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

(ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) 

OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE ONLINE PUBLIC MEETING 
HELD ON 17 NOVEMBER 2022, 16H00 

 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Msizi Cele (MC), 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 activities in Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB).  He 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. 

MC then introduced the SLR team consisting of Nicholas Arnott (NA) and Castro Ravhuhali (CR). MC then 

introduced the TEEPSA team including Khuliso Mudau (KMU) and Christopher Spies (CSP). A list of attendees is 

provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION 

2.1.  MC 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.  MC 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. MC also noted that the meeting was being 

recorded for minute-taking purposes.  No objections to this request were raised by attendees. MC further noted 

that any questions could be written into the chat box for the meeting and that these questions would be 

responded after the completion of the initial presentations. MC then handed over to KMU of TEEPSA for their 

presentation.  

2.3.  KMU 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, 

Biodiversity, Human Rights, and Transparent Reporting. In this regard, he provided an overview of TEEPSA’s 

societal and environmental policies. 

2.4.  KMU described the various stages of the oil and gas lifecycle including, exploration, appraisal, development, 

production and decommissioning.  He provided context of the proposed exploration activities in relation to the 

typical lifecycle of oil and gas. He noted that before the subsequent phases to the proposed exploration, there 

would be a need to undertake separate ESIA and associated public participation process. 

2.5.  KMU then presented the location of Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) and the proposed area of interest 

for exploration drilling in relation to the West Coast. He provided a description of the proposed exploration 

activities which would entail the drilling of up to 10 wells in the area of interest using either a semi-submersible 

drilling unit or a drillship, and would be supported by up to three support vessels and helicopter transfers. He 

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

noted that the proposed logistics base would either be located at the Port of Saldanha Bay or Cape Town.  
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NO. ITEM 

2.6.  A video was then played which provided an overview of the activities that are undertaken during exploration 

drilling. As the video played, KMU provided a description of 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. KMU 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. 

2.7.  NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in the 

ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, seabed 

features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold Benguela 

Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore regions of the 

southern Benguela Current and noted that the area of interest is located outside the spawning and larval drift 

areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the area of interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any marine 

protected areas or critical biodiversity areas and ecological support areas in terms of the National Coastal and 

Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 3.84% of the national effort and 

3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % and 0.1 % respectively of the tuna 

pole fishery take place within the area of interest with no overlap for any of the other commercial fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSF) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSF generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSF on a 

number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial fishing 

companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South Africa but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and  

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, however, 

pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the area of interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed to 

a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to assess 

these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  

3.1 Stefania Falcon (SF) asked in which phase would objections to the proposed project be taken into consideration? 

If a number of objections are received, in which phase and how would these objections be taken into 

consideration?  

NA responded that Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) would not be responsible for making a 

decision. The EAP is required to collate and record all objections received in the ESIA process in the 

Comments and Responses report which is submitted with the final Scoping Report (or final Environmental 

Impact Assessment Report) to the Competent Authority for consideration in decision-making. The 

Competent Authority then reviews the information presented and makes a decision based on various 

factors and the reasons for the decision will be set out in the final decision issued by the Competent 

Authority. 
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3.2 Councillor Albert Warnick (AW) of the Swartland Local Municipality and Mayoral Committee Member for 

Protection Services noted that his biggest concern was regarding damage to submarine telecommunications 

cable, the possible effect of the logistics base at Saldanha Bay and potential impact of seismic surveys on fishing.  

NA noted that the telecommunications infrastructure is mapped by the SAN Hydrographic office and prior 

to commencing the well drilling a seabed survey would be undertaken to ensure that there are no 

obstructions or sensitive areas on the seafloor of the area proposed for drilling. He indicated that the 

proposed exploration activities do not include seismic surveys, only vertical seismic profiling of the well 

itself and sonar surveys. 

Eduard Groenewald (EGR) of TEEPSA stated that the selection of the logistics base is determined by the 

availability of existing infrastructure that would be required for the exploration operation. As the well 

drilling campaign is of short-term duration, a few months, no new infrastructure would be established 

for the logistics base. He noted that Saldanha Bay may not have all the required existing infrastructure, 

however, it is located closer to the Licence Block than Cape Town. 

3.3 James Reeler (JR) of WWF South Africa posted a comment in the chat to ask how the avoidance of exploration 

in Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) could be considered an ambition by TEEPSA as such activities are prohibited 

by law. 

KMU indicated that TEEPSA have various different ambitions relating to biodiversity, one of which is to 

avoid undertaking activities within exclusion zones (such as protected areas and the Arctic Circle). 

3.4 SF submitted a query via the chat regarding the anticipated noise levels of the proposed exploration activities. 

NA indicated that these details are included in Section 6.5.6.5 of the Draft Scoping Report, which provides 

the typical noise levels associated with the proposed activities and noted that a noise modelling study 

will be undertaken in the ESIA Phase to determine the associated zone of impact as a result of these 

activities. 

3.5 JR asked what measures and containment measures are in place to deal with failure of the Blow-Out Preventer 

(BOP) as per the Deep Water Horizon. 

CSP responded that the post-accident report for the Deep Water Horizon event indicated that the BOP’ 

blind shear ram, a device that seals an out of control well, experienced a failure. As a result of this 

incident, various industry-wide improvements have been made to equipment, standards and regulations. 

TEEPSA are required to compile a project-specific Oil-Spill Contingency Plan which would include 

measures such as landing a capping stack, surface response strategy. This plan must be submitted to 

authorities before drilling operations may commence.  

3.6 JR posted another comment in the chat regarding the Need and Desirability of the project in relation to the 

commitments made by South Africa and France are signatories to the Paris Agreement. 

NA responded to indicate that the Need and Desirability section of the Draft Scoping Report has covered 

the different policies that promote the use of oil and gas in the country, as well as the contradictory 

commitments that have been made with respect to reducing greenhouse gas emissions.  

JR suggested that the Draft Scoping Report should also consider the Need and Desirability of the exploration 

project in the global context. 

3.7 JR asked whether there is consideration of how Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBAs) would be shift over time in 

response to climate change? 

NA noted that the proposed exploration activities would be of very short-term duration (a few months) 

and that the mapped CBAs have been compiled as part of the Marine Spatial Planning process which are 

updated periodically. As part of the ESIA process, the current mapped CBAs would be documented. 

EGR added that various sectors are also providing inputs into the Area Plans which are updated every 5-

years, which also includes the relevant ecological inputs. 

3.8 EGR asked Cllr AW if he, or any other councillors that he engages with on a regular basis, would be able to assist 
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to inform his ward members of the planned upcoming public meetings. 

AW confirmed that he had informed his community of the planned meeting on Saturday 26 November 

2022 at Yzerfontein. 

KMU asked Cllr AW whether there were any specific issues he had with the possible establishment of a logistics 

base at Saldanha Bay.  

 AW noted that there were no specific concerns at this time. 

3.9 SF asked what the estimated profit of the production would be in 10 to 20 years’ time. 

EGR noted that the proposed activities are for exploration. A decision to move onto a production phase 

would only be made subject to favourable results from the exploration phase and whether there is a 

market for the resource that is found, if any. So at this stage there is no information on which any 

assumptions could be made as to what a future development could look like and what the associated 

profits could be.  

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 MC thanked all the attendees for their participation and formally closed the meeting at approximately 18h00. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

Albert WARNICK Ward Councillor, Swartland Local Municipality AW 

Andiswa Sibhukwana  - 

Bridgette Oppelt  - 

Buyisiwe Khumalo  - 

Colette Apolles  - 

Danie Otto Swift Nova Engineering Solutions - 

Emmanuel Blanchard  - 

James Reeler WWF South Africa JR 

JP Jensel  - 

Karl Mocke  - 

Kholwani Simelane  - 

Mike Copeland SAPFIA - 

Neale Africa  - 

Reagan Niekerk  - 

Sidney Bilski  - 

Stefania Falcon Wildlife Animal Protection Forum South Africa (WAPFSA) SF 

Steve Hrabar  - 

Sumishin Naidoo  JS 

Tina Schubert Project 90 by 2030 - 

Msizi Cele Independent Facilitator MC 

Khuliso Mudau TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) KMU 

Christopher Spies TEEPSA CSP 

Nelisiwe Vundla TEEPSA - 

Eduard Groenewald  TEEPSA EGR 

Marie-Line Pagnoux TEEPSA (Online attendance) - 

Réda Zerriatte TEEPSA (Online attendance) - 

Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

Edward Perry SLR EP 

Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase

C
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12

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32

33 34

35 36
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42





 

  

 

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

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE COUNTRY CLUB LODGE, PORT NOLLOTH 
HELD ON 21 NOVEMBER  2022, 16H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She noted that she is 

not employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and she does not have any 

vested interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  The two interpreters were then introduced, Chris 

Fourie (CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Khuliso Mudau (KMU) from TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR Consulting (South Africa) 

(Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) study. 

Only three interested and affected parties (I&APs) were present at the meeting and only one of them signed the 

attendance register. The other two I&APs were members of the organisation Coastal Links and noted that they 

could not sign the attendance register or participate in the meeting without the attendance of the local leader 

of their organisation, Walter Steenkamp, who was away on business. It was agreed that an informal discussion 

be undertaken and only a record of the issues or concerns be kept. The three participants did not listen to the 

full presentations from TEEPSA and SLR.  A video produced by TEEPSA was shown to the participants which 

covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided details on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the 

environmental authorisation required before the exploration well drilling can commence.  

A list of project team members and the one I&AP who signed the attendance register is provided in Appendix A 

and the presentation is provided in Appendix B.  

2.  KEY ISSUES RAISED IN INFORMAL DISCUSSION 

2.1 Why was TEEPSA so focussed on oil. 

2.2 Gas production also produces methane which is explosive so it is unsafe. 

2.3 Is TEEPSA going to produce blue hydrogen as part of the transition to net zero carbon. 

2.4 How can TEEPSA claim to be contributing to South Africa’s GDP in the same way as the local fishing industry 

when it is a French company that takes all its profits out of the country. 

2.5 Climate change is really affecting the oceans and the coral reefs are dying all round the world. 

2.6 The negative impacts of drilling for oil and gas are seen all round the world. 

2.7 The fish are being depleted and people rely on fishing for a living. 

2.8 The noise from the drilling severely affects marine life. 

2.9 You can’t escape global warming. Drought and desertification are affecting everyone and especially in the Port 

Nolloth area we are already suffering the impact from this. 

2.10 We need to preserve the environment for future generations. 

2.11 We have lived from the land and the sea for thousands of years and in 50 years’ time when you have destroyed 

everything and you have nothing you will come to us to learn how to farm and fish again. 
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NO. ITEM 

2.12 The sound from drilling and vertical seismic profiling will get trapped at the bottom of the ocean and cause 

tsunamis. 

2.13 COP 27 has just finished and there was no agreement but the money was paid out. 

2.14 They heard about the meeting through Walter Steenkamp of Coastal Links but he is in Cape Town and will only 

comeback tomorrow. We can’t participate without him. You must organise the meeting through Walter. 

2.15 Nama are the main ethnic group in the area but Port Nolloth is like London with many different nationalities so 

there are Zulus and Xhosa and Tswana and other nationalities here.   

2.16 How many holes are you going to drill and how big are the holes. 

2.17 Are you also drilling at Hondeklipbaai and have you already found oil there?  

2.18 After 40 years what will happen to the hole. The sea water is very corrosive and the well caps will corrode and 

there will be oil leaks. 

2.19 There have been many oil and gas projects in the area and people get confused about them and think they are 

all the same project. I could have seen posters for this meeting and thought they were still the posters from the 

previous meetings so I didn’t take note of them. I only found out about the meeting because some of the project 

people were staying in one of the guest houses that I manage. A good way to notify people is the through the 

local radio station NFM. 

2.20 We are not against development. We understand the economy in South Africa is struggling and people need 

jobs but if the development is going to harm the environment I would rather have no development. 

2.21 The Nama are the main people of the area. The Community Property Association (CPA) is still an interim 

structure and the people of the Richtersveld think they own the land and the people of Port Nolloth have been 

sidelined because they don’t have land.   

2.22 We are not like the older generation. We are young and smart and we are united and we will get our land back. 

2.23 The local fishermen fish all year round because the different species of fish have different seasons.  Now it is the 

crayfish season, then it will  be snoek and after that it will be yellowtail. 

2.24 There is inshore and offshore fishing. The inshore fishing is for mussels, “skerpies” and cape bream. 

2.25 She was concerned about the impact of exploration activities on the fisheries sector as she has fishing rights. 

2.26 The crayfish season starts on 1 October and goes through to the end of March in Port Nolloth. It starts and 

finishes later, the further along the coast you move to Cape Town and then up the East Coast. 

2.27 The potential of discovering a viable oil or gas project which could make a lot of money can influence the decision 

of the competent authority. When people see dollar signs they can be influenced. 

2.28 The meeting should be held at one of the community halls in Port Nolloth and the Drop-In Centre is the best. 

The meeting should be on a Monday, Tuesday or Wednesday at 18h00 and definitely not on a Friday or over the 

weekend. 

3. CLOSURE 

4.1 NM said that anybody who wanted to provide further comments could do so using the contact details contained 

in the document they had been given when they arrived. She encouraged the attendees to provide further 

comments as this would ensure that these issues were assessed by the specialists in their studies and would be 

reported on in the next meeting.  She apologised for the poor turn out and said that the project team would 

look at how they could improve the attendance for the next meeting. She then thanked the attendees for their 

patience and participation in the informal discussions and ended the discussion. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 Dee Moyses Owner: MBS  

2 Attendee A   

3 Attendee B   

4 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) 
Ltd (NMA) 

NM 

5 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA   

6 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

7 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA  AX 

8 Khuliso Mudau TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) KMU 

9 Chris Spies TEEPSA  

10 Collette Appoles TEEPSA  

11 Jeanne Preston TEEPSA  

12 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

13 Castro Ravhuhali SLR  
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase

C
u

rr
en

t 
p

h
a

se

F
u

tu
re

 p
h

as
es

 –
N

ew
 E

A
’s

 r
eq

u
ir

e
d

12

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies
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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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE ERIC BAKER COMMUNITY HALL, HONDEKLIPBAAI 
HELD ON 22 NOVEMBER  2022, 16H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She noted that she is 

not employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any 

vested interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  She then introduced the two interpreters, Chris 

Fourie (CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Khuliso Mudau (KMU) from TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR Consulting (South Africa) 

(Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and 

would only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to 

distribute further information and invite people to future meetings. 

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable with the meeting being recorded for minute taking purposes 

and for photos to be taken of the meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by 

attendees. NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and 

indicated that the attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English but requested Afrikaans translations of everything. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow 

everyone to ask questions and comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered 

during the ESIA. She noted that the EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be 

considered in the study but noted that the project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this 

stage as all questions will be addressed during the ESIA phase.  

NM requested that attendees must treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak and 

be heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested KMU to give his presentation. 

2.2 KMU summarised the history of TEEPSA’s operations in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards 
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net-zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

KMU covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently 

involved in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether 

they are oil or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then phase 2, 

the appraisal phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size and other characteristics of the 

reserve and usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase yields positive results then 

phase 3, the development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines whether the reserve is 

commercially viable and what the market for the product would be. It also begins with the installation of the 

infrastructure required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would then commence to 

extract the oil or gas from the reservoir, process it onshore and then market and sell the product. This is the 

longest phase of the oil and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the resource has been 

depleted, phase 5, the decommissioning phase, would commence with the removal of the infrastructure, 

plugging and testing of the wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 years. It is important 

to note that an environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each new phase of the life 

cycle and the ESIA process includes public participation. KMU said the current project would only proceed to 

the next phase if oil or gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration wells results in the 

discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the area of interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in 

the northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has 

exploration rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and drilling is undertaken by either a semi-

submersible drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels 

and a helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

KMU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in 

the ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, 

seabed features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold 

Benguela Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore 

regions of the southern Benguela Current and noted that the area of interest is located outside the spawning 

and larval drift areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the area of interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any 

marine protected areas or critical biodiversity areas and ecological support areas in terms of the National 

Coastal and Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 3.84% of the national 

effort and 3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % and 0.1 % respectively of 

the tuna pole fishery take place within the area of interest with no overlap for any of the other commercial 

fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSF) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSF generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSF on 

a number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial fishing 

companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  



 

TEEPSA: ESIA for Proposed Exploration Well Drilling in Block Deep Water Orange Basin, West Coast, South Africa 

 

 
3  

 

 

NO. ITEM 

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South Africa but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, 

however, pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the area of interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed 

to a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to 

assess these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  

(It should be noted that in the discussion presented below points 3.1 to 3.6 occurred before and during the 

TEEPSA presentation, while the rest of the discussion occurred after the presentations) 

3.1 John Adams (JA) said he was born in Hondeklipbaai. He said there were previous projects in Hondeklipbaai 

where presentations were made and meetings were held and he asked how this project relates to these other 

projects? What is this project that SLR is bringing to the community, who are SLR and why are SLR here?  

NA said that in terms of the National Environmental Management Act 107 of 1998 (NEMA) and the EIA 

Regulations, certain activities or developments require environmental authorisation before they can go 

ahead. Such activities, like exploration well drilling, must therefore go through an ESIA process that 

includes public participation and public meetings like this. There can be many different projects proposed 

for a specific area and they all have to undertake an ESIA with public participation. Communities are 

therefore exposed to many meetings for different projects which may appear very similar to them. This 

project is proposed by TEEPSA and is a different project to the other oil and gas projects presented 

recently to the community by different EAPs and applicants. 

3.2 JA said the reason the venue is almost empty is that there was no proper communication with the local 

community. He said when the community do attend these public meetings, the presenters always say there 

will be no impacts on Hondeklipbaai and that all the problems will avoid Hondeklipbaai. However, if there is 

an oil leak the same thing will happen to Hondeklipbaai as happened in 1954 with the mining in the area. The 

mining company cleared the whole area and removed all the soil and dug holes up to 20 m deep. When they 

finished mining they left the place just as it was without rehabilitating the areas where they had worked and 

that is why Hondeklipbaai looks the way it does today. When there is an oil spill it does not stay in the ocean 

but washes up on the beach. The people like us who live on the coast and make a living from the ocean will 

not be able to eat fish or collect mussels and crayfish anymore. We depend on the ocean for our livelihoods 

and we would like an agreement and fund to be put in place so that if there is some kind of accident then 

there are already funds in place to address the damage that is caused and support people like us who will not 

be able to earn a living. We are not against the project but if an accident happens we want to make sure that 

we are taken care of. We would like to know what SLR’s role is in this process and how they will make sure 

that our voices are heard. 

NA said SLR are at the very beginning of the ESIA process and are trying to find out all the issues of 

concern and potential impacts from stakeholders through these public meetings so that they can be 

assessed in the study. SLR will do specialist studies to assess the impact of potential accidents like oil spills 

and do modelling to determine where an oil spill would be likely to move and whether, for instance, 

Hondeklipbaai could be affected. The specialist studies will also look at the contingency plan required to 

address an oil spill should it happen so that the impacts can be reduced and the environment can be 

cleaned up if there are any impacts on the environment. He said he wanted to emphasise that the ESIA is 

a 300-day process which, as of this meeting, has not yet reached 20 days so the study is at the very 
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beginning and SLR are trying to get everybody’s issues and concerns by holding these meetings with the 

communities along the coast so that they can be addressed in the specialist studies. He said SLR will 

report back on their findings in the next round of meetings. 

3.3 Dawid Markus (DM) said that if one talks about protocols then this should also include adequate notice being 

given for the meeting. The speaker of the municipality was not aware of the meeting and everyone was not 

informed. He said he heard about this meeting by chance, just that day, but the meeting was proceeding 

anyway. The correct procedures and structures for notifying people were not followed and there was 

therefore not adequate notice. 

