELENA BAY 
HELD ON 26 JULY  2022, 10H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Ms Talmakies opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present and introduced various of the 

representatives of the West Coast Guriqua Council (WCGC).  

Antoinette Pietersen (AP), the independent facilitator, explained that the purpose of the meeting was as a result 

of a request from the WCGC during the first round of meetings for further engagement and 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 provided a brief overview of the ESIA process and noted that SLR is in the first 

phase of the process (Scoping) and that the project team is attending the meeting to listen to the issues of 

concern that the WCGC may have and to understand the structure of the WCGC and what the best methods for 

future engagement. 

She then introduced Msizi Cele (MC), the independent isiXhosa translator, followed by the TEEPSA team 

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

consisting of Jeremy Blood (JB), Eloise Costandius (EC), Nicholas Arnott (NA), and Dylan Moodaley (DM). A list 

of attendees is provided in Appendix A.  

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is presented in Appendix B. 

2.1 AP outlined the proposed agenda, with input from the WCGC, for the meeting, which was accepted by the 

attendees and confirmed that the meeting would be conducted in Afrikaans, but that English and isiXhosa was 

also acceptable. AP also noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and no 

objections were raised regarding the recording and having photographs taken during the meeting. No objections 

to these requests were raised by attendees. AP then handed over to TEEPSA for their presentation.  

2.2 NV summarised the history of TEEPSA’s operations in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-

zero carbon emissions by 2050. She then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local 

communities and how this is reflected in the company’s societal and environmental policies. 

2.3 EGR presented a map compiled by the Petroleum Agency of South Africa (PASA) which illustrated the current oil 

and gas exploration rights in South Africa, as well as some of the previously undertaken offshore seismic surveys. 

He indicated that TEEPSA has five exploration rights in South Africa: 

1. Block 11B/12B; 

2. Block South Outeniqua; 

3. Block 5/6/7; 

4. Orange Water Basin; and 

5. Deep Water Orange Basin. 

EGR provided a description of the different types of permits related to oil and gas activities that can be issued 

by the Department of Mineral Resources and Energy (DMRE), namely a Technical Co-operation Permit, 

Reconnaissance Permit, Exploration Right and Production Right.  



 

 

TEEPSA: ESIA for Exploration Well Drilling in Block 5/6/7, South-West Coast, South Africa 

 

 
2  

 

NO. ITEM 

2.4 EGR provided an overview of 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 entails 

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. 

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.  

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

the ESIA process, and highlighted the issues raised by the WCGC prior to the meeting and how these issues will 

be assessed in the impact assessment phase. She also presented the next steps to be followed in the process 

and the methods which stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  

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

3.1 Regen Andrews (RA) asked how old the previously acquired seismic data for Block 5/6/7 was. 

EGR responded that 2D seismic data was acquired in approximately 2014 and 3D seismic data was 

acquired in 2020. 

RA asked if there was any expiration date associated with this seismic survey data? 

EGR indicated that there was no expiration date associated with the seismic data and that the data 

was acquired using different sources (2D and 3D) and in different locations within the Licence Block. All 

previous seismic data acquired in South Africa is owned by the State and any company applying for an 

Exploration Right could buy the data associated with its Licence Block. Any new data gathered during 

the Exploration Right period must be provided to the state when the Exploration Right period expires. 

3.2 George Linde (GL) indicated that attendees would like to have a good understanding of the project when they 

walk out of the meeting and that in order to do so, he pointed out that they should be allowed to ask questions 

during the presentations. 

AP noted that this was not the first step in the engagement process and that the purpose of this meeting 

was to provide as much information as the community required. It was agreed that attendees could 

ask questions after each slide had been presented. 

3.3 Anthony Andrews (AA) indicated that if the meeting ended at 2 pm it would be too short to get all the required 

information. He suggested that a workshop would need to be held over two days to ensure that all the project 

information is understood. He also pointed out that the as leadership of the WCGC, they would not be able to 

give consent on behalf of the people and that the data acquired within the Licence Block in fact belonged to the 

WCGC and they should be paid for the data, not the State. 

AP asked AA to clarify what he meant by the term “consent”. 

AA responded that everything belonged to the San community from this area. He stated that their forefathers 

were killed for this land, air, sea and veld and that the San community needed to be compensated. He stated 

that no one could develop without their consent and that all government departments must obtain their "Free, 

Prior and Informed Consent" (FPIC) before any project could commence.  

AP noted that the scheduled meeting was intended to respond to any questions specifically regarding 

the proposed project and that the broader issues regarding the process for engagement with 

governmental departments would not be specifically dealt with during this meeting.  

Charlene Achicles (CAC) indicated that FPIC is defined as "our right as part of self-determination and 

participation in decisions that affect our land". 
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AA noted that three to four months previously the WCGC successfully challenged the Searcher seismic 

application and indicated that the lack of consultation for the Searcher application was the reason why they had 

requested this engagement with TEEPSA to get more information on the proposed project. 

AP indicated that this engagement is still in the initial stage of the ESIA and that there would be further 

opportunities to participate in the ESIA process. She also noted that one of the objectives of this meeting 

was to present the project information so that attendees could get a better understanding of the 

project. 

3.4 AA asked whether there was a pamphlet available which had more information. 

AP provided him with one of the copies of the Non-Technical Summary which was available at the 

meeting and pointed out that there is also an audio recording of the document located on the SLR 

website and data free website, which could be distributed to the community for additional information 

should they prefer to listen to the information. 

AA noted that this recording could also be broadcast on Radio West Coast. 

Jeremy Blood (JB) indicated that there would be further opportunities for engagement during in the 

ESIA process and that this meeting was arranged at the request from AA during the initial round of 

stakeholder engagement. 

3.5 Christian Adams (CA) noted that a recent statement from the French President indicated that there would be 

no further exploration within the France Economic Exclusive Zone (EEZ) and he wanted to understand how the 

proposed exploration project is aligned with this statement since TotalEnergies is a French company? He also 

pointed out that the United Nations General Secretary said that no oil and gas exploration should take place 

and asked how such activities could still take place in Africa? 

CA further stated that the previous snoek fishing season was the most erratic season to date, which followed 

an illegal seismic survey (Searcher). He also indicated that in East Africa TotalEnergies developed a pipeline 

which displaced Maasai communities and concluded to state that the WCGC could not give its consent to a 

proposed project that would collect data under an illegal regime. 

He indicated that the community had not been informed and asked how they would be compensated for the 

loss of fishing skills that would be passed down from himself to his son. He asked how South Africa would benefit 

from the project as he understands that exploration activities are highly technical and would therefore no 

employment opportunities for local people. 