NA said that in terms of the EIA regulations, public participation is for everybody, including the general 

public, and not just for elected representatives of the municipality. Representatives of the municipality, 

including the ward councillor, together with other stakeholders from Hondeklipbaai for whom SLR had 

information for from previous projects, formed part of the database of Interested and Affected Parties 

(I&APs) who were notified in writing by email about the meeting. Site notices were placed in 

Hondeklipbaai and in all the other communities along the West Coast and adverts were also placed in the 

regional and local newspapers and on local radio stations. He said he took note of the concern about 

adequate notification and will add everybody’s details from the current meeting to the database so that 

they can be kept informed throughout the ESIA process and be invited to future meetings on the project. If 

there are specific individuals DM believes should be part of the process, he is welcome to provide SLR with 

their contact details so that they can add them to the database and invite them to future meetings. 

3.4 DM said that while the councillor may have been informed, the problem was that the councillor did not 

inform the people, so there was not adequate notice and people did not know about the meeting. Some 

people have already left the meeting so now there are less than 10 people in the meeting. Proper notification 

must be undertaken and everyone must be informed in order for the meeting to proceed.   

NA said he took note of the concern and he would like to get further information from Clr Markus so that 

in future the correct protocols can be followed when arranging meetings in Hondeklipbaai. He said there 

were a number of people who had taken the trouble to come to the meeting and it would be unfair on 

them if they were not able to hear about the project and the meeting should therefore proceed if the 

people were willing to remain and take part. 

NM said that some people may have left because they were under the impression that the meeting was 

not going to go ahead due to the discussions that had taken place so far. 

3.5 John Mentoor (JM) said that they understand the presentation and they will not oppose the project. He said 

they just want to know what benefits the project will provide for the local community. 

CSP said that the meeting was part of a formal legal process and the purpose of the meeting was to 

explain the project to the community and find out their issues and concerns so that TEEPSA could go away 

and address them and then come back in another meeting to explain how they were going to address the 

community’s issues. 

NA said that it is only when an application for a production right is made that there is a legal requirement 

for a Social and Labour Plan. He said it was the same as prospecting for mining and as they were still only 

in the exploration stage they could simply take note of the community’s concern around this issue. 

3.6 Diana Mentoor (DME) said that since there were now only six people left in the meeting, it did not make 

sense to give the rest of the presentation in English because nobody in the audience was English-speaking.  

She said the lady next to her was 67 years old and does not really understand English. She said she spoke to 

the presenter at the previous meeting and he listened to her and gave the entire presentation in Afrikaans 

and the attendees would like TEEPSA and SLR to do the same. 

NM said that the problem with doing that is that the Afrikaans translator is an independent person who is 

not employed by TEEPSA and he therefore cannot give the presentation on behalf of TEEPSA. He is only 
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permitted to translate what they say. She said unfortunately nobody from TEEPSA or SLR can do the 

presentations in Afrikaans so she humbly requested that the presentations be given in English and 

Afrikaans translations be provided.  

3.7 DME said it does not help to notify the ward councillor because he does not notify the people. She said before 

the next meeting SLR must contact everybody who has signed the attendance register and they will make sure 

that the word is spread among the community. She said that people who can give the presentations in 

Afrikaans must also be brought to the next meeting.  

NA said that now that SLR had everyone’s contact details on the attendance register they would inform 

them of any future meetings and ensure that they follow proper protocols in notifying people about the 

meeting. He said SLR does rely on people such as the attendees to the meeting to spread the word and 

notify other people and he appreciated the offer to assist in this regard. 

3.8 JA said the community were not used to attending meetings since Covid-19 started and that could be one of 

the reasons for the poor turnout. He said the people must be given time to ask questions after each slide 

because if the presentation carries on for 10 minutes then people forget what they want to ask. For example, 

on the slide showing the yellow block, he wanted to know who has applied for that area because it appears to 

be the same area that has been shown to them by other people in other meetings. He said that none of the 

slides mentioned any benefits for the community such as training opportunities. He said there are no schools 

or churches in the community so that is something a project like this could provide. He said if there is an 

accident and the oil leaks, it will come on shore and the community will suffer the consequences. 

NA showed the slide of the area of interest and said that the black line represented the entire Licence 

Block DWOB for which TEEPSA has an exploration right. This means that they have permission to carry out 

exploration throughout the entire block. However, TEEPSA are only planning to do exploration drilling in 

the area marked in yellow and the closest point from that area to Hondeklipbaai is about 188 km. He said 

he was aware of a number of other companies such as Searcher and TPS holding meetings recently along 

the West Coast for oil and gas exploration. He said those two companies were applying for a 

reconnaissance permit which is different to an exploration permit and is only valid for one year. He said 

only limited activities can be undertaken with a reconnaissance permit and these companies want to do 

seismic surveys. Anyone who applies for a reconnaissance permit can choose to explore in the same area 

as somebody else and both these companies were exploring in a similar area to DWOB. If they discovered 

something of interest then they would apply for an exploration right so that they could also do 

exploration drilling. He said this was what was causing all the confusion in the communities along the 

West Coast. He said TEEPSA already had an exploration right for the project which was being presented in 

the meeting and this gave them permission to do further exploration activities. This permit was valid for 

five years and at that time TEEPSA were only doing desktop studies. As part of this exploration right 

TEEPSA had applied to do additional work in DWOB and if they received environmental authorisation, 

they would drill an exploration well at a location where they think there may be oil or gas in the area of 

interest, to determine whether there are hydrocarbons present. He said the project that TEEPSA were 

undertaking was different to what the other two companies were doing but they were in the same area, 

so that was what was causing all the confusion. He said all these companies were looking for oil and gas 

in the same area because they thought that hydrocarbons may be present in the area but they were all 

different companies doing different projects and they were at different stages in the exploration phase of 

the oil and gas life-cycle. 

3.9 JA said that in 1988 an oil company wanted to drill two wells for oil and gas and when they met with the 

community they said they would take the oil or gas from the platform by pipeline straight to Saldanha so the 

community of Hondeklipbaai would be bypassed and would not benefit from the project. He said in 2000 

another company came back because they knew there’s oil and gas off the coast from Hondeklipbaai but they 

also wanted to take it by pipeline straight to Saldanha. He said that the community want to benefit from the 

project so TEEPSA must provide training for the community so that when it starts in 10 years’ time they are 
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ready to work on the project. He said TEEPSA can train some of the youngsters who are still in school and send 

them to university so that they are ready to work on the project when it begins. 

Chris Spies (CSP) of TEEPSA said that what TEEPSA wanted to do was an exploration drilling campaign and 

the exploration drilling would only last from 2 to 3 months. He said the purpose of the campaign would be 

to determine whether there is oil or gas present, whether it is good quality and whether it can be 

extracted. He said that as things stood TEEPSA wasn’t even sure whether they would find any oil or gas. 

He said TEEPSA couldn’t send people for training to university for 4 or 5 years based on a project that 

would only last 2 to 3 months and may not even discover anything. He showed the presentation slide 

depicting the oil and gas life cycle and explained that TEEPSA was currently in the exploration phase and 

they were planning to do a 2 to 3 month exploration drilling campaign to determine if oil or gas was 

present. If TEEPSA did find something they would conduct an appraisal campaign and drill up to 4 or 5 

additional wells to gather further information. If these results were promising then TEEPSA would move 

into the development phase to determine how the resource could be developed commercially and where 

it could be marketed and sold. He said once TEEPSA reached this stage then they would start looking at 

things like Corporate Social Investment (CSI) and training for community members. He said it would 

therefore be difficult to send people for training for 4 to 5 years while TEEPSA was conducting a 2 to 3 

months drilling campaign that might not discover any oil or gas. 

3.10 DME said that people had consulted them about looking for diamonds and had promised them things but 

when they discovered diamonds they didn’t do anything for the community of Hondeklipbaai. She said 

TEEPSA could go and do exploration drilling and discover oil and then the same thing could happen. She asked 

why the community should support the project without any commitment to provide benefits to the 

community if TEEPSA were successful and discovered oil and went on to develop it. She said TEEPSA shouldn’t 

just come and do whatever they liked in the ocean just because they could. She said the community of 

Hondeklipbaai depend on the ocean for their livelihoods and TEEPSA couldn’t just explore and do what they 

liked without the community’s permission and without giving a commitment to any benefits for the 

community. She said the community couldn’t agree to a project if they were not going to gain anything from 

it. The community needed to understand what they would gain from the project. 

CSP said that the meeting was part of a formal legal process and the purpose of the meeting was to 

explain the project to the community and find out their issues and concerns so that TEEPSA could go away 

and address them and then come back in another meeting to explain how they were going to address the 

community’s issues. 

NA said that it is only when an application for a production right is made that there is a legal requirement 

for a Social and Labour Plan. He said it was the same as prospecting for mining and as they were still only 

in the exploration stage they could simply take note of the community’s concern around this issue. 

 3.11 JA said that there should be a workshop with the community to discuss the benefits for the community from 

the project. He said at least two or three children should be sent for training or TEEPSA could build a school in 

Hondeklipbaai. TEEPSA could say they have R400 000 for the community and we could tell you what we would 

like to do with that money. 

KMU said that if TEEPSA commences with the production phase, they will come into the community and 

do public participation to determine what skills exist in the community and what skills are needed. They 

will sit with the community to listen to their issues and needs. TEEPSA won’t just meet with the leaders, 

they will meet with the women, the youth and men so that the community can decide what project or 

projects should be implemented. KMU gave an example of a CSI project that TEEPSA was doing.  

3.12 Sarah Koordan (SK) said that oil and gas projects had been coming to Hondeklipbaai for a very long time and 

when all of this started there were children here that were now old people and some of them had already 

passed away. She said the previous week pamphlets were handed out that said they want to drill for oil and 

gas again and she wanted to know if this was the same people who came looking for oil and gas all those 
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years ago. She said the previous projects were rejected or stopped and they never proceeded because the 

local Hondeklipbaai community received no benefits from those projects. She said a pipeline was proposed 

from where they wanted to drill to Saldanha Bay and this excluded the community of Hondeklipbaai. From 

what she understood of this project, TEEPSA wanted to drill for oil and gas between Port Nolloth and 

Hondeklipbaai. However, if there is going to be drilling here, the local community must benefit because they 

will be the ones who will be impacted by the project. She said she would like to request that if there is to be 

drilling for oil here on the West Coast, TEEPSA must involve the local community. She said Hondeklipbaai was 

a poor town that didn’t have schools, churches or shops. She said people must pay R400 per person for 

transport to the nearest town to go and do shopping. She said they were living in the past and they were very 

careful not to just agree to everything and everyone who came here.  

NA said that this project was not related to any previous projects that may have taken place in the area 

and this was a new application to drill one exploration well to determine whether any oil or gas was 

present where TEEPSA decided to drill. If that well was successful and oil or gas was discovered, then 

TEEPSA would be permitted to drill up to 9 additional wells to determine how big the resource was. Only 

once TEEPSA had found oil or gas and determined that it was commercially viable would they apply for a 

production right and that was still a long time away. 

3.13 DME said this was not just exploration that TEEPSA was proposing. She said De Beers Mining also said they 

were doing exploration and then it was another company and then it wasn’t them anymore but another 

company. She said all these companies came with empty promises, saying they wouldn’t do this or they 

wouldn’t do that and this was just the same, everything was just a replay of what happened before. TEEPSA 

couldn’t just say that if they drilled 9 well holes in the ocean that they were done because there would be an 

impact on the people who rely on the ocean for their livelihood. If the community want to go and catch 

crayfish or go fishing this project will affect them. The community are fishers. What are the community going 

to do if the project proceeds? What can we really say? Whatever we say doesn’t matter because nobody 

listens to what we say and all we receive is just empty promises. 

NM said that this point had already been made and the project team would take note of the concern. 

3.14 JA said that he knows that there is oil in the ocean off the coast from Hondeklipbaai. 

3.15 DME said the community don’t want to shoot the project down but they are concerned about the negative 

impacts and if TEEPSA or SLR can remove those negative impacts from their minds they would feel a lot better. 

She said they don’t want the same thing to happen as what happened with the mining around Hondeklipbaai. 

They are a poor community and they don’t want any more negative impacts that will affect their livelihoods. 

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 NM put up the contact details for SLR on the screen and said all the issues and comments made in the meeting 

would be included in the Draft Scoping Report and responses would be provided. She thanked all the 

attendees for their patience and participation in the discussions and formally closed the meeting. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 John C Adams Hondeklipbaai JA 

2 Diana Mentoor Resident DME 

3 Delana Titus   

4 Metro Filton Community Member  

5 Aletta Adams   

6 William Darg   

7 Dawid Markus PR Councillor DM 

8 John Mentoor  JM 

9 Sarah Koordan  SK 

10 Susan Ruiter Resident  

11 Reney Jantjies Hondeklipbaai  

12 John A Cloete   

13 Adam Roelf   

14 Martin Ross   

15 Andries Soggop   

16 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) 
Ltd (NMA) 

NM 

17 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA  JD 

18 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

19 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA  AX 

20 Khuliso Mudau TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) KMU 

21 Chris Spies TEEPSA CSP 

22 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CA 

23 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

24 Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase

C
u

rr
en

t 
p

h
a

se

F
u

tu
re

 p
h

as
es

 –
N

ew
 E

A
’s

 r
eq

u
ir

e
d

12

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32

33 34

35 36
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE MIRIAM OWIES COMMUNITY HALL, DORINGBAAI 
HELD ON 23 NOVEMBER  2022, 16H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator, i.e., she is not employed by the applicant or the Environmental 

Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any vested interest in the project or the outcome of the 

project.  Chris Fourie (CF) and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) were introduced as interpreters for Afrikaans and isiXhosa, 

respectively.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Khuliso Mudau (KMU) from TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR Consulting (South Africa) 

(Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and 

would only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to 

distribute further information and invite people to future meetings. 

 She noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and photos will be taken of the 

meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees.  

NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

the attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English but requested Afrikaans translations of everything. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow everyone to ask 

questions and comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered during the ESIA. She 

noted that the EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered in the study 

but noted that the project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this stage as all questions will 

be addressed during the ESIA phase.  

NM explained that in order to give everybody in the meeting an opportunity to provide input during the 

discussion it was proposed to have a breakaway session where people would be placed into small groups with 

a facilitator who would write down each person’s issues, concerns and questions on a flipchart. There would 

then be a plenary session where the issues, concerns and questions from all the groups would be presented to 
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NO. ITEM 

all attendees and the project team would provide responses where possible or indicate how the issue or concern 

would be addressed in the study.  

NM requested that attendees must treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak and 

be heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested KMU to give his presentation. 

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

zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

KMU covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently involved 

in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether they are 

oil or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then the project can move 

to phase 2, the appraisal phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size and other 

characteristics of the reserve and usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase yields 

positive results then phase 3, the development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines 

whether the reserve is commercially viable and what the market for the product would be. It also begins with 

the installation of the infrastructure required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would 

then commence to extract the oil or gas from the reservoir and process it onshore and then market and sell the 

product. This is the longest phase of the oil and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the 

resource has been depleted, phase 5, the decommissioning phase, would commence with the removal of the 

infrastructure, plugging and testing of the wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 years. 

It is important to note that an environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each new phase 

of the life cycle and the ESIA process includes public participation. KMU said the current project would only 

proceed to the next phase if oil or gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration wells results 

in the discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in 

the northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has 

exploration rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-submersible 

drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels and a 

helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

KMU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in 

the ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, 

seabed features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold Benguela 

Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore regions of the 

southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning and larval drift 

areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any marine 

protected areas or critical biodiversity areas and ecological support areas in terms of the National Coastal and 

Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 3.84% of the national effort and 

3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % and 0.1 % respectively of the tuna 

pole fishery take place within the area of interest with no overlap for any of the other commercial fisheries.  
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NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSF) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSF generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSF on a 

number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial fishing 

companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South African but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, however, 

pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the area of interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed to 

a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to assess 

these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. CLARITY SEEKING QUESTIONS ON THE PRESENTATIONS 

3.1 An attendee said that most of the people were currently at work and would only finish at 17h00. He said the 

meeting was scheduled for 16h00 to 18h00 and some people would join the meeting after 17h00. 

NM indicated that they are welcome to join, and discussions would be repeated if necessary.  

3.2 Andrew Stevens (AS) said that the presentation stated that 3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic 

long-line fishery comes from where TEEPSA want to drill and that was the fishery that the fishermen of 

Doringbaai are involved in. He said that was of great concern to them because in the current season, the 

Department of Fisheries had only allocated 3 000 tons for the large pelagic long-line fishery for the whole 

industry, part of which was allocated to the East Coast and the other part to the West Coast. He said if one took 

3.14% of 3 000 tons, that would be nearly 100 tons that could not be caught. He asked how this specific issue 

would be addressed. 

NA displayed the slide showing the map of the large pelagic long-line fishery on the West Coast and said 

that the 3.14% referred to the whole of License Block DWOB. He said the area of interest was a much 

smaller area of approximately 9 700 km². He said the area of overlap was still quite large but when TEEPSA 

wanted to drill the exploration well, the footprint would be much smaller. He said it was not known at that 

stage where the well would be located but the area that would be affected would be very small compared 

to the area of interest. He said a specialist study would be conducted by a commercial fisheries specialist 

who would investigate the potential impacts and determine what mitigation measures would be required 

to try and reduce the significance of the impacts or avoid them altogether. At that stage it had been 

identified as an issue that needed to be investigated in the next phase of the study. 

3.3 Richard Owies (RO) said that in the presentation it mentioned that the material that is removed from the well 

hole is pumped up to the ship and then after it is just thrown overboard. He said he wanted to know what the 

material that is thrown overboard contains. 

KMU said that when drilling takes place, the drill cuttings, which is the material such as rock that is 

removed from the hole, is pumped to the surface. He said a special drilling mud is used to aid this process 

and also to lubricate the drill bit. He said there are different types of drilling mud and water-based mud is 

about 80% seawater and other materials. He said there are two stages to the drilling process. The first is 

the riserless stage and water-based mud is used in this stage. The drill cuttings from this stage are non-

toxic and they are disposed of on the seabed around the drilling hole. Once the initial hole has been drilled, 

then a riser, which is a casing, is fixed to the hole and connected to the ship or drilling rig. Non-aqueous 

drilling fluid is used during the risered drilling phase and is pumped to the ship or drilling rig through the 

riser together with the drill cuttings. This waste material is treated on board and tested for toxicity and if 
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it is found to be non-toxic after treatment, it is discharged overboard. If it is still toxic after treatment then 

it is taken ashore and disposed of safely on land. 

3.4 RO said the presentation mentioned the possibility of a major spill and asked for more detail on what a major 

spill could entail and how it would be contained. 

NA said that a major spill would refer to a blowout at the well. He said a specialist study would carry out 

modelling to determine how the oil or gas would dissipate in the ocean. At this stage he said he could not 

provide greater detail on the quantities involved and where it would go as this would be determined 

through the modelling. He said there are various industrywide standard procedures that are used to 

prevent such an occurrence which include the blowout preventer (BOP) which is put on the well before the 

riser is connected to the well. TEEPSA would also have to prepare an oil spill contingency plan (OSCP) that 

would have to be submitted to the authorities before they commenced with drilling operations. This is a 

very detailed, project specific document that contains all the measures that TEEPSA would implement in 

the event of such an occurrence. The authorities review that document and if it is considered adequate, it 

is signed off and TEEPSA would be required to implement the measures contained in the document in the 

event of such an occurrence. 

Chris Spies (CSP) of TEEPSA said the modelling would indicate where the oil would be most likely to go in 

the event of a blowout and TEEPSA would use that information to prepare the OSCP which would contain 

three different tiers of severity with Tier 3 being the most serious incident with the largest quantity of oil 

being released. He said the BOP feeds information to the ship and should the instruments on the ship detect 

a sudden increase in pressure, they can immediately shut the well off to prevent any leakage. In the 

extreme unlikely event that there was a BOP failure leading to a blowout then there are various measures 

contained in the OSCP such as a capping stack that lands on top of the BOP and shuts the well off. There is 

also a surface response with vessels spraying dispersant on the oil slick and detecting which way it is 

moving. 

4. BREAKAWAY SESSIONS  

4.1 GROUP 1 QUESTIONS RAISED  

4.1.1 An attendee asked whether there could be amendments to the focus areas for community development shown 

in the presentation so that they include additional focus areas such as training and development for community 

members and business development. 

4.1.2 An attendee asked whether a structure could be established to enable the community to discuss the 

implementation of the community development focus areas in Doringbaai. The structure should have a broad-

based representation to include all sectors of the community. 

4.1.3 An attendee asked how TEEPSA would involve the local community from Doringbaai in employment and training 

initiatives in each of the five phases of the oil and gas life cycle. 

4.1.4 An attendee asked when the exploration drilling would commence and how long it would last. 

4.1.5 An attendee asked when production would start and how long it would last. 

4.1.6 An attendee asked how the Doringbaai community could do business directly with TEEPSA throughout the 

duration of the project. 

4.1.7 An attendee asked whether this was a new project or an old project that was being started up again. 

4.1.8 An attendee said that all future communication should be undertaken via email using the contact details 

provided in the attendance register. 

4.2 GROUP 2 QUESTIONS RAISED  

4.2.1 Louis Afrikaner (LA) asked where Block 5/6/7 is located. 

4.2.2 LA asked whether the noise from exploration drilling would affect people on land. 
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4.2.3 LA asked whether there would be any fish left in the ocean by 2050 as a result of the continuing exploration for 

oil and gas and the use of fossil fuels which is causing climate change. 

4.2.4 Dwayne Adams (DA) asked whether there would be any employment opportunities when TEEPSA do the 

exploration drilling or if they discover oil. 

4.2.5 Petro Domberg (PD) asked how TEEPSA would close the well holes once they have finished drilling. 

4.2.6 PD asked what opportunities there would be from the project for local fishermen. 

4.2.7 PD asked what the impact of exploration drilling would be on marine living resources like whales, dolphins, 

yellowtail, etc. 

4.2.8 PD asked what the impact of the abandoned wells would be on the fishing industry once TEEPSA had finished 

with their exploration. 

4.2.9 Pedro Engelbrecht (PE) said that the currents start in the deep water out in DWOB and come inshore. He said 

when there are strong currents the local SSF are not able to fish. He said from his experience, if TEEPSA find oil 

or gas and go into production then there will be much stronger currents which will impact the SSF. 

4.2.10 PE asked what the process would be going forwards if TEEPSA discovers oil and how could the Doringbaai 

community expect to benefit. 

4.2.11 Peter Owies (PO) asked what the timeframe would be for the exploration drilling process. 

4.2.12 PO asked whether any government officials or concerned groups would be involved in monitoring the 

exploration drilling process. 

4.2.13 PO asked whether there would be any opportunities for the local communities, and particularly the local youth, 

from the exploration drilling. 

4.2.14 Warren Adams (WA) asked when TEEPSA intended to start drilling. 

4.2.15 WA asked whether TEEPSA would come back and speak to the community if they found oil or even if they did 

not find anything whether they would still come back and inform the community. 

5. DISCUSSION TO PROVIDE RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS RAISED IN THE BREAKAWAY SESSION 

5.1 An attendee asked whether there could be amendments to the focus areas for community development shown 

in the presentation so that they include additional focus areas such as training and development for community 

members and business development. 

KMU indicated in his presentation that in terms of corporate social investment (CSI) TEEPSA would sit down 

with the community and discuss what it was that the community wanted and would not impose anything 

on the community. He said TEEPSA had developed their CSI around a number of focus areas so a project 

must focus on at least one of those focus areas or a combination of a number of the focus areas. He said 

training and development could fall under education and business development could fall under social 

upliftment. He said in terms of business development, TEEPSA would not be looking at just providing capital 

but would also be looking to provide the necessary skills to run the business (for example) so that once 

TEEPSA has left, the business will still continue operating. 

5.2 An attendee asked whether a structure could be established to enable the community to discuss the 

implementation of the community development focus areas in Doringbaai. The structure should have a broad-

based representation to include all sectors of the community. 

KMU said that TEEPSA was looking at establishing different kinds of structures to address different issues. 

He said TEEPSA would be appointing community  liaison officers (CLOs) to work with the communities and 

find out what the different issues and concerns were and report on these to TEEPSA. He said the CLOs 

would not come from Cape Town but would be members of the community so that they would understand 

the issues in the community. He said TEEPSA’s CSI department was also looking into appointing a dedicated 

CSI coordinator who would look at all the issues around CSI and the implementation of CSI projects. 
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An attendee said he would like to counter the proposal to appoint CLOs because there have been a number of 

CLOs in Doringbaai for different projects and it did not work. He said that is why they proposed establishing a 

structure with broad representation to discuss issues with TEEPSA. 

KMU said that this could work because the community had identified the need for the structure rather than 

a CLO. He said that structure could liaise with the CLO appointed by TEEPSA. 

Collette Appoles (CAP) of TEEPSA said that concerns had been raised around the name “community liaison 

officer” from other communities so TEEPSA had decided to change the name to stakeholder engagement 

officers (SEOs). The SOEs would come to the communities and hold meetings to discuss the community’s 

issues and needs to see how TEEPSA can assist the community and also to discuss any grievances the 

community may have with TEEPSA. She said the SEOs would be appointed in 2023. 

5.3 An attendee asked how TEEPSA would involve the local community from Doringbaai in employment and training 

initiatives in each of the five phases of the oil and gas life cycle. 

CSP said that it’s important to note that the exploration drilling phase is usually a very short campaign 

which lasts from 3 to 4 months. He said training opportunities therefore usually happen later in the life-

cycle. He said if TEEPSA discover a resource through exploration drilling then they will go into the appraisal 

phase to get more information about what is in the reservoir and if that information shows promise then 

TEEPSA will move into the development and production phases. These phases are likely to last 20 to 30 

years so that is when TEEPSA would look at things like skills development. He said training usually lasts a 

number of years and it is therefore not feasible during the exploration drilling campaign to do training in 

the community because the campaign only last a few months. 

PO said that the previous company that held a meeting in Doringbaai said that there will be about 10 job 

opportunities for the people in the community but they did not mention how long these jobs would last.  

AS asked how TEEPSA would ensure that that the people who were given skills training would be employed 

during the production phase after the three or four months of exploration drilling has finished. He said it is 

important that TEEPSA don’t only start training people once the production phase commences. He said TEEPSA 

should start training people before the production phase so that they are ready to start work when the 

production phase begins. 

CSP said that TEEPSA could drill for three or four months and not find anything so the project could end 

there and not proceed any further. However, if TEEPSA does discover oil or gas and move into appraisal, 

development and then production, he said that is when the CSI projects would begin. 

KMU said that any training or business development would be acceptable and would not be restricted to 

the oil and gas industry. He said the community would be asked to tell TEEPSA what they wanted and this 

could be any type of business that the community wanted to pursue. He said it could be fishing, for 

example, and TEEPSA could provide equipment or training on how to market and sell fish. He added that 

CSI project run outside the ESIA phase and could be implemented at any time, whether or not the project 

goes into production phase. It is a commitment TEEPSA has made in the communities they operate within. 

5.4 An attendee asked when the exploration drilling would commence and how long it would last and when 

production would start and how long it would last. 

KMU said that TEEPSA was currently applying for environmental authorisation to commence with 

exploration drilling and the ESIA process would last 300 days. TEEPSA therefore anticipates an 

environmental authorisation in about a year’s time. In terms of TEEPSA’s planning, he said they are hoping 

to commence with exploration drilling in the first or second quarter of 2024. He said if TEEPSA discovered 

oil or gas then the appraisal phase would takes 3 to 5 years and thereafter the development phase would 

take another five years so although it was not possible to give an exact date those were the typical 

timeframes of the project phases. 

5.5 An attendee asked how the Doringbaai community could do business directly with TEEPSA throughout the 

duration of the project. 
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KMU said TEEPSA was investigating local content and making use of local companies if they have goods or 

services that TEEPSA needs but said that this was likely to be much later in the process if the project moved 

into production. He said that if local companies had goods or services that TEEPSA could use now they 

would look into that, which services providers would follow the proper procurement processes in place. 

5.6 PO said that if TEEPSA discovered oil or gas and proceeded through the different phases then the question was 

how TEEPSA would develop the community. If TEEPSA discovered gas then the community would want to do 

business with TEEPSA. He said the community couldn’t wait until TEEPSA began with production before they set 

up companies and got all the paperwork in place to do business with TEEPSA. He said that process should start 

right after the exploration drilling campaign if TEEPSA discoveres oil or gas. 

KMU said that if the project moved to the development stage and production, then they would have to 

produce a Social and Labour Plan which would identify the skills that were available and the gap in skills 

through consultation with the communities. He said that was a legislated process that TEEPSA would have 

to undertake before they could move into production. What TEEPSA was doing was CSI which was not 

regulated by law but TEEPSA’s committment to doing in terms of investing in the communities while 

waiting for production to commence. CSI would be undertaken irrespective of whether the project moved 

into production so that at least there would be some form of development in the communities, despite the 

progress in the project. He said it made more sense for the communities to prepare for CSI developments 

that would take place in the short-term rather than start preparing for production which may only take 

place in 10 years’ time or longer. 

5.7 An attendee asked whether this was a new project or an old project that was being started up again. 

KMU said that it was a new project which is in the exploration phase which phase is about 9 to 12 years. 

He said TEEPSA was currently applying for environmental authorisation to carry out exploration drilling. 

He said TEEPSA had had the exploration right for DWOB since 2014. 

5.8 An attendee said that all future communication should be undertaken via email using the contact details 

provided in the attendance register. 

KMU said that this would be done and he reminded everyone attending the meeting to write clearly 

because if one letter was not clear then the email address could be captured incorrectly and that person 

would not receive any correspondence in the future. 

5.9 Louis Afrikaner (LA) asked where Block 5/6/7 was located. 

KMU said that Block 5/6/7 was located on the South-West Coast about 60 km from Cape Town and it is a 

separate project not related to the DWOB project. 

5.10 LA asked whether the noise from exploration drilling would affect people on land. 

NA said there would be a noise modelling study undertaken to determine what the zone of impact relating 

to the noise could be. He said the drilling activities would take place underwater so people above the water 

would not be able to hear anything and the location of the drilling would also be more than 180 km 

offshore. 

5.11 LA asked whether there would be any fish left in the ocean by 2050 as a result of the continuing exploration for 

oil and gas and the use of fossil fuels which is causing climate change. 

NA said that this was a difficult question to answer as the ocean was a complex environment and there 

were many factors which could affect fish such as sea temperature, currents, the wind, etc. He said he 

would like to think that there would still be fish in 2050 but if there were not then the world would have 

serious problems. 

5.12 PD asked how TEEPSA would close the well holes once they had finished drilling and what the impact of the 

abandoned wells would be on the fishing industry once TEEPSA had finished with their exploration. 

CSP said that when the drilling was completed there would be a plugging and abandonment programme 

and a wellhead would be installed. This would be a metal cap which would be about 3 m in diameter and 

4.5 m tall which would be cemented and sealed in place on top of the hole. Integrity testing would be 



 

 

TEEPSA: ESIA for Exploration Well Drilling in Deep Water Orange Basin, West Coast, South Africa 

 

 8 
 

 

 

NO. ITEM 

undertaken and the site would then be abandoned. He said a special cement for offshore drilling would be 

used and not normal building cement. 

5.13 PD asked what the impact of exploration drilling would be on marine living resources like whales, dolphins, 

yellowtail, etc. and asked how TEEPSA could be sure that these creatures would not be close by when they were 

doing their drilling. 

NA said that this was a key issue that would be investigated during the study and that was why a noise 

modelling study would be undertaken. The noise modelling study would look at the level of noise that 

would be generated by the drilling and how far this noise would extend in the ocean. The marine ecologist 

would then take that information and determine how that noise could potentially impact on the whales, 

dolphins and other species of marine fauna. He said there were various thresholds documented in the 

scientific literature and the marine ecologist would do a comparison of the expected level of emissions and 

how far they could extend and compare this with the thresholds. He said based on that assessment the 

study would then recommend mitigation measures to reduce or avoid any impacts on marine fauna. 

5.14 Pedro Engelbrecht (PE) said that the currents start in the deep water out in DWOB and come inshore. He said 

when there are strong currents the local SSF are not able to fish. He said that the ice is melting from global 

warming and the sea water is rising and there are higher waves. He said from his experience, if TEEPSA find oil 

or gas and go into production then there will be much stronger currents which will impact the SSF. 

NA said that SLR were currently identifying all the issues that needed to be investigated. He said there 

would be a fisheries impact assessment study to assess how the proposed well drilling could potentially 

affect the fisheries and those findings would be presented during the EIA phase of the study. 

5.15 PO asked whether any government officials or concerned groups would be involved in monitoring the 

exploration drilling process. 

NA said that once the drilling had been completed, TEEPSA would be required to prepare a closeout report 

which would be submitted to the Petroleum Agency South Africa (PASA) which is the government agency 

responsible for the oil and gas industry. The report would cover all the activities that were monitored during 

the drilling operation and should there be anything that was not done correctly then PASA would hold 

TEEPSA to account. 

PO asked whether there would be any government officials on board the rig or drilling ship while the drilling is 

taking place to monitor what is being done. 

NA said that normally there would be no officials on board but TEEPSA would have to submit daily reports 

to PASA which would provide all the information that should be monitored and some of those monitoring 

requirements would be an output of the ESIA process. The ESIA report would contain an Environmental 

Management Program which would set out all the measures that would need to be implemented to ensure 

that the predicted impacts were managed appropriately. There would also be recommendations for 

monitoring that would have to be undertaken during the operations. He said there were occasions when 

officials would visit a rig or drilling ship, for example, there was a rig off the West Coast at that time and 

officials had visited the rig but an official wasn’t usually stationed permanently on the rig during 

operations. 

5.16 WA asked whether TEEPSA would come back and speak to the community if they found oil or even if they did 

not find anything whether they would still come back and inform the community. 

KMU said that TEEPSA was obligated to notify I&APs who had participated in the ESIA when they were 

about to commence with drilling and when they had completed the plugging and abandonment. He said 

that by virtue of having attended the meeting and signed the attendance register all the participants were 

I&APs and would be informed of these activities. 

5.17 PO asked whether TEEPSA would notify all the SSF when they were about to start drilling. 

NA said that everybody on the project database would be informed and that database included many SSF 

representatives. TEEPSA was also required to notify the South African Navy Hydrographic Office who would 

then notify all mariners that TEEPSA would be on location for the duration of the drilling period. TEEPSA 
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would also have support vessels on location who would inform any approaching fishing vessels that they 

were approaching the drilling operation. There would therefore be a number of different mechanisms 

through which the SSF would be notified. He said that if there were any key people that the attendees 

thought should be notified about the project and its activities going forwards then they should send their 

contact details to SLR using the email address provided on the document they were given about the project 

so that these contacts could be included on the database and kept up-to-date going forwards. 

5.18 PD asked how the well hole would be closed because before drilling the location of the hole would be 

undisturbed seabed that formed part of the natural environment for the fish. He asked whether the material 

that would be used to close the well hole would be safe for the fish and marine life. 

NA said that once all the material was removed from the well hole and pumped onto the ship, specially 

formulated cement would be pumped into the hole to ensure that the structure of the hole was stabilised. 

There would be a metal structure as well which would prevent the hole from collapsing. There would be 

special plugs at various depths down the hole to seal it and prevent any leakages. He said that this would 

all be below the surface of the seabed so there would be no opportunity for the marine fauna within the 

water column to come into contact with or digest the material that was put into the hole to seal it. 

6. CLOSURE 

6.1 NM put up the contact details for SLR on the screen and said that all the issues and comments made in the 

meeting would be included in the Draft Scoping Report and responses would be provided. She thanked all the 

attendees for their patience and participation in the discussions and formally closed the meeting. 
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NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 Andrew Stevens Doringbaai Community AS 

2 Pieter Dam Doringbaai Community  

3 Peter Owies Doringbaai Community PO 

4 Petro Domberg Doringbaai Community PD 

5 Julian R Stevens   

6 Richard John Owies Doringbaai Concerned Group RO 

7 Louis Afrikaner  LA 

8 Dwayne Adams  DA 

9 Elvis Olsen   

10 Shadley Klaast   

11 Danwill Saul Chairperson - Matzikama Youth Empowerment Organisation  

12 Pedro Engelbrecht Katz Korana Royal House PE 

13 Warren Adams Doringbaai Community WA 

14 Alicia Dam   

15 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) 
Ltd 

NM 

16 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA   

17 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

18 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA   

19 Khuliso Mudau TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) KMU 

20 Chris Spies TEEPSA CSP 

21 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CAP 

22 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

23 Castro Ravhuhali SLR  
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• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase
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Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32

33 34

35 36
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42



 

 

TEEPSA: ESIA for Exploration Well Drilling in Block DWOB, West Coast, South Africa 

 

 12 
 

 

 

APPENDIX C: PHOTOS OF FOCUS-GROUP MEETING 

  

  

  
 





 

  

 

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

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE LAMBERT’S BAY HOTEL CONFERENCE CENTRE, LAMBERT’S 

BAY HELD ON 24 NOVEMBER  2022, 12H00 
 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She said she is not 

employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any vested 

interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  She then introduced the two interpreters, Chris Fourie 

(CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Khuliso Mudau (KMU) from TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR Consulting (South Africa) 

(Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and would 

only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to distribute 

further information and invite people to future meetings. 

 She noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and photos will be taken of the 

meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees.  

NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that the 

attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English but requested Afrikaans translations of everything. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow everyone to ask questions and 

comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered during the ESIA. She noted that the 

EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered in the study but noted that the 

project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this stage as all questions will be addressed during 

the ESIA phase.  

NM requested that all attendees must treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak 

and be heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on 

silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested KMU to give his presentation. 
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NO. ITEM 

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

zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

KMU covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently involved 

in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether they are oil 

or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then the project can move 

to phase 2, the appraisal phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years.  Appraisal phase determines the size and 

other characteristics of the reserve and usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase 

yields positive results then phase 3, the development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines 

whether the reserve is commercially viable and what the market for the product would be. It also includes the 

installation of the infrastructure required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would then 

commence to extract the oil or gas from the reservoir, process it onshore and then market and sell the product. 

This is the longest phase of the oil and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the resource 

has been depleted, phase 5, the decommissioning phase would commence, with the removal of the 

infrastructure, plugging and testing of the wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 years. 

It is important to note that an environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each new phase 

of the life cycle and the ESIA process includes public participation. KMU said the current project would only 

proceed to the next phase if oil or gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration wells results 

in a discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in the 

northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has exploration 

rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-submersible 

drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels and a 

helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

KMU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in the 

ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, seabed 

features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold Benguela 

Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore regions of the 

southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning and larval drift 

areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any marine 

protected areas or critical biodiversity areas and ecological support areas in terms of the National Coastal and 

Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 3.84 % of the national effort and 

3.14 % of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % and 0.1 % respectively of the tuna 

pole fishery take place within the Area of Interest with no overlap for any of the other commercial fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSFs) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSFs generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSFs on 
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a number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial fishing 

companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South Africa but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, however, 

pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the Area of Interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed to 

a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to assess 

these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  

3.1 Johnathan van der Westhuizen (JvdW) said it was clear to him that this project was not going to bring any job 

opportunities for the local community. He asked what the total greenhouse gas emissions would be for the 

project. 

KMU said that the exploration drilling campaign would last from 3 to 4 months and the activities that 

would be undertaken would require highly skilled personnel so it is unlikely that local people would get 

long term job opportunities in this phase of the project. 