EGR acknowledged that many countries are moving in a similar direction with regard to oil and gas 

exploration, however, he noted that at this time South Africa, and Africa as a whole, have not made such 

declarations due to the need to ensure the security of energy supply and implementation of a Just 

Transition to 2050. TEEPSA abides by the country’s laws and at this stage is only applying for additional 

exploration activities and not a Production Right.  

3.6 Nicolaas Booysen (NB) stated that the government and international companies are working together through 

the acquisition and buying of data and that these companies think they have permission to undertake 

exploration activities within South African waters. However, the government did not acknowledge the 

indigenous community rights and these communities have never been engaged to obtain their permission to 

acquire data within the sea. The San people are one with the environment and the proposed drilling will have 

an impact on the environment, which is deemed to be part of the San community’s intangible heritage. The 

government charges companies money for an application, but no money is made available to the local people; 

no one in the community has a share in the business.  

NB also stated that in previous engagements, his question on what happens to the cement plugs used to seal 

the wells had not been answered. He noted that South Africa has no technical skills to resolve any issues and if 

a seal is damaged, TEEPSA would be called back and it would ask for money to fix the issue. 
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AP stated that with respect to the issue of consent, the issues raised by NB in previous meetings is the 

reason why SLR and TEEPSA came back to meet with the WCGC and to listen to their questions that need 

to be answered in the ESIA phase. The purpose of this meeting is to provide the WCGC with an opportunity 

to ask the questions that need to be responded to by the project team and for the project team to 

understand how better they can provide the project information and improve the engagement process 

going forward. 

3.7 CA indicated that if TEEPSA was prepared to spend $100 million on an exploration well that may not be 

successful (with only one in seven wells being successful), then it should rather spend a similar amount of money 

on renewable energy. He noted that the argument that battery storage for renewable energy being too 

expensive was null and void.  

EGR noted that the investment by TEEPSA into renewable energy is not just linked to the economics of 

generating power, but also research and development into the renewable energy technologies. 

TotalEnergies has a budget for research and development, as well as undertaking oil and gas exploration. 

He reiterated that oil and gas is needed for the just transition to a low-carbon economy and that the 

associated profits from oil and gas activities are being used to fund the research and development into 

renewable energy technologies. 

JB stated that Climate Change is a known global problem and the Just Transition makes provision for the 

use of oil and gas to achieve the related targets for 2050. He noted that there are no international policies 

that do not include the use of oil and gas in the just transition to reach the related 2050 emission targets. 

He noted that this had been reenforced by the statement given by President Cyril Ramaphosa the evening 

before where he had mentioned that gas would be used in the Just Transition. He stated that it is 

government policy to use gas in the Just Transition and that the proposed project to explore for oil and 

gas is aligned with this policy.  He pointed out that it is not possible to address issues relating to 

governmental policy in a project-specific ESIA process and any issues with the policy would need to be 

discussed with government directly. He noted that the Need and Desirability section of the Scoping Report 

sets out all the relevant policies and how the proposed project is, or is not, aligned with these policies. 

AP pointed out that the Presidential Climate Commission, which is made up of various role-players, has 

frequent sessions to discuss this issue and if attendees want to influence policy decisions they should 

participate in these sessions.   

3.8 RA asked whether TEEPSA uses its own money to invest in exploration projects and noted that $100 million is a 

small amount of money compared to TotalEnergies' overall turnover. He indicated that from the information 

pretend would appear that TEEPSA are bypassing various approvals. He noted that in Mozambique, 

TotalEnergies had invested in a local company and that if TEEPSA gave people an opportunity to invest in the 

project they could benefit but TEEPSA intended to keep all the profits to itself. 

AP clarified that the specific issue being raised is linked to the fact that any money generated by the 

project would be taken outside the country. 

RA noted that he understood that the proposed exploration is highly technical and that no South African 

expertise could be used to undertake the exploitation activities. He also indicated that there would be no 

investment in skills development for local people to undertake this work. 

EGR indicated that he had a subsequent slide on local content. He also noted that often companies 

would enter into a joint venture to fund the exploration projects so the risk is shared. He also noted that 

$100 million is a substantial amount of money irrespective of the company's turnover.  

EGR further noted that the government has an automatic share in any rights that are issued and the 

law sets out a specific percentage that must be allocated to a local company and that the government 

has also has a 20% free-take with additional royalties that would need to be paid. He concluded that 

the various internal economic studies would be undertaken to consider all the above factors before any 
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investment decision is made to further pursue production, after the completion of the exploration and 

appraisal studies.  

3.9 NB asked why is public participation being undertaken for exploration if TEEPSA are already busy with 

exploration activities? He stated that there is an exploration process ongoing but the presentation talks to 

activities being undertaken in the future. He stated that TEEPSA is busy with exploration and that it already 

knows what resource is present. 

EGR indicated that data from previous seismic surveys indicates that there could be a potential resource, 

but TEEPSA would only be able to know for certain if a resource exists by undertaking the proposed well 

drilling.   

3.10 Kliff Swartz (KS) noted that, as a fisherman, his livelihood is dependent on the sea and TEEPSA also derive its 

income for the sea with oil and gas. He asked how the proposed activities would affect his livelihood, as seismic 

surveys chase fish away and have a negative impact on his livelihood. He noted that another speaker had already 

mentioned that the last snoek season was very poor and that there were reports of dolphins beaching. 

EGR confirmed that no seismic surveys are proposed as part of the current project and that only well 

drilling would be undertaken. He noted that seismic surveys generally form part of oil and gas 

exploration lifecycle and that the current drilling project is based on the previously acquired seismic 

survey data.  

JB noted that the issue regarding the potential impact of seismic surveys on fishing had been previously 

raised, but that it was difficult to provide a definitively answer as there were so many other variables 

that needed to be considered. He noted that fishing catch is highly variable and that some years were 

good in terms of fish catch and some years were bad, even when no seismic surveys had been 

undertaken. He indicated that in Block 5/6/7 seismic surveys were undertaken in approximately 2013 

and 2020. He confirmed that the current ESIA will consider the cumulative impacts and that the 

assessment will consider the pervious seismic activities in determining the significance of impacts. 

AP highlighted that if information regarding snoek catch could be provided by fishers to the project 

team, the potential impact on snoek could be documented in more detail in the ESIA. 