NA said that in terms of emissions there would be a specialist study that would undertake a climate impact 

assessment and an air quality assessment. He said that study would calculate the total emissions 

emanating from the project and that figure would be included in the report for the next phase of the study. 

3.2 Rosey Shoshola (RS) said that she was a SSF from Lambert’s Bay and she also belonged to an organisation called 

Coastal Links. She said the first thing that bothered her was the language that was being used in the meeting. In 

Lambert’s Bay people spoke Afrikaans and they would appreciate it if the presentations were given in Afrikaans 

so that everybody had a clear understanding of what the project was all about. She said she wanted to know 

whether there were any rehabilitation plans in place for the project because this project would take place in the 

ocean and as a SSF who relied on the ocean the project would impact her livelihood and that of other SSFs. She 

said Lambert’s Bay was a fishing community and 60% of the community depended on the ocean for their 

livelihood so the exploration drilling would have an impact on people’s livelihoods. She said the presentation 

showed that the proposed drilling would take place far from the coast but the Area of Interest was still within 

their fishing grounds. She said during the snoek run the local boats went between 60 and 70 nautical miles 

(110 km to 130 km) from the coast. She asked what plan was in place to rehabilitate the drilling area if any 

damage was caused by the exploration drilling. She said the communities of Lambert’s Bay, Elands Bay and 

Doringbaai were totally dependent on the ocean for their livelihood. She said the unemployment rate in these 

communities was extremely high and the youth resorted to drugs like tik and alcohol and there was a high rate 

of teenage pregnancy because there was no future for their children. Their parents were SSFs who had to 

struggle to make a living. She said they were fighting with the government because they had been restricted to 

29 kg of crayfish per SSF and they could not survive on this allocation. She said that due to the lack of jobs 

matriculants went to sea because they did not need 2 years’ experience or a matric certificate to be a SSF. The 

ocean was the only opportunity for the youth to make a living and put food on the table for their families. She 

asked what would happen to these communities if this livelihood was taken away from them by this project. 

KMU said that the footprint of the area that would be disturbed for the exploration drilling would be very 

small. He said that once the exploration drilling was completed, rehabilitation would be carried out and a 

wellhead would be put in place to close the well hole. The wellhead would have a cap that has been 
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designed so that trawling can take place safely over it so it will protect the well hole and also enable the 

fishing industry to continue trawling safely. He said the water depth in the Area of Interest was between 

1000 m and 3000 m and this also meant that there was a lower chance of impacting on the fishing industry. 

NA said that the specialist studies that he mentioned in his presentation would contain recommendations 

for mitigation measures and rehabilitation that TEEPSA would be required to carry out and these would be 

documented in the Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) which would be compiled as part of 

the ESIA report. He said that in terms of the impact on fishing, the fisheries specialist and the marine 

ecologist would look at the potential impact of the project on fisheries, including the snoek fishery. He said 

the study had acknowledged that there were potential impacts on fisheries and the specialist studies would 

determine what those impacts were likely to be and propose mitigation measures to reduce or avoid those 

impacts. 

3.3 Pieter van Zyl (PvZ) said he was not sure if this issue was relevant to the current meeting but he wanted to raise 

it anyway. He said the mouth of the Jakkals River in Lambert’s Bay was closed off by a 4×4 trail and before this 

happened the whales used to give birth in the river mouth and it was a safe haven for whale calves which had 

been a tourist attraction. He said the southern mullet in the river used to be as big as five snoek but they were 

no longer there anymore. He said the river mouth was closed so that 4x4 owners could access the dune trails 

and drive their Jeeps on the sand dunes. He said this did not have any benefits for the local community and he 

couldn’t understand how this was allowed to happen and why nobody informed the community that this  was 

going to happen and why nobody asked any questions. 

NA said that unfortunately SLR were the EAP for the exploration drilling project and this issue was not 

related to this project. He suggested that PvZ contact the Western Cape Department of Environmental 

Affairs and Development Planning to report this matter and they could then investigate to determine if this 

was done legally. 

3.4 John van der Heever (JvdH) said he was a commercial nearshore fisherman. He said what worried him was that 

it appeared that this project had already been given the green light. He said at the recent COP 27 meeting in 

Egypt the key focus was on reducing the environmental impacts that humanity had been exposed to over the 

years. He said for 350 years the first world countries left them out of the decision-making process so he was 

pleased with the opportunity to provide his views on the proposed project. He said the ocean was a gift for 

everyone that depended on it for their livelihood. He said if there were going to be exploration activities 66 

nautical miles (122 km) north-west of Lambert’s Bay then there would definitely be impacts that would affect 

the fishing industry. He asked whether TEEPSA had looked at other areas along the West or East Coast or in 

other countries to see what the social and economic impacts of such a project would be because he believed 

that the extraction of the resource that TEEPSA was looking for so greedily would once again just bring 

enrichment to people outside South Africa. He said that people who were unknown to South Africans would 

receive dividends from the project but there would be no investment opportunities for local people in the oil 

and gas industry even though the oil and gas belonged to South Africa. He said people from outside the country 

would get to determine what was done with South Africa’s oil and gas and there would be no social or economic 

benefits for the country or Lambert’s Bay. He said if there was an accident in the ocean then the fishermen 

would have to go back to their old ways because they would have no way of earning a living but the problem 

was that they didn’t even own land any more to go back to farming. He said it was already well established that 

the oil and gas industry had impacts for the fishing industry and the exploration drilling would also impact the 

local birdlife. He said birds were very important for fishermen because the different species of birds that they 

saw when fishing indicated the species of fish that they could catch. He said the material that would be removed 

from the well hole and dumped back in the ocean would have an impact on the marine environment. He said 

the drill ships or drilling rigs that would carry out the exploration drilling would come from other territorial 

waters with ballast water that would impact the local fish and the livelihoods of the local fishermen. He asked 

whether there would be investment opportunities for local people if TEEPSA discovered oil or gas when they 

had finished drilling. He said a high school had recently been built in Lambert’s Bay which meant a lot to the 
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local community but there were no tertiary education institutions in the area and when the local children 

finished school they had to work in the shops which were not even owned by the local community. They became 

servants and labourers and were never uplifted. He said that just like the example given by PvZ about the Jakkals 

River, Hendrik Verwoerd built a dam in Clanwilliam and the water to Lambert’s Bay was reduced and this was 

partly responsible for the community’s descent into poverty. He said people came to Lambert’s Bay with boats 

and settled there and prospered. They built nice houses in town while the local people now live in informal 

settlements. He said this was the world that TEEPSA would bring to Lambert’s Bay. They would destroy the 

environment and bring more social problems. He said that unless the local people were allowed to invest in the 

project and become shareholders, the project would only benefit other people. He said the project would do 

nothing for him and would only bring problems for him as a nearshore fisherman. He said the project is not that 

far away from Lambert’s Bay. 

KMU said that the project was currently in the exploration phase and for each phase of the oil and gas life 

cycle, environmental authorisation would be required and TEEPSA would have to conduct public 

participation to determine all the issues of concern. These issues would then have to be addressed in the 

ESIA report and the ESMP and this would include all the social and economic impacts of the project. 

3.5 JvdW asked about TEEPSA’s record on other projects in terms of the mitigation of impacts and rehabilitation 

once a project has been completed. He requested evidence on the impacts from previous projects 20 years after 

they had been completed, especially in Africa. 

KMU said he did not have any specific facts or records available for other projects but in terms of other 

countries TEEPSA did have agreements with communities, for example, the EACOP agreement in Uganda 

and Tanzania where the local communities were benefiting from the construction of a gas pipeline. He said 

local communities were also benefiting from TEEPSA projects in Nigeria and other African countries. He 

said he did not have specific information at hand about previous projects but he could discuss this with 

JvdW after the meeting to see how he could assist with such information. 

3.6 RS said she just wanted to come back to the question asked by JvdH because she didn’t believe the question 

was answered properly. She said JvdH had asked about the possibility of the local SSFs becoming shareholders 

in the project if TEEPSA discovered oil or gas and went into production. She said the local community should not 

just be offered job opportunities. She said they should become managers and bosses as well. She said the first 

nation people did not want to just sweep the floors for the managers and bosses making huge profits from the 

assets of the first nation people. She said that they, as the first nation people, wanted to become the managers 

and bosses of their own assets. 

KMU said that there would be different levels of jobs available during the production phase, from entry-

level to managerial and executive level, and these could be in different sectors such as environmental and 

health and safety and not just technical jobs. He said that he could not give a response on the issue of 

shares or equity in the project but it was something that TEEPSA would take on board and consider. 

3.7 Francois Swartbooi (FS) said he was part of the local black business forum. He said that one of the biggest 

concerns for the local communities was that the West Coast had all the resources but it was people from outside 

who came and exploited those resources and benefited from them rather than the local people. He said the 

government was focusing on developing the blue economy and creating benefits for local communities and he 

hoped that this project would follow that approach. He said the fishing towns along the West Coast were 

dependent on the blue economy and TEEPSA would like to operate in that space so they should bear that in 

mind when planning this project. He said the exploration phase was the inception phase of the project and that 

was when all the issues should be addressed and the agreements should be drawn up. He said the local 

communities did not want to be dealing with all these issues in the production phase. He said in 1998 the 

government signed two contracts, one with Saldanha Steel and the other with Namaqua Sands, and that was 

the first time the government allowed foreign companies to exploit the resources of the West Coast. These two 

projects provided two of the biggest employment opportunities for people living on the West Coast but Saldanha 
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Steel had since closed down. He said the international companies were given the right to bring in their own 

management from overseas and this caused a lot of problems because the local community were never dealing 

with the same people when they tried to negotiate with these companies. He said TEEPSA had long been 

established in South Africa and had a good reputation and the people of the West Coast saw this project as an 

opportunity to benefit in a meaningful way from their resources. He said that TEEPSA should provide detailed 

information on the focus areas that were shown in the presentation when they come for the next meeting 

because this was where the local community would benefit from the project. He said the local community had 

to deal with the noise from the Saldanha-Sishen railway line but they didn’t benefit from it because all the 

benefits were at the port in Saldanha. He said 12 small harbours were proclaimed for development in the 

Western Cape through Operation Phakisa and Lambert’s Bay harbour was one of them so there had been 

investment from government. He requested TEEPSA to look at using Lambert’s Bay harbour as their logistics 

base for the project. He said if the project were to go ahead as proposed then all the benefits would go to Sunrise 

Energy in Saldanha and there would be no benefits for the local community. He said Saldanha is much further 

away from the proposed drilling site than Lambert’s Bay so it would make economic sense to use Lambert’s Bay. 

He requested TEEPSA to collaborate with the community on their social and economic development in the next 

phase of the project because the community could use that information to see how they could benefit from the 

project. 

KMU said that these were interesting points which were mainly for TEEPSA to take note of rather than 

provide responses in the meeting. He said he had seen from meetings with other communities that they 

had complained about the promises made by different companies in the past which had not materialised 

so TEEPSA was trying to avoid making promises about job opportunities and shareholding for the local 

communities just so the project could move ahead. He said that the different phases of the project were 

dependent on the success of the previous phase and there was no guarantee that there would be an 

appraisal phase following the exploration phase as this would be dependent on TEEPSA discovering oil or 

gas when they did the exploration drilling. TEEPSA would have to take a decision on whether to move 

forwards or not after each phase and then they would have to apply for environmental authorisation and 

conduct an ESIA process with public participation before commencing with each new phase. He said TEEPSA 

therefore only addressed the issues that could be addressed in the phase that they were currently involved 

in rather than planning for or making promises about future phases that may not materialise. He said 

TEEPSA does have their CSI program which is based on the different focus areas that he had presented and 

as long as the projects that the community wanted to be implemented were related to one or more of 

those focus areas. Further, he indicated that the project didn’t have to be related to the oil and gas industry 

but could be related to the fishing industry or any other sector that the community wanted to be involved 

in. He said that in terms of providing more information on the different focus areas at the next meeting, 

what was important was to have continuous engagement and communication with the community. The 

current ESIA process was just one phase out of the many years that TEEPSA would be involved with the 

community and TEEPSA didn’t want to address all the issues during the ESIA process but would rather have 

continuous engagement over a long period of time. He said he would get the contact details for FS after 

the meeting so that the discussion could continue rather than waiting for the next ESIA meeting. 

NA said that in terms of the social and economic issues, the most important thing was for the community 

to provide detailed comments to SLR on the issues that they believed needed to be investigated further so 

that the specialists could address them in the study. 

3.8 JvdW asked how the 80% local spend for CSI projects would be monitored. He asked whether CSI projects would 

be implemented in all the communities along the West Coast as the project would be located off the coast from 

Hondeklipbaai. He asked whether there would be land clearing in Hondeklipbaai for infrastructure development 

related to the project. 

KMU said that the CSI projects were implemented in collaboration with the local communities and it was 

the local communities who would choose which projects should be implemented. He said CSI projects were 
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undertaken on a case by case basis so there wouldn’t be a single CSI project for the whole of the West 

Coast. TEEPSA would assess where the need was greatest and then collaborate with that community to 

implement the project. He said TEEPSA was in the process of appointing a CSI coordinator who would be in 

place by the beginning of 2023 and they would focus solely on the CSI implementation. NA said that the 

only onshore activities associated with the project related to the logistics base and it was being proposed 

to use the existing port facilities at either Cape Town or Saldanha Bay for this purpose so there wouldn’t 

be any land clearing required anywhere along the coastline for the project. 

3.9 Mario Andrews (MA) said he was from Lambert’s Bay and represented the West Coast Guriqua Council (WCGC). 

He said the WCGC was an indigenous first nation Council that represented the bloodline families from the area. 

He said his father Jonathan Andrews was the paramount chief but he was not able to attend the meeting as it 

was a public meeting and in terms of protocol the paramount chief cannot attend a public meeting. He said the 

WCGC wanted to know what opportunities there would be from the project for the first nation people along the 

coast. He asked whether TEEPSA would be engaging with the WCGC and noted that South Africa was a signatory 

to the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. He asked whether TEEPSA would visit 

the paramount chief or the indigenous house of whichever area they are operating in as they would need to 

give Free, Prior and Informed Consent in order for the project to proceed. 

KMU said that TEEPSA was committed to respecting human rights which included the first nation people 

and their councils and paramount chiefs. He said TEEPSA have met with traditional councils on previous 

projects and would also do so on this project. 

NA said that SLR did have the contact details for the WCGC and had engaged with Paramount Chief 

Andrews on previous projects. He said SLR would be setting up a special focus group meeting with 

representatives of the first nation people and their traditional councils from the Area of Interest for the 

project and the WCGC would be invited to this meeting. 

3.10 JvdW said it was problematic to talk about equity in the context of South Africa as equity was related to Broad-

Based Black Economic Empowerment (BBBEE) which promoted the interests of black people and excluded the 

indigenous people. He said the South African Constitution did not give recognition to indigenous people in South 

Africa and when it came to job and business opportunities the indigenous people were being left out. He said it 

needed to be stated upfront that TEEPSA would engage separately with the indigenous community and they 

would not simply be included as part of the BBBEE process. 

NM said that this point would be noted. 

 3.11 Cedric Engelbrecht (CE) said he had lived in Lambert’s Bay for the past 40 years. He said he wanted to pick up 

on what FS had said regarding the inception phase of the project because he believed that as things stood there 

was a loophole that should be addressed. He said that a preliminary agreement should be drawn up by TEEPSA 

with the indigenous community stipulating that a certain percentage of the proceeds from the project, if it 

moved forward into production, would be given to the first nation people either monetarily or as development 

projects in the community. He said that if the project did not move forwards after the exploration drilling 

because no resource was found then this agreement would then be null and void. He asked whether TEEPSA 

were willing to work with the first nation people even though they only make up 5% of the population on the 

West Coast. 

KMU said that this had already been addressed in previous responses. He said TEEPSA would take note of 

these comments for further consideration. 

NA said that SLR was required to engage with everybody in terms of the ESIA process and the public 

participation. He said that was why the meeting was a public meeting that was open to everyone. He said 

SLR also needed to follow specific protocols in terms of engaging with the indigenous people and their 

councils and this would also form part of the public participation process. 
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3.12 FS asked what was the projected cost estimate for the exploration phase of the project. He also asked what 

TEEPSA planned to do with the resource if they discovered oil and gas and moved into production. 

Chris Spies (CSP) of TEEPSA said that he couldn’t give an exact cost for the exploration phase because 

various parameters would have to be taken into consideration such as the duration of the drilling 

campaign, the distance from shore, the specialised needs companies, inflation, etc but these campaigns 

usually cost in the millions of $US. He said if TEEPSA discovered oil and gas during the exploration drilling 

they would conduct an appraisal campaign to collect more data to determine the quality of the oil or gas 

and if it was good quality they would move into the development phase to determine the feasibility of the 

project and whether there was a market for the product, who it could be sold to, whether it could be linked 

up to an existing oil or gas facility, etc. He said only once all of this had been determined would TEEPSA 

move into production. 

3.13 JvdH asked if TEEPSA discovered any new marine species that might be commercially viable during the 

exploration drilling, would they make this information known to the local fishermen. 

CSP said that before TEEPSA carried out the exploration drilling they would undertake an environmental 

baseline survey to collect sediment samples for study. He said a Remote Operated Vehicle (ROV) would also 

take high-definition video footage of the seabed. He said in the past this video footage had captured 

different marine species and this footage was made available to the government and scientific research 

institutions. 

NA said that in the video shown in the TEEPSA presentation it said that once TEEPSA had identified the site 

where they wanted to drill, they would send an ROV down to the seabed to carry out a reconnaissance 

investigation of the area to determine if it was in fact safe to drill a well in that location. This video footage 

could also capture marine species and would be shared with scientific research institutions for further 

investigation. He said the likelihood that any species would be commercially significant would be very low 

as that would mean they hadn’t been discovered before and were therefore quite scarce.     

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 NM put up the contact details for SLR on the screen and said that all the issues and comments made in the 

meeting would be included in the Final Scoping Report and responses would be provided to those issues. She 

said that anybody who wanted to provide further comments could do so using the contact details on the screen 

and noted that these contact details were also contained in the document they had been given when they signed 

the attendance register. She encouraged the attendees to provide further comments should they not have 

raised them in the meeting as this would ensure that these issues were assessed by the specialists in their studies 

and would be reported on in the next meeting.  She then thanked all the attendees for their patience and 

participation in the discussions and formally closed the meeting. 
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NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 Francois Swartbooi Director: Sunsol - SA FS 

2 John van der Heever Nearshore Fisher JvdH 

3 Jonathan van der 
Westhuizen 

Natural Justice JvdW 

4 Bino Farmer Regional Secretary: Patriotic Alliance  

5 Pieter van Zyl  PvZ 

6 Mario Andrews West Coast Guriqua Council MA 

7 Faizel Januarie   

8 Cedric Engelbrecht  CE 

9 Rosey Shoshola  RS 

10 David Dirks   

11 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) Ltd (NMA) NM 

12 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA  JD 

13 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

14 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA   

15 Khuliso Mudau TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) KMU 

16 Chris Spies TEEPSA CSP 

17 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CAP 

18 Wilhelmina Floris TEEPSA  

19 Andile Madlebe TEEPSA  

20 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

21 Castro Ravhuhali SLR  
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase
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Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE ELANDS BAY HOTEL, ELANDS BAY  
HELD ON 24 NOVEMBER  2022, 17H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She said she is not 

employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any vested 

interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  She then introduced the two interpreters, Chris Fourie 

(CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Khuliso Mudau (KMU) from TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR Consulting (South Africa) 

(Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and 

would only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to 

distribute further information and invite people to future meetings. 

 She noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and photos will be taken of the 

meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees.  

NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

the attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English but requested Afrikaans translations of everything. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow everyone to ask 

questions and comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered during the ESIA. She 

noted that the EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered in the study 

but noted that the project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this stage as all questions will 

be addressed during the ESIA phase.  