3.11 Liezel Jordaan (LJ) stated that her husband is a fisherman and that the proposed Area of Interest for well drilling 

is located within the area where her husband fishes.  She noted that the Area of interest is located in an area 

where the fish move up and down the continental shelf, and if drilling takes place in this area it will change the 

normal fish routines.  She indicated that with the seismic survey from last year (Searcher), fishermen were at 

home from September to March this year due to poor snoek catch and there was no compensation. She stated 

that they had no opportunity to previously provide input into the delineation of the offshore licence blocks or 

where the previous drilling or seismic survey activities were undertaken. She indicated that there would be no 

financial support if her husband’s livelihood was impacted. She noted that there would be an impact on the 

fynbos and natural vegetation along the coast, as well as the whales. She indicated that this is the first time that 

the community has been able to participate in these ESIA processes. She stated that last year the fishermen 

were provided a notice that they were not able to fish in certain areas where the seismic survey was being 

undertaken. 

AP asked for LJ to confirm the location where they fish. 

CA noted that JB is aware of the snoek migration routes and also pointed out at the Area of Interest is located 

near where the eggs and larvae of the snoek drift. He noted that the information for the previous seismic survey 

application was only distributed to commercial fisheries and that the community was not seen to be a user of 

the ocean. He also noted that the BP Deepwater Horizon oil spill had impacted the local fisherman. He 

emphasised that community members are allowed to oppose the proposed project and indicated that it should 

be put on record that CA does not want any oil drilling in these waters. 
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AP noted that the purpose of the meeting is not to get consent. She noted that the minutes and 

recording of the meeting would be made available to attendees to check for correctness and that there 

would be another round of consultation for stakeholders to provide comment. She emphasised that the 

goal of the meeting is not to obtain consent for the project. 

3.12 CAC noted that sacred sites are important to the San community and that graves are considered to be important 

sacred sites. She said that there are also sacred sites in the sea and noted that her brother lost his life near the 

Area of Interest for drilling, near Cape Point, but noted she was not sure of the exact location.  

3.13 NB asked what the diameter of the riser would be. 

 EGR indicated that it would be approximately 36 inches.  

3.14 RA asked whether the operation would be undertaken 24/7, 365 days a year. He noted that fishing boats operate 
in the same area and if the fishermen miss the fishing window there would be nowhere else to fish. He also 
asked whether there would be an associated pipeline and whether TEEPSA would have jurisdiction in the area 
in which they would operate, not allowing fishing vessels to enter the area. 

EGR corrected RA and noted that drilling would be an approximately 3-month operation per well (not 
365 days), but that it would be undertaken 24-hours per day. He noted that a 500 m safety zone would 
be put in place around the drilling unit, which in effect would mean that only an area of approximately 
1 km2 would not be accessible  to fishing vessels, not the entire Licence Block.  Fishing can continue in 
the remainder of the Licence Block. 

AP asked whether TEEPSA would communicate with stakeholders before they start exploration. 

EGR confirmed that registered I&AP (including meeting attendees) would be notified ahead of time with 
the relevant details of the planned operation, the associated location and duration of the activities 
(assuming project is approved). 

3.15 Peet Bock (PB) asked what sovereignty TEEPSA has over the acquired data, as it should surely be confidential 
for South Africa. He noted that, in light of the current war in Europe, there could be a risk if South Africa becomes 
involved that the plugged wells are targeted by missiles. 

EGR noted that the proposed wells would be located 2 – 3 km below the sea and that during plugging 
and abandonment operations, several cement plugs are used to seal the well from bottom to top. Thus, 
any impact on the surface plug is unlikely to result in any impact as the other plugs would be in place. 
With respect to the data acquired, the data belongs to TEEPSA, but is shared with the State. With regards 
to potential impacts associated with wars, EGR noted that it was not possible to answer but that the 
question would be captured.  

3.16 Tommy Achicles (TA) indicated that he understood that EGR said that TEEPSA had not drilled yet and wanted to 

know whether TEEPSA will drill and when they would drill. 

EGR noted that no drilling had taken place by TEEPSA in Block 5/6/7, however, two wells had been drilled 

in Block 11B/12B (South Coast) in 2019 and 2020. He noted that the preferred window for drilling was 

from November 2023 to March/April 2024. He also pointed out that the drilling would not take place over 

this entire period, but would be an approximately 3-month operation. 

3.17 Jacobus Swartz (JS) stated that according to him the meeting is unnecessary as he is of the view that TEEPSA will 

drill irrespective of the issues raised in the meeting. 

AP noted that everyone attending the meeting is entitled to their opinion and that this would be recorded 

in the meeting minutes. 

3.18 CA noted that scientific studies show that for the entire process from seismic survey to the drilling show that 

the noise impact from these activities is second only to an underwater earthquake and subsequent tsunami. He 

indicated that these activities have different effects on the different marine fauna species. He indicated that he 

has not heard anything mentioned about blasting and wanted to know what the proposed mitigation will be for 

the various issues associated with the proposed well drilling. He wanted to know what will be done when these 

activities have an impact on the livelihoods of the fishing communities. He provided several examples where 

affected people were not compensated or poorly compensated by oil companies. He also indicated that South 
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Africa is the 12th largest emitter of carbon emissions, but it not the 12th largest economy in the world. He further 

stated that any local companies that would potentially benefit would be those owned by politicians and that 

any objectors would be silenced by the army or police.  He concluded that his livelihood, as well as that of his 

son, would be affected by the proposed project. 

EGR noted that exploration licences are issued to many companies, a number of which are South African 
companies. He also mentioned that there is a need for South Africa to look at options to secure the 
energy supply of the country.  

JB noted that there were many important points made regarding the sensitivity of the environment, for 
example the migration routes for snoek and spawning areas, and that these will be considered by the 
specialists in their impact assessments, together with the extent of the impact and how the impact could 
be mitigated.  

3.19 Francois Julius (FJ) asked what the total cost would be to drill an exploration well? 

EGR stated that it would cost approximately $100 million to drill one well. 

FJ noted that if only one in seven exploration wells is successful, then TEEPSA is willing to spend $600 million 
without any return. He also wanted to know what the return on investment would be for a successful well. 

EGR indicated that there would be no profit from the exploration well. If the well is successful and a 
resource is confirmed, then additional appraisal wells would need to be drilled, followed by engineering 
and economic studies and ultimately a decision would then be undertaken to proceed with the 
production phase.  Typically, the company would want to realise a 15% return on investment to cover 
all the spend during exploration and production. 

FJ further queried how many employment opportunities are expected. 

EGR noted that the proposed exploration activities would be of very short in duration (3 months) and 
highly technical, so TEEPSA would contract an international drilling rig that has its own crew to 
undertake the drilling. Similarly, the specialised support vessels would be contracted to an existing 
international company. TEEPSA would, however, use various other companies to facilitate support 
services, such as logistics, helicopters, etc. He noted that the total number of local employment 
opportunities would vary depending on the availability of these skills, but could vary between 100 and 
150 local positions for sub-contractors. He noted that these would be existing jobs with the sub-
contracted companies and not new job opportunities for unemployed people. 