NM explained that in order to give all attendees in the meeting an opportunity to provide input during the 

discussion it was proposed to have a breakaway session where people would be placed into small groups with 

a facilitator who would write down each person’s issues, concerns and questions on a flipchart. There would 

then be a plenary session where the issues, concerns and questions from all the groups would be presented to 
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all attendees and the project team would provide responses where possible or indicate how the issue or concern 

would be addressed in the study.  

NM requested that all attendees must treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak 

and be heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on 

silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested KMU to give his presentation. 

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

zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

KMU covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently involved 

in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether they are 

oil or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then phase 2, the appraisal 

phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size and other characteristics of the reserve and 

usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase yields positive results then phase 3, the 

development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines whether the reserve is commercially 

viable and what the market for the product would be. It also begins with the installation of the infrastructure 

required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would then commence to extract the oil or 

gas from the reservoir and process it onshore and then market and sell the product. This is the longest phase of 

the oil and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the resource has been depleted, phase 5, 

the decommissioning phase, would commence with the removal of the infrastructure, plugging and testing of 

the wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 years. It is important to note that an 

environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each new phase of the life cycle and the ESIA 

process includes public participation. KMU said the current project would only proceed to the next phase if oil 

or gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration wells results in the discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in 

the northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has 

exploration rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-submersible 

drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels and a 

helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

KMU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in 

the ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, 

seabed features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold Benguela 

Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore regions of the 

southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning and larval drift 

areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any marine 

protected areas or critical biodiversity areas and ecological support areas in terms of the National Coastal and 

Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 3.84% of the national effort and 

3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % and 0.1 % respectively of the tuna 

pole fishery take place within the Area of Interest with no overlap for any of the other commercial fisheries.  
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NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSF) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSF generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSF on a 

number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial fishing 

companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South African but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, however, 

pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the Area of Interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed to 

a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to assess 

these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. BREAKAWAY SESSIONS  

3.1 GROUP 1 QUESTIONS RAISED  

3.1.1 Vernit Booysen (VB) said he was a fisherman and asked what would happen if the project impacted the fishing 

industry and he could not catch fish anymore. He asked how he would make a living. 

3.1.2 Loyiso Ndodana (LN) asked if the project was to proceed whether there would be employment opportunities 

for the local community. 

3.1.3 Calvin Smith (CSm) asked how the project would affect local fishermen in generations to come if the project 

had a detrimental impact on the local marine plants and fauna. 

3.1.4 Piet Ryck (PR) said that even though the exploration drilling would be taking place at a depth of between 1000 

m and 3000 m there could still be an oil spill and he asked how this would affect fish species along the West 

Coast. 

3.1.5 Leonard Danster (LD) asked how long TEEPSA would be operating in local waters if they discovered oil and went 

into production. 

3.1.6 LD said that TEEPSA must not make promises that they could not keep. He said that the local SSF were not 

matriculants and asked what opportunities the project would offer for people without a matric and how the 

local community would benefit from the project. 

3.1.7 Nicolaas van Wyk (NvW) asked whether the questions being raised in the meeting would be addressed in the 

final ESIA report that will be submitted to DMRE and whether the Minister for Mineral Resources and Energy 

would hear their specific questions. 

3.2 GROUP 2 QUESTIONS RAISED  

3.2.1 A participant asked what social and economic benefits the project would provide for the community. 

3.2.2 A participant asked whether there would be job opportunities and if so what type of jobs would be provided by 

the project. 

3.2.3 A participant asked whether the exploration drilling would impact marine resources. 

3.2.4 A participant asked how far the proposed drilling area would be from the fishing grounds. 

3.2.5 A participant asked how the exploration drilling would affect the health of people living along the coast. 
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3.2.6 A participant asked whether this project would make a difference to the lives of the poor and marginalised 

people living along the coast. 

3.2.7 A participant asked whether this project would not make Elands Bay even poorer than it is now.  

3.2.8 A participant said that Elands Bay was one of the richest areas in terms of marine resources but they as the local 

SSF were the poorest people in the community. 

3.2.9 A participant said that the local SSF went fishing every day throughout the year and they fished up to 6 nautical 

miles (11 km) from the coast. 

3.2.10 A participant asked during which time of the day and during which period of the year would the exploration 

drilling be undertaken. He requested that the local SSF be notified in advance of when the drilling would take 

place. 

3.2.11 A participant asked how deep the ocean would be where the drilling would take place. 

3.2.12 A participant asked what type of skills would be needed if the project moved into production. 

3.2.13 A participant asked whether the permit had already been granted. 

3.3 GROUP 3 QUESTIONS RAISED  

3.3.1 Manville Andrew (MA) said that the local community and the SSF did not have qualifications or skills and asked 

how the local community would benefit from job opportunities if the project moved into production. 

3.3.2 John West (JW) said the local fishermen caught snoek between 25 and 30 nautical miles (46 to 56 km) from the 

shore and asked how the activities of the local SSFs would be impacted by the exploration drilling. 

3.3.3 Paul Taylor (PT) asked what impact the greenhouse gases emanating from the project would have on the ocean, 

sea life and the coastal communities. 

3.3.4 George Taylor (GT) asked what impact the exploration drilling would have on coral reefs and marine species. 

3.3.5 Abraham Lesch (AL) asked what impact the vibrations from the exploration drilling would have on marine 

resources and the availability of marine resources for the SSF and fishing communities. 

 3.3.6 AL said the sonar from fishing boats had a big impact on the way fish behaved and he asked how the sonar that 

would be undertaken for the project would affect marine life and the availability of marine resources for future 

generations. 

4. DISCUSSION TO PROVIDE RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS RAISED IN THE BREAKAWAY SESSION 

4.1 VB said he was a fisherman and asked what would happen if the project impacted the fishing industry and he 

could not catch fish anymore. He asked how he would make a living. 

NA said that the marine ecology specialist study will assess the potential impact of the project on fish 

species and the fisheries specialist will assess how this could affect the fishing activity within the vicinity of 

the Area of Interest. He said at this stage they didn’t have answers to these questions as this will be 

assessed in the next phase of the study and the answers will be provided at the next meeting. 

4.2 CSm asked how the project would affect local fishermen in generations to come if the project had a detrimental 

impact on the local marine plants and fauna. 

NA said that the marine ecology specialist study will assess the potential impact of the project on marine 

plants and fauna. 

4.3 LN asked if the project was to proceed whether there would be employment opportunities for the local 

community. 

KMU said that if the project went ahead, the exploration drilling would last 3 to 4 months. He said TEEPSA 

would have to hire a drilling ship or drilling rig to undertake the exploration drilling. These vessels come 

with highly skilled personnel to operate the vessels and carry out the exploration drilling. TEEPSA would 



 

TEEPSA: ESIA for Proposed Exploration Well Drilling in Block Deep Water Orange Basin, West Coast, South Africa 

 
5  

 

NO. ITEM 

make opportunities available if these skills were available locally to increase local content wherever 

possible. 

4.4 LD asked how long TEEPSA would be operating in local waters if they discovered oil and went into production. 

KMU said that the exploration drilling would take 3 to 4 months and if this was successful then the project 

would move into the appraisal phase, which would last 2 to 3 years and determine how much oil or gas 

was present and the quality of the resource. If the resource appeared to be viable then the development 

phase would commence to determine whether there was a market for the resource and this phase could 

last up to 5 years. He said if it was determined that there was a market for the resource, then the project 

would move into production, which could last between 20 and 30 years. 

4.5 LD said that TEEPSA must not make promises that they could not keep. He said that the local SSF were not 

matriculants and asked what opportunities the project would offer for people without a matric and how the 

local community would benefit from the project. 

KMU said that TEEPSA is mindful not to make promises that they cannot keep and that is why they were 

being very careful to explain that the exploration drilling phase would only last 3 to 4 months and that 

highly specialised skills would be required to undertake this work which were generally not available in 

South Africa. He said if the project moved into production then there would be local job opportunities and 

these would be identified in the Social and Labour Plan (SLP) as well, which would have to be prepared 

before production commenced. 

4.6 A participant asked during which time of the day and during which period of the year would the exploration 

drilling be undertaken. He requested that the local SSF be notified in advance of when the drilling would take 

place. 

KMU said that TEEPSA would look at carrying out the drilling when it has the least impact on the 

environment and fishing activities. He said this would most likely be between quarter 4 and quarter 2, 

which was between December / January and May. 

NA said that the assessment will look at the migration periods for whales and other fish species and will 

make recommendations on which periods to avoid for the drilling operations in order to limit the impacts 

of the operations on marine fauna. 

4.7 A participant asked how deep the ocean would be where the drilling would take place. 

NA said that the water depth in the Area of Interest was between 1000 m and 3000 m and the proposed 

well could be located anywhere within that range of depths. 

4.8 Piet Ryck (PR) said that even though the exploration drilling would be taking place at a depth of between 1000 

m and 3000 m there could still be an oil spill and he asked how this would affect fish species along the West 

Coast. 

NA said that one of the specialist studies that will be undertaken will be an oil spill modelling study to look 

at the local conditions and various factors like currents and wind to determine the potential footprint of an 

oil spill at various times of the year. The study will therefore determine whether there is any possibility of 

oil from an oil spill reaching the shore and the direction the oil slick would take prior to reaching the shore. 

The ESIA report will contain a number of recommendations to ensure that such an occurrence is avoided 

or that the impacts of such an occurrence are minimised as much as possible if it should take place. 

4.9 A participant asked how far the proposed drilling area would be from the fishing grounds. 

NA said that the fishing effort for most of the commercial fisheries did not take place close to the Area of 

Interest. He said in his presentation he showed a slide that depicted the fishing effort for the large pelagic 

long-line fishery and the tuna pole fishery which were the two fisheries that did have some overlap with 

the Area of Interest. He said the closest point of the Area of Interest from the shore was 188 km. 

4.10 NvW said there was a shipping accident on the south coast where a container containing some type of small 

plastic pellets fell overboard and those pellets travelled all the way from the south coast and washed up on the 
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beach in Elands Bay and some of the fish ate those pellets. He said the oil spill modelling that SLR will be doing 

will be a theoretical desktop exercise and not a physical empirical study. 

NA said that the oil spill modelling will be undertaken using a computer and will look at a number of 

different scenarios based on real net ocean data that has been measured for the area. This will give a high 

level of confidence in the results and will indicate where the oil spill could potentially move within the water 

column. He said it is possible that the model could show that an oil spill could reach the coast but that will 

not be known until the modelling study has been completed. 

4.11 NvW asked whether the questions being raised in the meeting would be addressed in the final ESIA report that 

will be submitted to DMRE and whether the Minister for Mineral Resources and Energy would hear their specific 

questions. 

NA said that all the questions asked during the Scoping and EIA phases of the study will be collated and 

captured in a comments and responses report and responses to all the questions will be provided by SLR or 

the various specialists. This will include all the questions asked during the public participation meetings as 

well as written comments received by SLR. This comments and responses report will form an appendix to 

the final ESIA report which will be submitted to DMRE for review. The Minister himself will not look at the 

report as it is reviewed by officials within the department who make recommendations for the decision-

making. He said the minutes of all the meetings, containing all the questions asked by members of the 

public and the responses provided by SLR and TEEPSA during the meetings, will also form an appendix to 

the report which will be submitted to DMRE. He said it was a legal requirement that every single comment 

made during the study is included in the final ESIA report. 

4.12 A participant asked whether the permit had already been granted. 

NA said that the permit had not already been granted. 

4.13 A participant asked whether this project would make a difference to the lives of the poor and marginalised 

people living along the coast. He asked whether this project would not make Elands Bay even poorer than it is 

now. He said that Elands Bay was one of the richest areas in terms of marine resources but they as the local SSF 

were the poorest people in the community. 

KMU said that the exploration drilling would be a very short campaign lasting 3 to 4 months so there would 

not be any real opportunities for the local communities during this phase of the project.  

4.14 MA said that the local community and the SSF did not have qualifications or skills and asked how the local 

community would benefit from job opportunities if the project moved into production. Another participant 

asked what type of skills would be needed if the project moved into production. 

KMU said that if the project moved into production then a consultant appointed by TEEPSA would be 

required to prepare a SLP to identify existing skills, skills gaps, education levels and the needs of the local 

communities. He said the consultant would engage with the affected communities during the compilation 

of the SLP which would document the existing skills sets and identify the skills sets that could be improved 

and new skills sets that could be developed. 

4.15 AL said the sonar from fishing boats had a big impact on the way fish behaved and he asked how the sonar that 

would be undertaken for the project would affect marine life and the availability of marine resources for future 

generations. 

NA said that the sonar activities would be undertaken on the surface with the sonar pulses directed 

downwards to understand the geology of the sea floor. He said the proposed sonar techniques would be 

of a lower frequency and have a much lower impact than some of the other techniques such as seismic 

surveys which had been proposed off the West Coast. He said that there was the possibility that fish would 

move temporarily away from the area where the sonar activities were undertaken and the underwater 

noise modelling study would investigate what the threshold of that impact could be. He said the marine 

ecology specialist and the fisheries specialist would then take the output from that study and determine 

what the impact of the sonar activities would be on the different fish species and the fisheries. He said the 
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sonar activities would be temporary activities and once the noise source was switched off, there would be 

no further impact on the fish species or the fisheries, so it would not have an impact on the availability of 

marine resources for future generations. 

4.16 PT asked what impact the greenhouse gases emanating from the project would have on the ocean, sea life and 

the coastal communities.  

NA said that greenhouse gases were a concern in terms of their contribution to climate change. He said 

that it was anticipated that the greenhouse gas emissions that would emanate from the exploration drilling 

campaign would be fairly low and that they would result in a localised impact more than 188 km offshore. 

He said that an air quality and climate change specialist study will be undertaken during the EIA phase to 

investigate the quantity of greenhouse gas emissions that would result from the proposed exploration 

drilling activities and what impact that may have, particularly on coastal communities. 

4.17 JW said the local fishermen caught snoek between 25 and 30 nautical miles (46 to 56 km) from the shore and 

asked how the activities of the local SSFs would be impacted by the exploration drilling. 

NA said the EIA phase of the study would look specifically at the potential impacts of the proposed activities 

on all sectors, including the SSFs. He said the noise specialist study, the oil spill modelling, the drill cuttings 

modelling and all the other specialist studies would investigate the potential impacts on the SSFs. 

4.18 George Taylor (GT) asked what impact the exploration drilling would have on coral reefs and marine species. 

NA said the baseline environmental assessment had identified areas where coral reefs existed and they fell 

outside the area of Licence Block DWOB and the Area of Interest. He said if TEEPSA received a permit to 

conduct the exploration drilling, they would first send an ROV down to the seabed to carry out a 

reconnaissance investigation of the area to determine if it was safe to drill a well in that location and 

whether there were any sensitive environments down there, such as coral reefs or important marine 

species. He said this would therefore ensure that TEEPSA would avoid drilling anywhere where there was 

a sensitive environment. 

4.19 Andries van Neel (AvN) said the Elands Bay harbour was in a state of disrepair and asked whether TEEPSA could 

assist with renovating the harbour. 

KMU said that TEEPSA’s CSI projects were undertaken for specific focus areas and if this was identified as 

a project during consultation with the community and it fell within one of the focus areas then it would be 

something that could be considered. 

4.20 NvW said that KM mentioned the affected communities when talking about the SLP and the CSI projects and he 

also said that the job opportunities would be for the affected communities. He asked whether Elands Bay would 

be an affected community. 

KMU said that the area where the project would be carried out had not been demarcated yet. He said the 

ESIA study would determine the potential impacts of the project and if the modelling showed that Elands 

Bay would be impacted then it would be considered a focus area in terms of mitigation. 

4.21 NvW said that most of the questions asked in the meeting related to whether there would be any benefits from 

the project for Elands Bay. He said that from the desktop research undertaken up until then, it appeared that 

there would be no impacts on and no benefits for Elands Bay. 

KMU said that there could be direct impacts and indirect impacts related to the project. He said, for 

example, that the logistics base could be subject to direct impacts during the exploration drilling phase. He 

said if the project moved into production then TEEPSA would be looking at the coastal communities along 

the West Coast. 

5. CLOSURE 

5.1 NM put up the contact details for SLR on the screen and said that all the issues and comments made in the 

meeting would be included in the Final Scoping Report and responses would be provided to those issues. She 

said that anybody who wanted to provide further comments could do so using the contact details on the screen 
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and noted that these contact details were also contained in the document they had been given when they 

signed the attendance register. She encouraged the attendees to provide further comments should they not 

have raised them in the meeting as this would ensure that these issues were assessed by the specialists in their 

studies and would be reported on in the next meeting. She said any comments should be sent to SLR by 14 

December 2022. She then thanked all the attendees for their patience and participation in the discussions and 

formally closed the meeting. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 Nicolaas van Wyk Fisherman NvW 

2 Loyiso Ndodana Fisherman LN 

3 Vernit Booysen Fisherman VB 

4 Burneto Price Fisherman  

5 Elvis Mouton Fisherman  

6 Calvin Smith Fisherman CSm 

7 Andries van Neel  AN 

8 Leonard Danster  LD 

9 Abraham Lesch Elands Bay Fishing Community AL 

10 Dawid Valentyn Elands Bay Fishing Community  

11 Piet Ryck Elands Bay PR 

12 Dawid Pietersen Elands Bay  

13 Mark Neethling   

14 James Jass   

15 Paul Taylor  PT 

16 Manville Andrew  MA 

17 Arno Afrika   

18 Cecil Plaatjies   

19 Napoin Newman   

20 John West  JW 

21 Petrus van Wyk   

22 George Taylor  GT  

23 Lennox Masoyis   

24 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists 
(Pty) Ltd (NMA) 

NM 

25 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA  JD 

26 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

27 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA  AX 

28 Khuliso Mudau  TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) KMU 

29 Chris Spies TEEPSA CSP 

30 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CAP 

31 Wilhelmina Floris TEEPSA WF 

32 Andile Madlebe TEEPSA AM 

33 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

34 Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase

C
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F
u

tu
re

 p
h
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 –
N
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12

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32

33 34

35 36



2023/01/03

7

Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE STEENBERG’S COVE COMMUNITY HALL, ST HELENA BAY 

HELD ON 25 NOVEMBER  2022, 11H00 
 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She noted that she is 

not employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any 

vested interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  She then introduced the two interpreters, Chris 

Fourie (CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Chris Spies (CSP) and Nelisiwe Vundla (NVU) from TotalEnergies EP South 

Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR 

Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact 

Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and would 

only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to distribute 

further information and invite people to future meetings. 

 She noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and photos will be taken of the 

meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees.  

NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that the 

attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English but requested Afrikaans translations of everything. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow everyone to ask questions and 

comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered during the ESIA. She noted that the 

EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered in the study but noted that the 

project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this stage as all questions will be addressed during 

the ESIA phase.  

NM requested that all attendees must treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak 

and be heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on 

silent.   
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NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested CSP to give his presentation. 

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

zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

CSP covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently involved 

in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether they are oil 

or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then phase 2, the appraisal 

phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size and other characteristics of the reserve and 

usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase yields positive results then phase 3, the 

development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines whether the reserve is commercially 

viable and what the market for the product would be. It also begins with the installation of the infrastructure 

required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would then commence to extract the oil or gas 

from the reservoir, process it onshore and then market and sell the product. This is the longest phase of the oil 

and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the resource has been depleted, phase 5, the 

decommissioning phase, would commence with the removal of the infrastructure, plugging and testing of the 

wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 years. It is important to note that an 

environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each new phase of the life cycle and the ESIA 

process includes public participation. CSP said the current project would only proceed to the next phase if oil or 

gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration wells results in the discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in the 

northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has exploration 

rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-submersible 

drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels and a 

helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

NVU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in the 

ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, seabed 

features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold Benguela 

Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore regions of the 

southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning and larval drift 

areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any Marine 

Protected Areas (MPAs) or Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBAs) and Ecological Support Areas (ESAs) in terms of the 

National Coastal and Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 3.84% of the 

national effort and 3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % and 0.1 % 

respectively of the tuna pole fishery take place within the Area of Interest with no overlap for any of the other 

commercial fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSFs) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSFs generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSFs on 

a number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial fishing 

companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  



TEEPSA: ESIA for Proposed Exploration Well Drilling in Block Deep Water Orange Basin, West Coast, South Africa 

 
3  

 

NO. ITEM 

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South Africa but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, however, 

pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the Area of Interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed to 

a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to assess 

these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  

(It should be noted that the discussion points 3.1 to 3.4 presented below occurred after the TEEPSA presentation 

while the remainder of the discussion took place in the discussion period after the SLR presentation) 

3.1 John Thompson (JT) asked how TEEPSA identified the Area of Interest shown in yellow on the map in the 

presentation. 