FJ stated that fishing industry is a R4.5 billon industry, which provides 28 000 people jobs. He asked how the 
impact on the livelihoods of all these people can be justified for the proposed short-term activity that will not 
provide new employment opportunities. He wanted to know what TEEPSA would get out of this project. 

EGR reiterated that there would be no benefits derived from the exploration phase and only in the event 
that the project moves onto the production phase would any real benefits be realised. It is during the 
production phase where direct and indirect positive economic benefits would take place over a much 
longer term of approximately 30 – 50 years. He also noted that other positive benefits would be 
increased energy security. 

JB also noted that the potential impact on livelihood would be considered in the ESIA (economic 
assessment). 

FJ noted that stakeholders would only find out what the actual implications of the project would be after 
production has started. 

JB noted that any production activities would be subject to a separate ESIA process and that this ESIA is 
only considers the proposed exploration well drilling activities. 

FJ noted that if TEEPSA is prepared to spend $700 million to drill a single successful well, it would be very unlikely 
not to take the project to production after outlaying such a massive investment. Thus, there would inevitably 
be an impact on fish and the associated livelihoods of the fishing community. He asked whether it would be 
possible for TEEPSA to engage with the community in the event that there could be a negative impact on natural 
resources. 

EGR noted that an estimated $100 million would be spent to drill a single well. He noted that on average 
only one in seven exploration wells is successful and TEEPSA does not intended to drill seven wells in the 
Block.   
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3.20 Warwick Don (WD) asked if a person should take anything out of the ground or whether it should remain 
underground in order to balance the earth. 

JB noted that potential impacts on intangible cultural heritage will be assessed in the Cultural Heritage 
Assessment, including the impact on sacred sites.  

3.21 RA noted that the presentation has referred to the need for highly technical skills and it sounds like there would 
be no local opportunities for employment. He pointed out that if there had been prior skills development ahead 
of time, the necessary local skills would already be in place for the proposed project. 

EGR responded to note that in the last ten years, TEEPSA had only drilled two wells with a total duration 
of approximately 6 months. He noted that at this time it is not feasible to train people for such limited 
opportunities. He indicated that if an oil and gas industry develop and matures over time, with more 
exploration and production taking place, then it would be more appropriate to undertake skills 
development and training.  

RA indicated that there could be an opportunity for the community to upskill itself before the project 
commences.  

EGR responded that he did not want to create any false perceptions or expectations on the potential 
employment opportunities linked to the proposed exploration activities and have people spend their own 
money on training for an opportunity that in reality may not materialise. 

RA asked why TEEPSA are planning to do this work if there are no positives. 

EGR indicated that the benefits would be realised if the well drilling confirms there to be a resource and 
the production phase goes ahead (subject to a separate ESIA). He reiterated that the more exploration 
that is undertaken in South Africa, the more likely that discoveries could be made, which would drive 
more investment and skills development within the oil and gas sector. 

AP summarised the key issue being raised was that there is the desire for plans to be put in place now for 
skills development. She further noted that the Exploration Right has no requirement for putting in place 
a Social Labour Plan (SLP), but rather is a requirement for a Production Right -  a SLP must be developed 
and implemented in agreement with the local communities.  

3.22 NB asked TEEPSA to clarity which phase it is currently in, since it appears that all the required tests have been 
undertaken and the data has been bought. He indicated that as TEEPSA likely spent a lot of money to the seismic 
data, it is proof that there is potential for production. NB stated that before TEEPSA bought the seismic data the 
indigenous people should have been consulted. TEEPSA is making excuses for not conducting skills development 
initiatives knowing that there is high potential for a production phase. NB stated that everyone including TEEPSA 
knows that the San are the “first people” and that they must be consulted right at the beginning of the process, 
not during the process. 

He noted that without the FPIC from the San community, TEEPSA has no rights for drilling because the resources 
belong to them, not the government. The government is only a part-time custodian, the local community is the 
real custodian of these resources. He stated that exploration takes up to fourteen years, but the company only 
engages with the community on one day, after which the government gives approval despite the fact that the 
community did not give any consent because they are lied to and told that there is no money for the community. 
He indicated that the South African constitution did not document the San people, who have a bio-community 
protocol, which states that all the resources belong to them and that TEEPSA must get consent from them, not 
the government.  The government must first engage with the San community before they can engage with 
companies to give rights for the extraction of energies. He asked, since Total has been in South Africa since 1955, 
why does it not have a policy in place to uplift the skills of indigenous communities. 

EGR clarified that the industry standard for a successful exploration well is one in seven wells and taking 
a look at the PASA exploration map, of the ˜380 wells previously drilled offshore of South Africa, only 
about 10 could be considered successful - this provides an indication of the success rate of exploration 
drilling. It is on this basis why TEEPSA has no certainty whether there is an economic viable resource 
within the Licence Block. 

With respect to TotalEnergies, he indicated that Total Marketing Services, which is associated with all the 
service stations and oil refineries, is a registered South African company with local people working for it. 
TotalEnergies Exploration and Production (EP) is relatively new in the country and is responsible for the 
offshore exploration for oi and gas resources. There have been recent discoveries in Block 11B12B that 
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will hopefully proceed into a Production phase in the near future (subject to a separate ESIA). If Block 
11B/12B does proceed onto production, then a SLP would need to be developed and put in place.  The 
SLP will need to consider the various skills required for the project, what skills are currently available and 
how the company can invest in local content to further these requirements. 

3.23 Monica Cloete (MC) indicated that she had three issues of concern relating to (1) tsunamis, (2) global warming; 
and (3) sustainability. She stated that the Guriqua tribe has a slogan "inhabit, preserve and protect the earth". 
She noted that in terms of the Indigenous World 2019, the Guriquas have been classified as human rights 
defenders. She indicated that by 2050 most of the leaders will be old or dead and they have a responsibility to 
promote skills development for local people within the community and avoid bring in people from elsewhere in 
the country. She mentioned that this is important because the local or indigenous communities have been living 
in poverty for more than 20 years and because skills are not development they miss out on opportunities. 
Looking at Petro SA in Mossel Bay, the plant is currently dormant and no activity is taking place on the land. She 
noted what happened to that land post-PetroSA, as habitats and biodiversity were destroyed. She wanted to 
know what would happen to the disturbed land.  She noted that tsunamis and global warming did not previously 
exist. She noted that greedy corporations and exploitation has led to the destruction of their land and to ask 
how sustainable the proposed project would be over a 30-year period. 

JB noted that climate change is a key global concern and the current policy is aimed towards achieving 
nett carbon zero by 2050. However, he reiterated out that the policy for a Just Transition include the use 
of gas in the transition to nett carbon zero. For the proposed project, a specialist would consider the 
potential climate change and air emissions impacts associated with the exploration activities. He noted 
that if in future TEEPSA proceeds onto production, the associated emissions would need to be assessed 
as part of a separate ESIA undertaken specifically for the production activities. 

AP asked whether the fact that the WCGC is considered to be human rights defenders will be considered 
in the Cultural Heritage Study. JB noted that as part of the engagement process we have become aware 
of various group and associated biocultural protocols which will need to be considered in the Cultural 
Heritage Assessment as well as the Socio-Economic Assessment.  

3.24 AA asked whether there would be any opportunities for the local community to participate in operating a 
TotalEnergies service station or whether TEEPSA is able to assist in the process of setting a service station up in 
St Helena Bay. 

EGR indicated that the service stations part of the business is run by a different company, Total 
Marketing Services, and as he does not work for that specific company.  He was not sure of the process 
that need to be followed to apply for and set up a service station.  

AP asked NV to pass this information onto AA. 

3.25 Mr Pohl noted that Mossgas created a skills development programme prior to the establishment of the facility 
in 1989. He noted that members of the WCGC have the necessary qualifications to provide the support services 
(marine supply vessel) for the proposed project. 

EGR indicated that the skills development for Mossgas would have taken place as part of the 
implementation of the production facility and pointed out that a similar process would need to be 
followed should a decision be made to proceed with production in Block 5/6/7. He stated that TEEPSA 
would not want any skills development taking place now to be sustainable going forward. On the issue 
of the marine supply vessel, he noted that in the recent drilling undertaken in Block 11B12B, there were 
no local vessels that met the required specifications for a support vessel. Thus, TEEPSA will likely have 
to go to the international market to subcontract the vessels. He did, however, indicated that if such 
vessels are available locally, then TEEPSA would most likely make use of them. 

3.26 RA asked who would monitor the implementation of the limits imposed on the project once approved. 

JB noted that any mitigation measures identified to mitigate potential impacts would be included in the 
Environmental management Programme (EMPr). He noted that the implementation of EMPr would be 
monitored by government (e.g. PASA) and an independent Environmental Control Officer (ECO). 

RA queried whether such a person would be independent or from the government. 

JB noted that the ECO would be an independent party. He noted that PASA would also undertake 
monitoring of the operation, e.g. through receipt of daily reports from TEEPSA. 

RA wanted clarity on whether anyone from government would be present on the rig to monitor the operation. 
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JB noted that while there is some form of monitoring undertaken, PASA would not physically be on the 
rig (but PASA can request access to the rig at any time). EGR indicated that internal audits are 
undertaken before, during and after the well drilling operation and PASA is provided the results of these 
audits. If the audit findings show that there is non-compliance with the conditions of the authorisation, 
PASA can withdraw the Exploration Right. He also noted that the independent ECO undertakes his/her 
own audit and submits the report on compliance to PASA for review. Lastly, he stated that TEEPSA is 
also be required to put a Financial Provision in place, which can be used by government to rectify any 
issues that once the operation is completed. 

RA asked whether the government puts any limitations in place for the operation. 

AP noted that the law sets out that the EMPr compiled as part of the ESIA process becomes part of the 
overall conditions of approval if TEPSA is awarded a permit to undertake the proposed exploration 
activities and, in addition, an audit must be undertaken and submitted to PASA for consideration to 
confirm compliance with the EMPr and any other permit conditions. 

3.27 George Linde (GL) asked whether any provision could be made to appoint a member of the WCGC to check the 

implementation of the EMPr on the drilling rig. AA suggested that a monitoring committee could be established 

for this purpose. 

AP acknowledged that other industries had implemented monitoring committees as part of a 

requirement of their specific approvals and that these committees meet on a regular basis to discuss 

issues linked to that specific operation. She noted that the law makes provision for the implementation 

of such a committee. 

3.28 NB noted that there is now a better understanding of the project and ESIA process that is currently being 

undertaken and who should be held accountable.  He noted that the government must now engage with them 

to facilitate FPIC with respect to the issuing of licence. 

3.29 PB noted that based on the information presented he could not see how the WCGC could give its consent to the 

proposed project, as there is no way how the local community could be involved and benefit in the project going 

forward. The process is entirely between TEEPSA and the government to get the exploration licence. 

JB noted that socio-economic assessment would need to consider the short-term nature of the project 

and how best local people could benefit from the proposed project. He emphasised that the oil and gas 

process is a long term one and this current ESIA is only considering the exploration phase, but there 

could be future benefits associated with a Production phase (which will be assessed in a separate ESIA). 

AP pointed out that there should be a differentiation between local people and indigenous people. 

AA concurred with the statement by AP and noted that the San people are the original people in the area. 

3.30 CAC noted that St Helena Bay is a fishing community and that everyone is has an indigenous bloodline and stated 

that no one at the meeting could give the attendees a direct answer and that the project was already in progress. 

She stated that this consultation is simply a check-box exercise and that she could not see a future for the fishing 

community. 

3.31 AA noted that many of the people within the community have relevant certifications (SAMSA qualifications) for 

certain skills (bosuns, captains and engineers) that could be utilised for the proposed exploration operations. 

He noted that provision should be made to use local people with the appropriate skills. He indicated that TEEPSA 

should invest in the local people to advance their SAMSA qualifications further. He stated that every year TEEPSA 

should also assist 50 people from the community to their pre-sea training, which would benefit the fishing 

communities.  

3.32 MC noted that while she should have been at work today (and was concerned about lost income), she felt that 

this meeting was too important to miss. She did note that the local people need education and skills 

development in order to have a future. She indicated that the meeting was well run and thanked everyone. 

3.33 Doug Alfred (DA) noted that the government that took over power in 1994 did not look after the fishing 

communities on the West Coast. He asked that for the next engagement with the community that someone 

from government attends the meeting to explain how the various licence are issued and for the community to 

give the politicians a perspective on what is happening on the ground. 
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3.34 PB noted that the meeting was an eye-opener as to what could happen, as he saw on the internet before the 
meeting that Telkom is selling surplus land, some of which is located nearby. He noted that the government is 
in the process of selling their land to anyone and that the WCGC must take note of this as they are losing land 
and history. 