CSP said that that area was selected because that was where TEEPSA believed they would have a good 

chance of finding hydrocarbons and it also fell outside of any sensitive environmental areas like Marine 

Protected Areas. 

3.2 Charles Jordaan (CJ) said that when Andile Madlebe (AM) of TEEPSA knocked on his door and spoke to him about 

the project, he said that TEEPSA would not be looking for gas but in the presentation it said that TEEPSA would 

be looking for oil and gas. 

CSP said he thought that this must have been a misunderstanding. He said the purpose of the exploration 

drilling would be to determine whether there were any hydrocarbons present and whether these were oil 

or gas. 

3.3 Deon de Klerk (DdK) said that he lived in the area and he was a SSF. He said although the Area of Interest shown 

in yellow on the map may not fall within a marine protected area, it was a trawling area for longline and pelagic 

fish species. He said the fish came from Namibian waters into the Area of Interest. He said in September 2022 

the community was sitting in the same venue with Searcher who had done surveys for Engen and TEEPSA and 

had been doing surveys in their fishing grounds off the West Coast for the past 20 years. He said that the oil 

companies may claim that their exploration activities have no impact on the fisheries but the SSFs knew that 

these activities have a huge impact on their fisheries, as well as the biodiversity of the ocean. He said in 2010 

there was an oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico and there had been other oil spills in Nigeria, Saudi Arabia, Norway 

and other places too many to mention. He asked whether TEEPSA and the other oil companies would use their 

own money to clean up and rehabilitate the environment after an oil spillage. He said he did not think that these 

companies would agree to this and therefore the project that TEEPSA was proposing should not proceed. He 

said if TEEPSA discovered oil then they would be operating in their fishing area off the West Coast for the next 

30 years or more and he asked what would become of the local SSFs in 30 years’ time if the same thing happened 

on the West Coast as had happened in Mossel Bay. 

NA said that his presentation contained a lot of information about the potential impacts of the exploration 

drilling and he requested that he be allowed to give his presentation and then people could ask their 

questions because many of the responses could be in his presentation. 

3.4 Christian Adams (CAd) said that the previous question about how TEEPSA identified the Area of Interest shown 

in yellow on the map had not been answered properly. He said he wanted to know what activities TEEPSA had 

undertaken to determine that the Area of Interest was the area where they would be most likely to find 

hydrocarbons. He said that Licence Block DWOB was a highly contested area and earlier in the year the Cape 

High Court had given a judgement which declared the seismic survey being conducted by Searcher to be illegal. 

He asked whether TEEPSA had used the data that had been collected illegally by Searcher to identify the Area 

of Interest and, if so, he asked how TEEPSA could come and tell the community that the exploration drilling that 

they were proposing to carry out would be safe. 
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CSP said that he did not have the information at hand on how TEEPSA identified the Area of Interest and 

he could not comment on the legality of that acquired data. He said TEEPSA conducted all their business in 

a legal manner and the comment would be noted for a response to be provided. 

3.5 Patrick Booysen (PB) said that in the video that was shown there was no information on the noise that would be 

created by the drill bit drilling into the seabed and how this would impact on the fish that they caught. He said 

he was a SSF and he was concerned about the impact on marine fauna. 

NA said he didn’t have the noise level at hand but this information was contained in Section 6 of the Draft 

Scoping Report. He said a noise modelling study will be undertaken and this will look at how far the noise 

will travel and how loud it will be at specific distances. He said the marine fauna specialist will then use 

that information to determine the impact of that noise on marine fauna. 

3.6 PB said he was concerned because he believed that the noise would be quite loud and would create fine particles 

like dust which would chase away the fish from his fishing grounds. He said that if the fish moved away from his 

fishing grounds it would have a big impact on him because he relies on those fish for his food and for his 

livelihood. 

NA said that the impact of the noise from the exploration drilling activities was an important issue which 

will be assessed in the EIA phase of the study. He said the noise itself would not create particles but the 

drilling would lead to drill cuttings which would be discharged as sediment on the seabed and the impact 

of this will be assessed in a drill cuttings modelling study to determine how far away from the well hole this 

could spread and what impact this could have on the fish in the fishing grounds. He said there will also be 

a socio-economic impact assessment which will assess the social and economic impacts of the proposed 

project on the local fishing communities. 

3.7 CJ said that it was mentioned that the consultants would get reports from the Department of Forestry, Fisheries 

and the Environment (DFFE) and he wanted to state that from his experience, this information was unreliable. 

He said that if the consultants wanted to get reliable information they should get it from the SSFs because they 

had that information. He said that the presentation mentioned that at the next meeting the consultants would 

come back with all the answers about the impacts of the project but he said this would be too late because all 

the damage would have been done by then. He said it was more important to prevent the impacts of the noise 

on the fish rather than come back in two years’ time to tell them the results of how that noise impacted the fish. 

NA said that SLR had been engaging with the SSFs all along the West Coast to gather additional information 

as they realised that the information from DFFE was not sufficient to conduct a comprehensive study. He 

said that SLR was very reliant on SSFs like PB to come forward and provide information so that this could 

be captured and used in the study. He said that no drilling would take place before the ESIA study had been 

completed. He said the specialist studies that he was referring to will be undertaken the following year in 

2023 and the next round of meetings to report on the findings of these studies will also take place in 2023. 

He said the comments from the next round of meetings will form part of the final ESIA report that will be 

submitted to DFFE who will then use the report to inform their decision on whether or not a permit to carry 

out exploration drilling should be issued to TEEPSA. He said TEEPSA will not be allowed to carry out any 

drilling until they have this permit and the permit can only be issued once all these studies have been 

completed and the ESIA report has been submitted to DFFE. 

3.8 CJ said he listened carefully to the response and although he didn’t speak English very well he said he understood 

that the consultants would come back and explain the negative impacts of the project. He said for him it was 

more important to prevent the drilling from taking place than to wait for a meeting to learn about what those 

negative impacts would be. He said that the presentation showed the movement of the fish and indicated that 

they didn’t occur in the Area of Interest. He said the fish came from Namibia and they didn’t follow the same 

route as shown in the presentation. He said that the fish followed a different route every year and it was 

therefore impossible to show the route on a map. He said if the study only looked at the impacts after the drilling 

had taken place then it would be too late. He said Licence Block DWOB was an important habitat for other 

species of marine fauna. He said the exploration drilling would affect the spawning of the fish and they would 

not return to the area. He said there were currents in the sea that had to be taken into consideration. He said 

that the information that SLR had and the information that the SSFs had was different and they, as the local 

SSFs, had the correct information. He said the fish that they caught came from the north and from Australia and 
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the proposed exploration drilling was right in the middle of the fish migration routes. He said SLR must not shoot 

themselves in the foot by not investigating these issues properly. 

NA said that he had already explained that the ESIA study would have to be completed before the drilling 

could take place. He said at the next meeting they will present the results of the studies and they will also 

indicate the mitigation measures that should be taken to avoid or reduce any impacts. He said this could 

include carrying out the exploration drilling at a specific time of the year to avoid the fish migration or 

other options. He said that TEEPSA were aware of the currents and the depth of the ocean where they were 

proposing to carry out the drilling and the vessels that they would use were able to remain in position so 

that it would not affect the drilling operation. 

3.9 CAd said that he wanted it noted that the snoek also migrated with the tuna which formed the tuna pole fishery. 

He said the Area of Interest was 188 km from Hondeklipbaai and this was located directly on the migration route 

of the snoek. He said that snoek not only migrated from north to south. He said the biggest migration was from 

west to east from the deep to the inshore area. He said the Area of Interest was directly on the line of this 

migration route and this was pointed out in the Searcher court case. He said he wanted to know which study 

was used to determine that the Area of Interest would have no or very little impact on the snoek fishery.  

CAd said the maps of the BPAs and MPAs that were shown in the presentation were compiled without the input 

of the SSFs and were drawn up solely to serve the interests of the oil and gas industry who wanted to carry out 

exploration activities in the waters off the West Coast. He said the maps created the impression that South Africa 

protected its biodiversity but this couldn’t be true if they did not speak to the SSFs. 

CAd said that all the oil and gas wells that had been drilled previously were drilled during the apartheid era. He 

said the company that drilled the Gazania-1 well 25 km off the coast from Hondeklipbaai used information from 

the apartheid regime which tortured and killed people, to determine where they should drill and this should not 

have been allowed now that South Africa was a democracy. He said it was the same as using the coordinates of 

a Vlakplaas grave or an Umkhonto we Sizwe burial ground to prospect for diamonds. 

CAd said the SLR presentation outlined the information that DMRE needed to make their decision but this 

information only met the needs of SLR’s client, TEEPSA. He said TEEPSA would not pay SLR to provide information 

to DMRE that said the exploration drilling should not take place because it would impact the SSFs who relied on 

fishing for snoek for their livelihoods. He said TEEPSA would come and drill for oil and they would mess up the 

fishing industry just like they did in Brittany in 1999 when the Erika sank and spilled 30 000 tons of heavy fuel oil 

into the ocean. He asked if any of the TEEPSA employees knew about that incident. He said that Total refused 

to clean up the mess so the local fishermen took Total to court and the French court fined Total €375 000 for 

being responsible for the oil spill. He said Total also had to pay compensation to the fishermen, the people who 

had to do the clean-up and the local municipalities. He said when TEEPSA messed up the ocean on the West 

Coast it would not be TEEPSA who would come and clean up the mess. He asked TEEPSA to show him a section 

in any report where they had committed to a specific amount for the local SSFs to compensate for their loss of 

livelihood, loss of culture, loss of heritage and loss of tradition in the event of an oil spill. 

NA said that in the EIA phase of the study a marine ecology assessment and a fisheries assessment will be 

undertaken which will look at the migration routes of the snoek. He said if CAd had any additional 

information regarding the snoek migration routes he was welcome to send it to SLR so that it could be 

incorporated into these studies.  

NA said that in terms of the mapping for the BPAs and MPAs, this was undertaken by the government and 

SLR will acknowledge in their report that this mapping was undertaken without any input from the SSFs. 

He said, however, that SLR could only make use of the information that was available and if CAd or anybody 

else submitted additional information, this would be acknowledged and used in the study. 

NA said that in terms of the Gazania-1 well and the use of information from the past, all oil and gas 

exploration activities were now governed by the new legislation promulgated in the democratic era and 

the old oil wells had simply been documented and recorded for information purposes. 

NA said that the need and desirability of the project was a complex issue which took cognisance of the 

government’s current policies. He said one set of policies talked to the need for oil and gas while there were 

others that talked to the government’s commitment to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and there was 

clearly a conflict between the two sets of policies. He said the study will therefore acknowledge that there 
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are contradictions between these different policy objectives and the DMRE will have to take these into 

consideration when making their decision. He said the DMRE will also have to consider all the issues and 

objections raised in the ESIA study as well as all the findings and recommendations of the specialist studies. 

He said the decision from the DMRE will contain a section that documents all their reasons for making the 

decision and this will set out all the issues they took into account when reaching their decision. 

3.10 CAd said that he just hoped that the consultants would act independently when they did their work. He said that 

the SSFs knew the project would definitely have an impact on their livelihoods and he asked how it would be 

possible to make people who were not fishermen understand these impacts. He said SLR’s presentation was 

biased because it did not present all the facts that needed to be considered. He said that when DMRE had to 

make their decision they should consider the impact on the livelihoods of SSFs and not just the money that 

TEEPSA and others would make out of the project. He said the presentation mentioned that South Africa was 

committed to reaching net zero carbon emissions by 2050 and he asked TEEPSA to explain what that really 

meant when one considered the selling of blue bonds and all the other mechanisms being used to create that 

notion of net zero carbon emissions. He asked how the layperson, with no technical understanding of these 

issues, could understand that South Africa was committed to net zero carbon emissions when TEEPSA wanted 

to produce oil or gas on the West Coast for the next 30 to 50 years. He said the reality was that South Africa was 

committed to increasing the production of oil and gas but it would offset this through the creation of mangrove 

forests in Mauritius or an MPA in the Seychelles to reach net zero carbon emissions. 

NA said he could not speak for the government in terms of how they intended to achieve net zero carbon 

emissions. He said that the project that was under consideration was a 3 to 4 months exploration drilling 

campaign and not oil or gas production which would last for 20 to 30 years. He said the greenhouse gas 

emissions would therefore probably be fairly low in comparison to an oil or gas production project. He said, 

however, that it was necessary to acknowledge that oil or gas production could be the end result if TEEPSA 

was successful in finding a commercially viable hydrocarbon resource. He said that in terms of looking at 

oil or gas exploration from a net zero carbon or just transition perspective, the policy documents did 

recognise that South Africa currently relied on coal for electricity production and this was the biggest 

contributor to South Africa’s greenhouse gas emissions. He said the thinking in the policy documents was 

that, by using oil or gas to generate electricity, this would produce lower emissions than coal during the 

transition period when the infrastructure for the generation of renewable energy was being ramped up 

towards 2050. 

CAd asked whether SLR, as an independent environmental assessment practitioner, believed that these claims 

were true. 

NA said that if one looked at this pragmatically, if South Africa wanted to continue on a developmental 

trajectory then it would have to continue using some form of energy until renewables could meet the  

demand and oil or gas produced less carbon emissions than coal and they could also be used to produce 

many other materials such as plastics which were required for infrastructure like wind turbines. 

3.11 Nicholas Marthinus (NMa) said the presentation said that the exploration phase of the project would take from 

9 to 12 years. He asked whether TEEPSA would continue with the project if they did not find oil or gas when they 

completed the exploration drilling.  

NMa asked how TEEPSA identified the area on the map shown in yellow where they wanted to undertake 

exploration drilling. 

NMa said the presentation said that the logistics base would be either in Cape Town or Saldanha. He said the 

area between the Area of Interest and Saldanha or Cape Town was on the fish migration route and the supply 

vessels would therefore impact the fish migration and spawning. He said this would have an impact on the 

livelihoods of the SSFs and asked how this would be addressed. 

CSP said that TEEPSA had acquired historical data from the past 20 years that indicated that the Area of 

Interest was a likely area to find hydrocarbons within the licence block and that area also avoided MPAs 

and Marine Protected Areas (MPAs). He said this data is also available on the website of the Petroleum 

Agency South Africa (PASA). 

NA said that the drilling ship or drilling rig and three supply vessels would follow the established shipping 

lanes used by all other marine traffic to reach the Area of Interest. 
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NMa said that this response did not answer his question. He said the supply vessels from the supply base to the 

drilling site would cross the habitat of the fish near the coast on a daily, weekly, monthly and yearly basis for up 

to 50 years and he asked how the impact of this traffic on the fish could be prevented to make it safe for the 

fish to move through this area. 

NA said that the proposed exploration drilling would only last 3 to 4 months. He said the actual drilling 

vessel would only go from the base to the drilling site once and then remain there for the duration of the 

drilling and, once this was completed, it would return to the base. He said the supply vessels would go back 

and forth more frequently but this would be no different to any other marine traffic currently travelling 

along the West Coast such as fishing trawlers and container ships. 

3.12 DdK said the presentation made reference to the use of sonar and, if he was correct, the sonar would send out 

electrical pulses at intervals of between six and eight seconds to gather information from the seabed. He said 

that Child’s Bank between Kleinzee and Hondeklipbaai was a habitat for both the snoek and the trawling species 

that they caught and this was well known among the SSFs. He said the presentation did not mention anything 

about the potential health hazards from fish that had been in the vicinity of the drilling rig. He said the people 

who worked on the drilling rigs were not allowed to catch fish from the rig to eat and he wanted to know if fish 

that had been around the drilling rig were fit for human consumption and why they were not told about the 

potential health hazards of such fish. 

NA said he couldn’t recall the exact frequency of the sonar pulses but this information was in the Draft 

Scoping Report and he could check this and inform DdK if he approached him after the meeting. He said 

the noise modelling study will look at the noise frequency and intensity and how far it travels and this will 

be used to determine the threshold for the noise from the sonar in terms of its impact on marine fauna. He 

said the sonar equipment produced a pulse with a much lower frequency and intensity compared to that 

produced in a seismic survey. He said the sonar produced a pulse with a similar frequency and intensity to 

that produced by the echo location equipment used by some fishing vessels to locate fish. He said that he 

had never heard of any scientific literature about fish in the vicinity of a drilling rig being a health hazard 

and he asked TEEPSA whether they had come across such information. He said the marine ecological 

assessment will look at any potential toxicity related to any chemicals that may be released during the 

drilling operations and the area over which these impacts may occur as well as their impact on fish and 

other marine species. He said this information will be available at the next meeting to discuss the results 

of all the specialist studies. 

CSP said he also had not seen any information regarding fish in the vicinity of the drilling operation being 

a potential health hazard and he would have to follow up to determine if there was any information 

available on this issue. 

3.13 JT said that the presentation described the yellow area on the map as the licence block and he wanted to know 

what a licence block was. He asked if TEEPSA discovered oil or gas and moved into production, how would they 

transport the oil or gas from the well.  

NA displayed the map showing the Area of Interest and said the licence block or exploration right area 

referred to the larger area with the black outline. He said TEEPSA was in the process of relinquishing the 

area shaded in red on the map and this would then revert back to the South African government. He said 

the yellow area on the map was the specific Area of Interest where TEEPSA wanted to carry out exploration 

drilling. He said that the exploration drilling would be undertaken to determine if any oil or gas was present 

and therefore, in the current phase, nothing would be transported from the well. He said if TEEPSA found 

a resource that they believed could be commercially viable then they would undertake the appraisal and 

development phases and that was when they would investigate the best way to transport the resource 

from the well to the shore. He said at this stage it was not possible to tell whether that would be a Floating 

Storage Unit (FSU) or a pipeline. 

3.14 CdT asked how important the issues raised in the public participation process would be in terms of DMRE’s 

decision-making process. He asked whether they would be taken into consideration or whether the public 

participation was just a tick box exercise. He asked if the issues raised by the public were considered to be 

important then could an appeal against the decision of DMRE be upheld based on the opinions of the public. 
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NA said that public participation was very important and, as CAd had indicated previously, the Searcher 

seismic survey was halted by the Cape High Court earlier in the year because the public participation 

undertaken in the ESIA for the seismic survey permit was considered inadequate. He said public 

participation was a key element in the ESIA process and all the issues raised during the public participation 

were recorded together with responses in the ESIA report which was submitted to the authorities to review 

and assess in their decision making process. If the authorities believed that some of the issues that were 

raised by the public were not adequately addressed in the report then they could instruct the EAP to 

undertake further work to ensure that those issues were properly addressed. He said although it may seem 

like their voices were not being heard, the public participation was a key process that needed to be 

undertaken thoroughly and all the issues that were raised needed to be captured and responded to properly 

in the ESIA report. 

CdT asked whether there was an independent body who would review the ESIA report to ensure that what the 

public actually said was properly recorded in the report and that the public participation was carried out 

properly. 