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 AP thanked all the attendees for their participation and formally closed the meeting at 15h51. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 Charlene Achicles West Coast Guriqua Council (WCGC) CAC 

2 Tommy Achicles WCGC TA 

3 Christian Adams WCGC CA 

4 Doug Alfred WCGC DA 

5 Anthony Andrews WCGC AA 

6 D.C. Andrews WCGC - 

7 Dustin Andrews WCGC - 

8 Raimond Andrews WCGC - 

9 Regan Andrews WCGC RA 

10 Hennie April WCGC - 

11 Brett Arendse WCGC - 

12 Johan Brutus WCGC - 

13 Livy Brutus WCGC - 

14 Petrus (Peet) Bock WCGC PB 

15 Karen Booysen WCGC - 

16 Nicolaas Booysen WCGC NB 

17 Phillpina Chirwa WCGC - 

18 Monica Cloete WCGC MC 

19 Faith Cridlord WCGC - 

20 Elizabeth Coetze WCGC - 

21 Chad Daniels WCGC - 

22 Delano Dietrich WCGC - 

23 Alfred Dirk WCGC - 

24 Warwick Don  WCGC WD 

25 Chester du Toit WCGC - 

26 Sylvia Engelsman WCGC - 

27 Elsabe Eyman WCGC - 

28 Aron Fortuin WCGC - 

29 Dorothy Huyste WCGC - 

30 Julio Jacobus WCGC - 

31 Carolus Jacomyn WCGC - 

32 Georginia Jordaan WCGC - 

33 Liezel Jordaan WCGC LJ 

34 Francois Julius WCGC FJ 

35 Eunicia Kanow WCGC - 

36 Irene Keyster WCGC - 

37 Samuel Koorman WCGC - 

38 George Linde WCGC GL 
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NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

39 Lynette Losper WCGC - 

40 Felicia Morris WCGC - 

41 Bernado Oosthuizen WCGC - 

42 Charles Peterson WCGC - 

43 Elaine Ramen WCGC - 

44 Felicia Ramen WCGC - 

45 Carolus Romano WCGC - 

46 N.J. Samuels WCGC - 

47 Riaan Small WCGC - 

48 Pesulia Scholtz WCGC - 

49 Litha Songotshh WCGC - 

50 Jacobus Swartz WCGC JS 

51 K. J. Swartz WCGC KS 

52 E. Talmakkies WCGC - 

53 Liesel Talmakkies WCGC - 

54 Georgina Yon WCGC - 

55 Sonia Van Rooyen WCGC - 

56 Abraham Van Wyk WCGC - 

57 Anna Vraagoin WCGC - 

58 Willem WCGC - 

59 Russell WCGC - 

60 August WCGC - 

61 Antoinette Pietersen Independent Facilitator AP 

62 Msizi Cele Independent Translator MC 

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

64 Nelisiwe Vundla TEEPSA NV 

65 Khuliso Mudau TEEPSA KM 

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

67 Eloise Costandius SLR EC 

68 Nicholas Arnott SLR NA 

69 Dylan Moodaley SLR DM 
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1

VOORGESTELDE EKSPLORASIE BOORWERK
IN BLOK 5/6/7 IN DIE SUID-WESKUS SEE / 
PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING 

IN BLOCK 5/6/7 OFF THE SOUTH-WEST 
COAST

Omvangstudie Fokusgroep
vergadering: 

Weskus Gouriqua-Raad
26 Julie 2022

Konsep Agenda

2

1. Verwelkoming en Bekendstellings / Welcome and Introductions

2. Oomblik van Stilte / Moment of silence

3. Gesondheids- en veiligheidsmaatreёls / Health and Safety

4. Doelwit van die vergadering / Purpose of the Meeting

5. Oorsig van TEEPSA en die maatskappy se bedrywighede / 

Overview of TEEPSA and its Operations

6. Oorsig van die Omgewingsomvang- en impakbepalingsproses / 

Overview of ESIA process

7. Kwessies soos geopper deur die Weskus Gouriqua-Raad / 

Issues raised by the West Coast Guriqua Council

8. Bespreking oor ander moontlike impakte / Other Potential Impacts

9. Verdere vrae en Bespreking / Questions and Discussion

10. Vooruitsig en volgende stappe / Way forward and next steps

Bekendstellings: Weskus Gouriqua-Raad en strukture

3

Verwelkoming en Bekendstellings

4

Onafhanklike
fasiliteerders

• Antoinette Pietersen
• Msizi Cele

OBS Konsultant: 
SLR Consulting

• Jeremy Blood
• Eloise Costandius
• Nicholas Arnott
• Dylan Moodaley

Aansoeker
TEEPSA

• Eduard Groenewald
• Nelisiwe Vundla
• Khuliso Mudau

Virtueel / aanlyn:
• Reda Zerriatte

Oomblik van Stilte / Moment of Silence

5

Gesondheids- en veiligheidsmaatreëls

6

• Alhoewel COVID-19 regulasies verval het, 
versoek ons dat ons ter wille van almal
teenwoordig steeds:
– Sosiale afstand handhaaf
– Hand-reinigers gebruik
Die dra van maskers is opsioneel.

• Nood-prosedure:  Veiligheidsinstruksies ten 
opsige van die gebou.

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Doelwitte van die vergadering / Purpose of the Meeting

7

 Versoek deur die Weskus Gouriqua-Raad vir verdere vergadering / Request from
WCGC for further engagement

 Deel van inligting oor die beoogde projek / Share information about the proposed
project

 Deel van inligting oor die Omgewingsomvangstudie en die openbare deelname-
proses / Share information on the ESIA and public participation process

 Bespreek kwessies geopper deur die Weskus Gouriqua-Raad / Discuss issues raised
by WCGC

 Bespreek verdere kwessies vir oorweging tydens die impakstudie / Discuss issues
for consideration in the impact assessment

Vergadering-protokol / Meeting Protocols

8

• Bywoningsregister / Attendance register

• Taal / Language:
– Waar moontlik gaan die aanbiedings in Afrikaans vertaal word / 

Presentations in Afrikaans
– Vrae en antwoorde in Afrikaans / Questions and answers in 

Afrikaans

• Toestemming: Digitale opname van vergadering en foto's / Consent: 
digital recording and photos

• Kwessies sal op die Flip-Vel gepen word tydens die bespreking / Issues 
captured on flip chart during discussion

Riglyne vir 'n betekenisvolle vergadering / Constructive discussion 
guidelines

9

Openbare deelname is NIE 'n proses waartydens daar gestem word om konsensus te kry nie. Dit is 'n proses 
waartydens insette verkry word ten einde die besluitnemer, in Suid-Afrika is dit die regering, in staat te stel om 'n 
ingeligte besluit te neem ten opsigte van die projek. 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. Respekteer mekaar. / Respect one another.
2. Fokus op die kwessie, nie die persoon nie. Stem saam dat daar verskille gaan wees. / Focus on 

the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.
3. Lig asb u hand om 'n vraag te vra / kommentaar te lewer. Werk deur die fasiliteerder. / Raise 

your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator(s).
4. Sê asb u naam en van voordat u die vraag vra. / Identify yourself, name and surname and 

organisation.
5. Een vraag op 'n slag. / One question at a time.
6. Plaas alle selfone op die "stil" funksie, of neem oproepe buite die saal. / Please turn your cell 

phones on silent.