NA said there wasn’t any independent body that checked the reports but the ESIA process did make 

allowance for the public to review the final report to ensure that what they had said had been properly 

recorded and responded to in the report. He said that if somebody believed that there was something 

missing that had been said in a meeting then they could report this to the authorities who would then be 

obliged to look into the matter. He said all EAPs needed to be registered with the Environmental 

Assessment Practitioners Association of South Africa (EAPASA) and this registration required all EAPs to 

work in an independent and ethical manner and there were certain requirements attached to that. He said 

if a member of the public felt that an EAP had not met those requirements then they could lay a complaint 

to EAPASA who would then have to investigate. 

3.15 CAd said he would like to get the contact details for EAPASA because there had been many EAPs who had held 

meetings in St Helena Bay and the SSFs had told these EAPs that the projects that they were proposing would 

have serious impacts on the fishing industry such that the SSFs would not be able to earn a livelihood. He asked 

when the EAPs would state in their reports that the impacts on the SSFs would be critical. 

NA said that an EAP would base their evaluation on the findings of the different assessment studies which 

were undertaken for the proposed activities. He said the short-term nature of the activities for the proposed 

exploration drilling would have an influence on the findings of the different assessment studies compared 

to those for longer term projects such as a production project. He said it would be noted that the SSFs 

viewed any impact on their fishing activities as a high impact. 

3.16 CAd asked how many jobs would be created during each phase of the project. He asked how many jobs would 

be created during the scoping phase of the lucrative contract that SLR had been awarded and in each phase up 

to the start of the exploration drilling. He said he wanted to know how many jobs would be created and how 

many of those jobs could be fulfilled by South Africans. He said if TEEPSA was projecting to extract 30 billion 

barrels of oil over a 30-year period and that they would make US$385 billion from the 30 billion barrels of oil 

then that would mean that TEEPSA would only take US$384 billion out of the country. 

CSP said that there were generally very few job opportunities during the exploration drilling campaign 

which only takes from 3 to 4 months to complete. He said that exploration drilling was a highly specialised 

and skilled process and the workers were generally brought in from overseas by the companies that 

operated the drilling vessels. He said there were some South Africans who worked for these companies 

overseas but generally the job opportunities for local people were very limited. He said if the project moved 

into the production phase then a Social and Labour Plan (SLP) would be prepared and there would be more 

job opportunities for local people. 

3.17 DdK asked what benefits the project would provide for the fishing community if very few jobs would be created 

by the project. He said oil exploration was taking place all along South Africa’s coast and he asked what benefits 

the oil industry would provide for the fishing community from the West Coast up to St Lucia in KwaZulu-Natal 

and for the people of South Africa in general, both inland and along the coast. 

NVU said that, as stated, there were many different oil and gas exploration activities taking place off the 

South African coast and each company who was conducting these exploration activities would have their 
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own plan in terms of what they would give back to the community. She said this did not only apply to the 

SSFs but the community as a whole. She said that in her presentation she covered TEEPSA’s CSI programme 

which was supported on the West Coast by Collette Appoles who was also at the meeting. She said the CSI 

projects covered the communities affected by the project and were determined by the communities 

themselves as they would decide how they would like TEEPSA to contribute to the socio-economic 

development of their communities. She said TEEPSA would assess the proposals that were prepared by the 

communities and then contribute to those that met the required criteria in terms of TEEPSA’s focus areas. 

She said that if TEEPSA discovered oil or gas and the project moved into production then a Social and Labour 

Plan (SLP) would be prepared for the communities affected by the project. She said the SLP would identify 

what skills would be needed by TEEPSA for production and what training would be needed to develop the 

required skills locally, over what time frame, how many people and it would also identify other related and 

transferable skills. She said the SLP would also engage with the local municipalities and the communities 

to determine the local economic development interests and priorities for the area so that TEEPSA could 

support those priorities through the projects it would implement over the 20-to-30-year production period. 

She said that over and above this TEEPSA would look at youth development in the affected communities in 

terms of the development opportunities for youth such as internships, learnerships, apprenticeships and 

employment opportunities. She said the SLP would form part of the ESIA study for the production phase 

and this would be subject to public participation so the communities would be able to review the final 

report containing the proposals for the SLP and provide their comments on it. She said the SLP would only 

be undertaken if the project moved into production. She said that in the exploration phase TEEPSA would 

implement its CSI programme. 

3.18 DdK said that research had shown that the Area of Interest contained between 50 and 90 billion barrels of oil 

that could be extracted. He asked what would happen if after, say, 30 years when production was finished, the 

habitat of the fish had been impacted and the fish did not return. He said that following the Searcher seismic 

survey, the local SSFs had to travel as far as 45 nautical miles (83 km) from St Helena Bay on the other side of 

Papendorp to catch snoek because the electric pulses and radioactivity from the seismic survey chased the fish 

away and disturbed their migration route. He said that they had never had to travel so far before to catch snoek 

and in the current year they only had nine days in the whole season where they could catch snoek and the snoek 

had disappeared from the areas where Searcher had been working. He asked what would happen if, after 30 

years of production, there would be no more fish for their children to catch like what happened in Mossel Bay 

with the Mossgas project. He said the fishermen could not catch any more fish using a hand line and they had 

to travel very far either north or south of Mossel Bay to catch any fish. He said the fish around the Mossgas 

project were now gone. 

CSP said he was not sure what the impacts of the production phase would be as these would be assessed 

during the ESIA for the production phase. 

NA said that the activities for the exploration drilling campaign would only be well drilling, sonar surveys 

and Remote Operated Vehicle (ROV) surveys of the seabed and no seismic surveys would be undertaken. 

He said that the potential impacts of those activities will be identified and assessed in more detail in the 

next phase of the study. He said this will include the potential impact on the SSFs and the fisheries and 

these will be reported on in the next meeting. 

3.19 CAd said that TEEPSA had been given permission to drill five exploration wells in Block 5/6/7 and asked why they 

needed to drill more exploration wells. 

NA said that TEEPSA had not yet been granted a permit to drill exploration wells in Block 5/6/7 as the ESIA 

report was still being finalised and had not been submitted to DMRE. He said the current project was for a 

different licence block to Block 5/6/7 and TEEPSA was looking for another hydrocarbon resource that could 

be developed. 

NVU said that there were two different exploration projects that TEEPSA was involved in. She said that 

Block 5/6/7 was located between Saldanha and Cape Agulhas and the scoping study for the ESIA study had 

already been completed and the public consultation for the EIA phase had just finished. She said the EAP 

was compiling the final ESIA report for submission to DMRE who will then take a decision on whether or 

not to issue a permit to TEEPSA to conduct the exploration drilling. She said if TEEPSA was granted a permit 

then they would first drill one well to determine if oil or gas was present and, up to a total of five wells to 
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determine the size of the oil or gas field. She said the project that was being presented in this meeting was 

for Licence Block DWOB which was still in the very early stages of the scoping study where the EAP was 

collecting all the issues and concerns that needed to be investigated in the EIA phase of the study. She said 

the final scoping report will be submitted to DMRE for approval and if the report was approved then the 

EAP will undertake the specialist studies and then report on the findings of those studies in the next round 

of public participation. 

3.20 CAd asked what the cumulative impacts were of all the oil and gas exploration activities being undertaken in 

South African waters, including the seismic surveys, the exploration drilling and the production of oil and gas. 

He asked whether TEEPSA would carry out a socio-economic impact assessment on the impact of their activities 

on the SFF communities and whether they would include a compensation amount in the scoping report that 

TEEPSA would pay to the SFFs if there was an oil spill that destroyed their fisheries as well as an amount that 

they would set aside to clean up the damage that would be created by an oil spill. He said if the project went 

into production there would be daily oil spills at the production well. 

NA said that the cumulative impact was a very important issue that needed to be addressed in the study. 

He said that during the EIA phase of the study they will assess the cumulative impact of all the activities 

currently being proposed in the ocean off the West Coast. He said there would not be a recommendation 

on compensation in the scoping report as this report will only contain all the issues that need to be 

addressed in the EIA phase and it will not contain the assessment of these issues and the recommendation 

of mitigation measures. He said the socio-economic impact assessment will consider the impact of the 

proposed activities on the livelihoods of the coastal communities and the recommendations from the 

various specialist studies will determine what mitigation measures will be recommended in the ESIA report. 

He said he therefore could not say for certain whether there would be a recommendation for compensation 

in the final ESIA report. 

3.21 CdT said that looking into the future he was concerned about the cumulative impact if oil was discovered in all 

the areas where exploration was currently taking place. He said if that happened then oil would be produced all 

around the South African coast and the ocean environment would be destroyed and the fishing industry would 

disappear. 

NA said that it was possible that oil could be discovered all around the South African coast but it was 

extremely difficult to assess the cumulative impact of oil production in the future when the scale and 

location of the production was not known. He said each production right application would have to have 

its own ESIA study and these studies would have to undertake a cumulative impact assessment based on 

the production activities that were confirmed at that time. He said there could also be other ocean-based 

activities such as wind energy facilities that would also have to be taken into account in these cumulative 

impact studies. He said for the current application for an exploration drilling permit for Licence Block DWOB 

they would consider all the known oil and gas exploration activities and mining activities in the ocean as 

part of the cumulative impact assessment. 

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 NM put up the contact details for SLR on the screen and said that all the issues and comments made in the 

meeting would be included in the Final Scoping Report and responses would be provided to those issues. She 

said that anybody who wanted to provide further comments could do so using the contact details on the screen 

and noted that these contact details were also contained in the document they had been given when they signed 

the attendance register. She encouraged the attendees to provide further comments should they not have 

raised them in the meeting as this would ensure that these issues were assessed by the specialists in their studies 

and would be reported on in the next meeting. She said any comments should be sent to SLR by 14 December 

2022. She then thanked all the attendees for their patience and participation in the discussions and formally 

closed the meeting. 
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NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 Phillip Duiker Elapa Visprodukte CC  

2 Jacobo Jordaan   

3 Nicolas Marthinus St Helena Bay Fishing Forum NMa 

4 Charles Jordaan  CJ 

5 Franklin Delport St Helena Bay Fishing Forum  

6 Chester du Toit  CdT 

7 Patrick Booysen  PB 

8 Christian Adams Chairperson: Collective of South African Small-Scale Fishers CAd 

9 Gert Talmakkies St Helena Bay Fishing Forum  

10 John Thompson St Helena Bay Fishing Forum JT 

11 Deon de Klerk  DdK 

12 Petronella Samuels   

13 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) 
Ltd (NMA) 

NM 

14 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA  JD 

15 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

16 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA  AX 

17 Nelisiwe Vundla  TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) NVU 

18 Chris Spies TEEPSA CSP 

19 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CAP 

20 Wilhelmina Floris TEEPSA WFL 

21 Andile Madlebe TEEPSA AMA 

22 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

23 Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase
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Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32
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35 36
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE SALDANHA BAY HOTEL, SALDANHA 
HELD ON 25 NOVEMBER  2022, 16H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She noted that she is 

not employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any 

vested interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  She then introduced the two interpreters, Chris 

Fourie (CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Chris Spies (CSP) and Nelisiwe Vundla (NVU) from TotalEnergies EP South 

Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR 

Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact 

Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and 

would only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to 

distribute further information and invite people to future meetings. 

She noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and photos will be taken of the 

meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees.  

NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

the attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English.. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow 

everyone to ask questions and comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered 

during the ESIA. She noted that the EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be 

considered in the study but noted that the project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this 

stage as all questions will be addressed during the ESIA phase.  

NM requested that all attendees must treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak 

and be heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on 

silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested CSP and NVU to give their presentation. 
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2.2 CSP summarised the history of TEEPSA’s operations in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-

zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

CSP covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently involved 

in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether they are 

oil or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then project can move 

to phase 2, the appraisal phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size and other 

characteristics of the reserve and usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase yields 

positive results then phase 3, the development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines 

whether the reserve is commercially viable and what the market for the product would be. It also begins with 

the installation of the infrastructure required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would 

then commence to extract the oil or gas from the reservoir, process it onshore and then market and sell the 

product. This is the longest phase of the oil and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the 

resource has been depleted, phase 5, the decommissioning phase, would commence with the removal of the 

infrastructure, plugging and testing of the wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 

years. It is important to note that an environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each 

new phase of the life cycle and the ESIA process includes public participation. CS said the current project 

would only proceed to the next phase if oil or gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration 

wells results in the discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in 

the northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has 

exploration rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-

submersible drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels 

and a helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

NV then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in 

the ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, 

seabed features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold 

Benguela Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore 

regions of the southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning 

and larval drift areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any 

Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) or Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBAs) and Ecological Support Areas (ESAs) in 

terms of the National Coastal and Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 

3.84% of the national effort and 3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % 

and 0.1 % respectively of the tuna pole fishery take place within the Area of Interest with no overlap for any of 

the other commercial fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSFs) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSFs generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSFs 

on a number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial 

fishing companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South Africa but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 
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there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, 

however, pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the Area of Interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed 

to a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to 

assess these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  

3.1 Mzwandile Simon Biko (MSB) said that the presentation mentioned two species of fish that would be 

impacted by the project and he wanted to know if these were edible fish because he did not believe that the 

project should be stopped because of the impact on these fish. He said people needed jobs to be able to 

provide for their families and this project would provide jobs for the people of Saldanha. He said that if, for 

any reason, the Minister for DMRE did not want to authorise the project, then part of his salary should be 

deducted and given to the people of Saldanha to help them provide for their families. 

NA said that the slide showing the impact on fishing in his presentation referred to fishing sectors that 

catch a number of different species of fish and the map simply showed the area of overlap of the fisheries 

with License Block DWOB. He said that at this stage the impact on these fisheries was not known.  

3.2 Clr Siyabulelo Liwani (SL) said he was a ward councillor (Saldanha Bay Municipality: Ward 1 Councillor) and he 

fully supported the public participation process. He said that sometimes when one talked to the community it 

appeared as though the people were divided and that some people were against a particular project or 

industry. He said there was no reason to stand against the project. He said that if there were people who felt 

that the project would affect them negatively then they should engage with the broader community outside 

of the public participation process and debate the issues so that when the next public participation meeting 

took place, everybody would have the same understanding. He said people should not oppose the project 

because they didn’t care about it or because of where they lived. He said some people would not really have 

issues with the project but rather with the environment. He said that these people should remember that in 

the past they had benefitted from South Africa’s economy and now it was time for others to benefit. He said 

the public participation process was important because people needed to raise their issues and concerns but 

he said that whether people agreed or disagreed about issues there would still be challenges related to the 

project on a day-to-day basis going forwards. He said it needed to be understood that they as the community 

supported and needed the project and the project should be speeded up. He said they supported the public 

participation process and all the research that would be done but he cautioned that the research should not 

dictate that they as the community could not move forwards with their lives. He said the project team must 

do everything they needed to do but the message from the meeting was that people needed to improve their 

lives. 

3.3 Siyabulelo Mafenuka (SM) said he stayed in Saldanha and he thanked the project team for their presentations. 

He said there should be no delays with the project and the project should be speeded up because the people 

needed the project. He said the community needed jobs and the people who would have to authorise the 

project should be told that if they did not approve the project then God would punish them. 

NM said that some of the comments that were being made were people’s sentiments and the team would 

therefore not respond. She said, however, that the comments would be noted. 

3.4 Tanduxolo Salman (TS) said the presentations were very technical and it would be very difficult to engage 

properly on all the potential issues within two hours. He asked what the social benefits would be for the 

community and whether there would be localised memorandums of understanding (MoUs) with the 

community because the project would take place in Saldanha. He asked how many jobs would be created and 

what capacity building there would be for local SMMEs. He asked what the value of the project would be and 
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how many people it would benefit. He asked what other marketing was being done for the project besides the 

public participation process which was required by law. He said maybe there were councillors who would 

promote TEEPSA’s programmes and he asked how TEEPSA lobbied people. He asked for the benefits to the 

community to be quantified and asked how the community would be able to hold TEEPSA accountable on 

their promises and commitments. 

NVU said that, as was indicated in the presentation, the oil and gas cycle had five phases. She said that 

TEEPSA was still at the beginning of the cycle in the exploration phase and the exploration drilling 

campaign would take about 3 to 4 months to complete the drilling. She said there is mobilisation at the 

beginning and decommissioning once the drilling is completed so the whole campaign would take about 

six months. She said that because South Africa does not have a fully developed oil and gas industry, the 

equipment and skills required to undertake the exploration drilling were not available in South Africa. She 

said the drilling rig or drilling ship would come from overseas and the companies that supplied these 

vessels usually brought their own skilled operators with them although there were often South Africans 

who were working overseas for these companies who would come with them. She said that the support 

vessels to support the drilling rig or drilling ship would most likely be local vessels and the supplies for the 

drilling campaign would be provided by local suppliers. She said it was therefore unlikely that any new 

jobs would be created but TEEPSA would contract local companies to provide supplies. She said that 

because there would not be many direct benefits in terms of jobs for the local community during this 

phase of the project, TEEPSA would therefore make use of its Corporate Social Investment (CSI) 

programme to provide benefits for the community. She said the community should therefore organise 

itself and determine its vision and priorities for development projects that would contribute to the 

development of the local economy. She said that TEEPSA implemented their CSI programme where 

communities were directly impacted by a project. She said at the end of the exploration drilling phase, if 

TEEPSA was successful, then they would move into the appraisal phase and then possibly into the 

development and production phase to extract the oil or gas and sell it. She said before moving into the 

production phase TEEPSA would need to apply for another environmental authorisation and conduct an 

ESIA study which would require the preparation of a Social and Labour Plan (SLP). She said that in the SLP 

TEEPSA would need to set out their business model, the skills they would require for operations, whether 

those skills could be sourced locally and if not how those skills could be developed so that TEEPSA could 

make use of local skills. She said if certain skills did not exist in South Africa then TEEPSA would be 

allowed to bring those skills in from overseas for a limited period of time and during that time local 

people would have to be trained in those skills so that they could then take over those positions. She said 

the SLP would also look at things like learnerships, apprenticeships and internships as well as 

development programmes for people who already had certain levels of skills. She said TEEPSA would also 

look at supporting local economic development in line with the municipal IDP and that was where MoUs 

would be drawn up taking into consideration the priorities of the local municipality, businesses and the 

community. She said that TEEPSA would be legally bound to implement all the conditions and targets set 

out in the SLP. She said that over the 20 to 30 years of the production phase TEEPSA would have to 

support the local economic development plan set out in the SLP. She said the SLP would also look at other 

skills or development opportunities that were needed in the community such as education for the elderly 

and bursaries for other people who did not get education opportunities previously. She said the SLP would 

be based on the needs of the community which would be determined through a comprehensive 

community engagement process. She said that she did not have any concrete figures to provide at that 

stage. She said SLR would report in the next round of public participation on the opportunities that would 

be available during the exploration phase. She said if the project eventually moved into production then 

the SLP would set out how many direct, indirect and third-party jobs would be created and outline the 

whole development plan for the production phase. She said in terms of the value of the project she didn’t 

have an exact figure as TEEPSA would still have to carry out a an open tender process for service 

providers but she estimated that the value would be in the region of US$13 billion. 