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

Block 5/6/7 Scoping Presentation

July 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal & Environment

3. Petroleum exploration and production in South Africa

4. Types of permits in terms of the MPDRA

5. Oil & gas life cycle

6. Exploration Drilling Logistics

7. Drilling operation stages overview

8. General service providers and local content

9. 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 

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année14

Types of permits in terms of the MPDRA

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

1. Technical 
Cooperation Permit 2. Reconnaissance Permit 3. Exploration Right 4. Production Right

A Reconnaissance 
Permit issued in terms of 
section 75(1) of the 
MPRDA allows the 
holder to undertake only

• geological, 
geophysical 

• photogeological 
surveys 

• remote sensing 
techniques.

The permit is valid for a 
period of 1 year and is not 
renewable or transferable.

An Exploration Right issued in 
terms of section 80 of MPRDA
To carry out petroleum 
exploration such as: 

• acquisition processing of new 
geological/geophysical data,

• reprocessing of existing 
geological/geophysical data

• drilling
• logging and testing, 
• well appraisal activities.

The right is valid for a period of 3 
years, renewable for three two-
year term, transferable and can 
be encumbered by mortgage. 
Total = 9 years

A Production Right issued 
in terms of section 84 of 
MPRDA 

To conduct any operation:
• exploration, 
• appraisal, 
• development 
• production of 

petroleum.

The right is valid for a 
period of 30 years, 
renewable for further 
periods each not exceeding 
30years, is transferable and 
can be encumbered by 
mortgage.

A Technical Cooperation 
Permit issued in terms of 
section 77(1) of the 
MPRDA 

To carry out: 
• Desktop studies
• Acquire existing 

seismic and other data 
from other sources, 
including the Agency 

• Does not include any 
exploration activities

The permit is valid for a 
period of 1 year and is 
not renewable or 
transferable.

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 
years

5-10 
years

20-30 
years

1-2 
years

* * * *

Decisio
n

Decision Decision

*Indicative timeline
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Spending Spending Spending Local investment Close-out

Exploration drilling logistics 

17

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

18

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.

13 14

15 16

17 18
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General service providers and local content

Titre de la Présentation – Lieu et Pays – Date Jour Mois Année19

TotalEnergies

Drilling 
ship

Support 
vessels

Helicopter
Underwater 
survey Engineering Hospitality Catering

Logistics Legal Human 
resources

Engineering/
Technical

Security General 
services
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TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Date - Footer of your presentation20

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

Oorsig van die studieproses / Overview of ESIA process

22

23

OIS Proses – Wie? Hoe? Wat?
• Vir wie is dit?

– Maatskappye (Aansoekers / ontwikkelaars)
– Belanghebbende en Geaffekteerde Partye
– Besluitnemers

• Hoe word dit gebruik?
– Regeringsgoedkeuring (Omgewingsmagtiging) word benodig vir die projek in terme van NEMA
– Proses van identifiseer, evalueer en versag van moontlike impakte (biofisies, sosiaal, ekonomies, kultureel) 
– Fases

– Publieke deelname is ‘n kern komponent – kommentaar op konsep verslae en by vergaderings
– Besluit word uitgereik om die voorgestelde projek goed te keur of af te keur
– Indien goedgekeur, word limiete/beperkinge geplaas op die ligging (area van belang) en omvang van die 

aktiwiteite (tot 5 boorgate)
• Wat is die standaard vir ‘n OIS?

– Die proses en tydskale word bepaal deur die OIS Regulasies 2014

ImpakstudiefasePre-aansoekfase Omvangstudiefase Appѐlfase

24

OIS Proses
Pre-aansoek Omvangstudiefase Impakstudiefase Appѐlfase

Doel:
• Kennisgewing en 

registrasie

Stappe:
• Advertensies
• Kennisgewings
• Ontwikkeling

van Databasis

Doel:
• Bepaal die omvang van die studie
• Identifiseer impakte wat verder

oorweeg moet word
• Bevestig die vereistes vir die 

spesialisstudies
Stappe:
• Indien van Aansoek
• Konsep Omvangsverslag
• 30-dae kommentaarperiode
• Publieke vergaderings
• Indien van Finale 

Omvangsverslag vir aanvaarding

Doel:
• Evaluering/assessering van impakte
• Identifiseer maatreёls om impakte

te vermy of te versag/verminder

Stappe:
• Onderneem Spesialisstudies
• Konsep OSIS Verslag
• 30-dae kommentaarperiode
• Publieke vergaderings
• Indien van Finale OSIS Verslag vir

besluitneming

Doel:
• Kennisgewing

van besluit en 
appѐlproses

Stappe:
• Kennisgewing

aan publiek
• Appѐl

Ons is Hier

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Weskus Gouriqua-Raad Kwessies
1. Impak van die projek op mariene lewe

Impact of the project on marine life

2. Data oor areas waar seismiese toetse gedoen is waar die omgewing, mariene lewe, en
mense geen negatiewe effekte ervaar het nie
Data about areas where seismic testing has been done where there have been no negative impacts on the 
environment, marine life and humans

3. Voordele van die projek, spesifiek m.b.t. terugploeg programme in die gemeenskappe, 
werkgeleenthede tydens eksplorasie, en ondersteuning aan vissers en visser-
gemeenskappe
Benefits of the project, specifically as they relate to community investment, job opportunities during exploration, 
and the support of fishers and fishing communities

4. Stappe wat TEEPSA in plek het om korrupsie en eksterne invloede tydens uitgee van 
werk en sub-kontrakte te beperk tydens eksplorasie
Steps TEEPSA have in place to prevent corruption and external influence during the procurement of services and 
appointment of sub-contractors

26

WKGR Kwessies en Bekommernisse – Impak op Seelewe
• Impak van storting van boorgruis

• Fisiese versteuring van seebodem

• Gruis versmoor diere/habitatte op die seebodem

• Verhoogde turbiditeit van seewater (troebel)

Resultate van Modellering

• Oorwegings
• Resultate van modellering – Bepaal die 

stortingsarea
• Sensitiwiteit van reseptore (bv. MPAs, seeberg, 

broei areas, ens.)

Sensitiwiteit van Reseptore

MPAs, CBA, EBSAs Ecosystem Threat Status

• Kern Maatreёls / Projekkontroles:

• Behandeling van gruis voor dit vrygelaat word

• Pre-boor opname van die boorplek om sensitiewe habitatte te identifiseer

• Handhaaf ‘n buffer om sensitiewe areas

27

WKGR Kwessies en Bekommernisse – Impak op Seelewe
• Impak van onderwater geraas

• Versteuring van dierelewe, broei areas en gedrag, ens.

• Besering van dierelewe (gehoor)

• Oorwegings
• Resultate van Modellering - Impaksones
• Sensitiwiteit van reseptore (bv. diere, MPAs, 

seeberge, broei areas, ens.)

Resultate van Modellering – Impaksones Sensitiwiteit van Reseptore

Spawning areasMPAs, CBA, EBSAs

• Kern Maatreёls / Projekkontroles:

• Mariene Soogdier Waarnemer (MMO)

• Passiewe Akoestiese Monitering (PAM)

• Sagte begin prosedure

• Beheersone

• Stop van aktiwiteite vir diere in die beheersone
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WKGR Kwessies en Bekommernisse – Impak op Vis en Visvang
• Impak van storting van boorgruis

• Versteuring van seebodem / Versmoring

• Toename in turbiditeit van seewater (troebel)

• Impak van onderwater geraas

• Versteuring van dierelewe, broei, ens.

• Oorwegings
• Resultate van Modellering – Boorgruis

verspreiding en Geraas
• Sensitiwiteit van reseptore (vangste en ywer)

Resultate van Modellering Sensitiwiteit van Reseptore

Tuna Pole Small-scale Fishing

• Kern Maatreёls / Projekkontroles:

• Dieselfde maatreёls as vir ander seediere

• Kennisgewing en deelname van aandeelhouers / geaffekteerde partye

• Meganisme om griewe te deel
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WKGR Kwessies en Bekommernisse – Impak op Visvang
• Impak van uitsluiting

• Verkleining van visgronde
• Oorwegings

• Beheersone: 500 m rondom boorskip
• Duur: 3-4 maande
• Sensitiwiteit van reseptore (vangste en ywer)

Tunapaal Groot Pelagiese LanglynBeheersone / Uitsluitingsone

500 m

• Kern Maatreёls / Projekkontroles:

• Kennisgewing en deelname van belanghebbendes

• Navigasie waarskuwings

• Visserye Skakelbeampte (FLO)

• Meganisme vir hanteer van griewe
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WKGR Kwessies en Bekommernisse – Werk vir Plaaslike
Gemeenskap

• Beperkte plaaslike ekonomiese voordele gedurende EKSPLORASIE
• Baie korttermyn (3 – 4 maande per boorgat)
• Boorwerk is hoogs tegnies en benodig ‘n gespesialiseerde span (kom saam met die boorskip) 
• Plaaslike dienste grootliks beperk tot:

– Logistieke agentskap
– Ondersteuningsvaartuie en helikopters
– Aanlandige logistieke basis - sekuriteit, huur
– Brandstof
– Huisvesting vir bemanning
– Spyseniering en basiese goedere

• Kern Maatreёls / Projekkontroles:

• TEEPSA plaaslike inhoudbeleid – vereistes vir opleiding en skep van nuwe posisies

• Hou belanghebbende partye ingelig en bestuur verwagtinge van gemeenskappe

• Meganisme om griewe te hanteer

25 26
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Ander Kern Impakte – Onbeplande Gebeurtenisse (Oliestorting)
• Impak van onwaarskynlike oliestorting

• Olie tref kushabitatte en seediere

• Uitsluit van visbedryf van besoedelde areas

• Verlies van inkomste (toerisme, visvang, ens.)

• Oorwegings
• Resultate van Modellering – Oliestorting
• Sensitiwiteit van reseptore (bv. dierelewe, MPAs, 

broei areas, visbedryf, ens.)
• Waarskynlikheid - 358 boorgate in SA waters

Resultate van Modellering• Kern Maatreёls / Projekkontroles:
• Ontwerp en Tegniese Integriteit
• Risiko Analise
• Uitblaas-voorkomer (Blow-out Preventer)
• Oliestorting-Gebeurlikheidsplan (Oil Spill Contingency Plan)
• Noodplan
• Toerusting vir sluiting en beperking van storting
• Versekering
• Meganisme vir hanteer van griewe

Volgende Stappe

32

• Onderneem spesialisstudies

• Stel konsep OIS Verslag saam

• Volgende rondte vir kommentaar (Sept / Okt 2022) 

– Deel die bevindinge van die OIS en verwante spesialisstudies

– Alle geregistreerde belanghebbende partye sal in kennis gestel word van die 

kommentaarperiode en vergaderings

SLR Kontakbesonderhede

33

Metode Kontakbesonderhede

Pos: 5de Vloer, Letterstedt House, Newlands on Main, Nuweland, 7700

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

063 900 5536

E-pos: TEEPSA-567@slrconsulting.com

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

Verniet 
data Webblad:

https://slrpublicdocs.datafree.co/en/public-documents/TEEPSA-567
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Riglyne vir 'n betekenisvolle vergadering / Constructive discussion 
guidelines
Openbare deelname is NIE 'n proses waartydens daar gestem word om konsensus te kry nie. Dit is 'n proses 
waartydens insette verkry word ten einde die besluitnemer, in Suid-Afrika is dit die regering, in staat te stel om 'n 
ingeligte besluit te neem ten opsigte van die projek. 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. Respekteer mekaar. / Respect one another.
2. Fokus op die kwessie, nie die persoon nie. Stem saam dat daar verskille gaan wees. / Focus on 

the issue, not the person. Agree to disagree.
3. Lig asb u hand om 'n vraag te vra / kommentaar te lewer. Werk deur die fasiliteerder. / Raise 

your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator(s).
4. Sê asb u naam en van voordat u die vraag vra. / Identify yourself, name and surname and 

organisation.
5. Een vraag op 'n slag. / One question at a time.
6. Plaas alle selfone op die "stil" funksie, of neem oproepe buite die saal. / Please turn your cell 

phones on silent.

Vrae en Bespreking
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APPENDIX C: PHOTOS OF FOCUS-GROUP MEETING 
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