3.5 Hoosain Padayachee (HP) said that for the ESIA study, the presentation stated that there would be a pre-

assessment period, the scoping study currently being undertaken, the environmental impact assessment that 
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would take about two months to complete and then the appeals period. He asked how long it would be before 

there was an actual decision on whether the project would go ahead or not. He said the government was 

moving away from the use of hydrocarbons towards net zero carbon by 2050. He said the rest of the world 

was quite rightly telling the government to move away from coal and South Africa was beginning to reduce its 

reliance on coal but now the rest of the world wanted to buy South Africa’s coal because of the war in 

Ukraine. He said ordinary people supported companies that wanted to produce South Africa’s own oil and gas 

but this was contradicted by the government’s committment to net zero carbon by 2050. He said previous 

speakers had stated that the Minister must approve the project but he asked how the Minister could do this if 

government policy mandated the achievement of net zero carbon by 2050. He said that government policy 

needed to be investigated. He said many of the people in the meeting were unemployed and they had heard 

many promises about jobs and economic development before but to no avail. He said US$13 billion was a lot 

of money if it was converted it into Rands but history had shown that the community would not even get the 

crumbs from that. He said there were many companies who had brought billions of Rands into Saldanha and 

the Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) was also located in Saldanha but the local community had received 

nothing. He said the community was sick and tired of empty promises and they would only believe such 

promises when something concrete materialised which, based on the timeframes in the presentation, would 

only be in 10 to 15 years’ time. He said at the meeting the following day in Langebaan there would be lots of 

objections and obstacles to the project because that was where all the environmentalists lived and they would 

want to oppose the project. He said the people of Saldanha also believed in the importance of the 

environment, but they also needed to be able to put food on the table and support their families. He said the 

environmentalists gave the local people food parcels to support them and then they returned to their 

mansions in Bishopscourt and Claremont but when the local people finished their food parcels they went back 

to their shacks. He said the local people needed to open their eyes and support something that would benefit 

them, not because the project would cost US$13 billion but because they would benefit from the project. He 

said TEEPSA needed to spell out how much would go to the local community. He also asked about TEEPSA’s 

procurement policies because he said that often the companies that came to Saldanha had procurement 

policies that were an impediment to local people getting opportunities. He said the presentation stated that 

the logistics base would be either in Cape Town or Saldanha and he said that Cape Town should not even be a 

consideration. He asked how many local people and contractors would benefit from the logistics base. He said 

when he spoke of local contractors he meant local black contractors because currently the white owned 

companies had a monopoly in Saldanha. He said before the local community gave its support for the project 

they first wanted to learn about TEEPSA’s procurement policies and understand what the benefits would be 

for the local community. 

NA said the legislated timeframe for the full ESIA process was 300 days which included the scoping phase, 

the EIA phase and the decision-making phase. He said the appeal process was approximately 90 days so if 

the project went to appeal then it would be 390 days before a final decision was made on whether 

TEEPSA could proceed or not. He said in his presentation he raised the contradictions inherent in the 

current national policies for the transition to net zero carbon and the need for a stable electricity supply 

and economic growth. He said it was important to note that many of the policy documents identified oil 

or gas as a replacement for coal in the transition to renewable energy sources and net zero carbon. 

CSP said it was important to be realistic and not start looking beyond the exploration phase as 

historically, statistics showed that only one in seven exploration wells were successful in discovering oil or 

gas. He said if TEEPSA was successful then it would move into the appraisal phase to determine the 

quantity and quality of the resource and if that proved to be promising they would move into the 

development phase to determine whether the project was commercially viable and if there was a market 

for the product. He said it was a very lengthy process before oil or gas could be produced and they were 

currently in the exploration phase which would take 3 to 4 months. He said that in terms of procurement 

the ESIA study would produce an Environmental and Social Management Plan that would require local 

content and procurement policies to be in place to support local businesses. He said it was important to 

note, however, that while South Africa was looking to develop its oil and gas industry and become an oil 

and gas hub, most of the specialised skills and equipment required for oil and gas exploration were not 
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currently available in South Africa and there was therefore no alternative but to outsource this to foreign 

companies. He said where it was possible for TEEPSA to support local businesses, such as with the 

logistics base and the supply of provisions, this would be sourced locally. 

HP said that TEEPSA should bring their procurement policy to the next meeting so that the community could 

scrutinise it because companies were making billions of Rands in Saldanha and the local community did not 

benefit at all. He said it was no good waiting until the project moved into production to find out that the 

procurement policy did not work for the local community. He said these issues must be addressed in the 

exploration phase so that there would not be any surprises in the future after the project had been approved. 

NVU said that many communities felt that when it came to the implementation of these large 

development projects, they were overlooked as beneficiaries. She said that currently, TEEPSA was not 

making any profit and they were going to spend a lot of money to investigate whether or not there was 

oil or gas present in the Area of Interest. She said if TEEPSA did make a discovery and moved forwards 

with the project then they would have to present the procurement process to the community for 

discussion and input. She said that would only happen if TEEPSA was successful and discovered oil or gas. 

She said, however, that what the community could hold TEEPSA to in the exploration phase was the CSI 

programme. She said this was already in existence and TEEPSA would help the community to develop a 

vision and proposal that was aligned with the six focus areas of the CSI programme which could then be 

presented to the CSI committee for approval. 

3.6 Siyamcela Gxojeni (SG) asked how long the benefits from the project would last because from what he could 

understand the fish would all die and the people would starve. He said he wanted to hear the truth about the 

project and didn’t want any deception around the potential impacts and benefits from the project. 

NVU said that as long as TEEPSA was carrying out exploration activities on the West Coast, the CSI 

programme would be in operation to provide benefits for the local communities. She said that in terms of 

the impacts on fish and the potential for fish to die, SLR will conduct a specialist study to look at the 

potential impact of the drilling and the cuttings that would be deposited on the seabed from the drilling 

operation. She said a modelling study will look at how these cuttings might disperse due to currents and 

the wind and a marine ecologist and marine fauna specialist will look at the results from this modelling to 

determine what kind of impact this would be likely to have on the different species of fish and the 

communities that rely on fishing for their livelihoods. She said the specialist studies will also make 

recommendations on the mitigation measures that should be put in place to reduce or remove these 

potential impacts. She said the studies will be undertaken in the next phase of the study, which is the 

Environmental Impact Assessment phase. 

3.7 Lwandile Ndikandika (LN) said he was from the Best Forum. He said that from the presentation he saw that 

after Saldanha there would be public participation meetings in Langebaan and Yzerfontein. He said it was 

apparent from the previous comments that many people attending the meeting were interested in the project 

either in terms of job opportunities or opportunities for SMMEs. He said one of the problems that the 

community of Saldanha faced was that their concerns were usually overridden by the concerns of the 

communities that the project team would be meeting the following day in Langebaan and Yzerfontein. He said 

the people from those communities had funds to support NGOs who would try and stop the project. He said 

the project was currently in the first phase and if TEEPSA was successful and found oil or gas then it would be 

9 to 12 years before production could commence. He said the Saldanha community wanted to benefit from 

the economic opportunities that the project would bring because most people were unemployed and 

struggling while the communities in places like Langebaan and Yzerfontein who were already benefiting from 

the economy would want to stop the project. He said the next time the project team came to Saldanha they 

should bring the media with them so that they could report that many people supported the project because 

most of the time the media only listened to the privileged few who were against the project. He asked TEEPSA 

to implement their CSI programme in Saldanha while they were undertaking their exploration activities and 

said the community would be very happy to work with TEEPSA in developing a proposal as the community had 

many needs. 

NVU said that Collette Appoles (CAP) who was present in the meeting was the CSI coordinator who would 
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assist them with preparing their CSI proposal. She said the community would need to meet with CA to 

determine their needs and the vision and who from the community would drive the initiative through to 

implementation. She said once a CSI proposal had been prepared it would be submitted to the CSI 

committee and once approved, TEEPSA would contribute to the development of the community. She said 

that in terms of inviting the media to the public participation meetings, the meetings were open to 

anybody and TEEPSA could not influence people to attend meetings. She said it was up to the media to 

decide whether they wanted to attend public participation meetings or not and TEEPSA could not 

influence the media in terms of the stories that they wrote. 

3.8 Nompie Sandla (NS) said the presentation covered the potential impacts of unplanned events like an oil spill 

and she asked what measures would be taken to protect sea life and the communities living along the coast in 

the event of an oil spill. She also asked for an explanation of the pros and cons of the project.  

CSP said that one of the studies that will be undertaken to assess the potential impacts in the unlikely 

event of an oil spill would be an oil spill modelling study which will look at the direction and how far the 

oil would be likely to move and in what quantities. He said the Environmental and Social Management 

Plan (ESMP) that will be developed as part of the ESIA study will contain an Oil Spill Contingency Plan 

(OSCP) which would set out the procedures for three different tier levels in the event of an oil spill with 

level 1 being the lowest level for an incident like a fuel transfer spill and level 3 being the highest level for 

an incident like a full-scale blowout. He said different response strategies will be developed for each tier 

level to mitigate the impacts of an oil spill. A blowout preventer (BOP) would be installed on top of the 

drill hole to prevent any uncontrolled release of hydrocarbons into the environment. He said if the oil spill 

modelling showed that the oil could reach the coastline then oil spill response strategies would be 

developed for cleaning up and rehabilitating the coastline. He said the OSCP is a detailed document and it 

is a requirement for the environmental authorisation process. 

NA said that in terms of the pros and cons of the project, SLR were still determining all the issues that 

needed to be assessed in the Environmental Impact Assessment phase and a report will be produced that 

looks at all the impacts and benefits of the project in more detail. 

3.9 Onkarabetse Tong (OT) said she was from Vredenburg and she wanted to know whether there had been any 

employment opportunities with young people being deployed during the scoping phase. She also asked 

whether there were any training opportunities for which people could volunteer so that if there were any job 

opportunities in the future they might be considered first. 

NVU said that as she mentioned previously, the exploration drilling campaign would be a very short 

process and the skills that would be required would be highly specialised and would have to be sourced 

from overseas. She said that South Africa did not have the people to provide the necessary training for 

these highly specialised skills and there would not be enough time to train local people for such skills. She 

said even if it was possible to train people the exploration drilling campaign would only last 3 to 4 months 

and then that person would sit back at home again because there was very little work available in South 

Africa for those type of skills. She said that was why TEEPSA would rather focus on their CSI investments 

during the exploration phase. She said the community would have to determine what kind of support the 

youth in the area required that TEEPSA could provide in order for them to be able to study further or 

obtain other technical skills. She said TEEPSA, Shell and all the other companies involved in the oil and gas 

industry in South Africa belonged to an association that had formed the Upstream Training Trust (UTT) 

that was managed by the Petroleum Agency South Africa (PASA). She said the UTT provided youth skills 

development, training and bursaries related to the oil and gas industry. 

3.10 Nigel Solomons (NS) said he would like more information about the UTT and the opportunities that were 

available and how people could apply for them because most people didn’t understand the type of jobs that 

were available in the oil and gas industry. 

NVU said that as she had explained the exploration drilling phase would be very short and the 

opportunities that might arise could relate, for example, to sustaining existing businesses that could 

supply whatever would be required for the exploration drilling campaign. She said the support vessels 

would have to supply food to the drilling rig or vessel so this food could be prepared in Saldanha by 
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existing companies. She said if TEEPSA discovered oil or gas and proceeded with the project all the way to 

production, then TEEPSA would look at the skills they could develop locally for the long-term production 

operations. She said the Upstream Training Trust (UTT) was managed by Petroleum Agency of South 

Africa (PASA) and if anybody wanted to know more about the opportunities provided by UTT they could 

visit the UTT webpage. The UTT visited schools to conduct awareness campaigns about the career paths 

students could follow to be involved in the oil and gas industry as well as the different types of bursaries 

and scholarships that were available. She said there were also geology companies who offered 

opportunities in the oil and gas industry who accompanied UTT on these awareness campaigns. She said 

these awareness campaigns informed students about the subjects they should study at school and the 

marks they would require to gain entrance to the relevant university courses or be eligible for a bursary. 

3.11 TS said that the consultants should make it easier for the people to participate in the public participation 

process. He said it was easy for the wealthy people who wanted to oppose the project to attend meetings but 

the unemployed people and people without money could not attend the meeting in Saldanha because they 

couldn’t afford to travel to the venue. He said it would be very difficult for those people who attended the 

meeting to go and explain such difficult technical information to those people who couldn’t attend. He said 

that the next meeting for the project should be held in the township where a lot more people would be able 

to attend. He said he was from Ward 9 in Vredenburg and they had many suitable venues in his area. 

3.12 MSB said that the people of Saldanha Bay Municipality were one community and there should not have been 

separate meetings for Langebaan and Saldanha. He said he did not want different messages to be given by the 

communities in Saldanha Bay Municipality and he requested TEEPSA to provide one or two minibus taxis so 

that some people from the Saldanha community could go to the meeting the following day in Langebaan and 

provide their views in support of the project when the Langebaan community tried to oppose the project. 

NA said that as the independent EAP for the project, SLR needed to be impartial in terms of the public 

participation process and allow everybody to air their views, whether they were for or against the project. 

He said the support for the project in the meeting in Saldanha would be noted and people could also 

make written submissions so that these could be included in the scoping report. He said SLR could not try 

and influence the process and whoever wanted to attend the meeting in Langebaan the following day 

was welcome to do so and they would be free to air their views whatever they might be and they would 

also be recorded and included in the scoping report. 

3.13 Viwe Kalimani (VK) asked how long it would take before TEEPSA made a decision on whether to proceed or 

not with the project if TEEPSA was given a permit to carry out exploration drilling and they went ahead and 

completed the drilling. He said he also wanted to inform the people in the meeting that if they wanted more 

information about opportunities in the oil and gas industry they should visit the website of the South African 

Oil and Gas Alliance (SAOGA) which is based in Cape Town. He said he believed that TEEPSA should be more 

transparent with the local communities regarding the job opportunities and skills required to work on the 

project if it moved into production. He said most of the jobs would be highly technical in nature and would 

require engineers and other professionals and TEEPSA should explain this to the people otherwise they could 

raise expectations that would then make the communities feel like they were being sidelined if the project 

went ahead and they were not able to access these jobs. 

CSP said that normally when TEEPSA received drilling permits they would commence drilling as soon as 

possible but there could be certain market related issues that could influence when to start drilling such 

as supply and demand and the oil and gas price. Exploration drilling is a big investment decision for 

TEEPSA. He said once the exploration drilling commenced, it would take 3 to 4 months to complete. 

NVU agreed that the oil and gas industry was a very technical industry that was focused on STEM subjects 

(science, technology, engineering and mathematics). The oil and gas industry needs many different types 

of engineers such as electrical and mechanical engineers as well as artisans such as welders and these 

types of skills would be needed if the project went into production. People should remember, however, 

that TEEPSA was a business that also had a finance department, a human resources department and 

many other departments that required different skill sets to the engineering side of the industry. 
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4. CLOSURE 

4.1 NM put up the contact details for SLR on the screen and said that all the issues and comments made in the 

meeting would be included in the Final Scoping Report and responses would be provided to those issues. She 

said that anybody who wanted to provide further comments could do so using the contact details on the 

screen and noted that these contact details were also contained in the document they had been given when 

they signed the attendance register. She encouraged the attendees to provide further comments should they 

not have raised them in the meeting as this would ensure that these issues were assessed by the specialists in 

their studies and would be reported on in the next meeting. She said any comments should be sent to SLR by 

14 December 2022. She then thanked all the attendees for their patience and participation in the discussions 

and formally closed the meeting. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 John Jantjies Khoisan  

2 Gertruida Jacobs Khoisan  

3 Ronel Macock   

4 Nokuthula Dayimani    

5 Mlauli Sidumo    

6 Tembisa Sidumo   

7 Xolile Ngamlana   

8 Thobeka Gxakaza   

9 Siyabulelo Mafenuka  SM 

10 Siyanda Ntozimbi   

11 Peter Griffiths Khoisan  

12 Nompie Sandla  NS 

13 Asanda 
Makwenkwana 

  

14 Siyabonga Gasa   

15 Anna Cloete  Khoisan  

16 Khuselwa Zindlovu   

17 Ntombokhanyo 
Venfolo 

  

18 Malibongwe Mantyi   

19 Mpumelelo Sidamba   

20 Malixole Bapeti   

21 Jeff Heinecken   

22 Viwe Kalimani  VK 

23 Nigel Solomons Entrepreneur NS 

24 Mzwandile Simon 
Biko 

 MSB 

25 Segopotso Tong   

26 Tanduxolo Salman  TS 

27 Hoosain Padayachee Chairman: Best Forum HP 

28 Jamielah Salie Tharwaat Projects  

29 Portia Upindi   

30 Nkunzana Zimbini   

31 Lulama Gqoqa   

32 Zuziwe Maxebengula   

33 Phendulwa Mpos   

34 Feziwe Ngxumza   

35 Athenkosi Sifuba   

36 Gloria Girimane   



 

 

TEEPSA: ESIA for Proposed Exploration Well Drilling in Block Deep Water Orange Basin, West Coast, South Africa 

 

 
11  

 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

37 Simnikiwe Mbalo   

38 Clr Siyabulelo Liwani Saldanha Bay Municipality: Ward 1 Councillor SL 

39 Siyamcela Gxojeni  SG 

40 Onkarabetse Tong  OT 

41 Headman Fatuse Elukhuselweni Trading  

42 Anneline Fryer   

43 Denino Hendricks   

44 Phumla Sandla   

45 Siphosethu 
Mphatiswa 

  

46 Nolukholo Plaatjie   

47 Bongiwe Base   

48 Kabelo Bosiame   

49 Michael Solo   

50 Phoshya Khophe   

51 Doricka Bruintjies SAMWU  

52 Norman van Wyk   

53 Lwandile Ndikandika Best Forum LD 

54 Wayne Solomons   

55 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) 
Ltd 

NM 

56 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA  JD 

57 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

58 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA  AX 

59 Chris Spies TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) CSP 

60 Nelisiwe Vundla  TEEPSA NVU 

61 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CAP 

62 Wilhelmina Floris TEEPSA  

63 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

64 Castro Ravhuhali SLR  
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase
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12

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE LANGEBAAN TOWN HALL, LANGEBAAN  
HELD ON 26 NOVEMBER  2022, 09H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She noted she is not 

employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any vested 

interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  She then introduced the two interpreters, Chris Fourie 

(CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Chris Spies (CSP) and Nelisiwe Vundla (NVU) from TotalEnergies EP South 

Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR 

Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact 

Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and 

would only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to 

distribute further information and invite people to future meetings. 

 She noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and photos will be taken of the 

meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees.  

NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

the attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow 

everyone to ask questions and comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered 

during the ESIA. She noted that the EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be 

considered in the study but noted that the project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this 

stage as all questions will be addressed during the ESIA phase.  

NM requested that all attendees must treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak 

and be heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on 

silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested CSP and NVU to give their presentation. 
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2.2 CSP summarised the history of TEEPSA’s operations in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-

zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

CSP covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently involved 

in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether they are 

oil or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then the project can 

move to phase 2, the appraisal phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size and other 

characteristics of the reserve and usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase yields 

positive results then phase 3, the development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines 

whether the reserve is commercially viable and what the market for the product would be. It also begins with 

the installation of the infrastructure required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would 

then commence to extract the oil or gas from the reservoir, process it onshore and then market and sell the 

product. This is the longest phase of the oil and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the 

resource has been depleted, phase 5, the decommissioning phase, would commence with the removal of the 

infrastructure, plugging and testing of the wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 

years. It is important to note that an environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each 

new phase of the life cycle and the ESIA process includes public participation. CS said the current project 

would only proceed to the next phase if oil or gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration 

wells results in the discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in 

the northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has 

exploration rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-

submersible drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels 

and a helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

NVU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in 

the ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, 

seabed features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold 

Benguela Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore 

regions of the southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning 

and larval drift areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any 

Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) or Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBAs) and Ecological Support Areas (ESAs) in 

terms of the National Coastal and Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 

3.84% of the national effort and 3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % 

and 0.1 % respectively of the tuna pole fishery take place within the Area of Interest with no overlap for any of 

the other commercial fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSFs) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSFs generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSFs 

on a number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial 

fishing companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South Africa but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 
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there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, 

however, pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the Area of Interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed 

to a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to 

assess these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  

3.1 Ivan Karemaker (IK) asked why TEEPSA had abandoned the area within License Block DWOB directly opposite 

Saldanha Bay. 

NA said TEEPSA had applied to relinquish that area from the exploration right to License Block DWOB and 

that process was still underway and had not been finalised. He said all exploration rights holders were 

required to relinquish portions of their exploration right area over time should they decide that they were 

not going to do any further exploration work in that portion of the license block and he assumed that it 

was a strategic decision based on the information that TEEPSA had available. 

3.2 Francois Tickner (FT) asked what changes would be made to the harbour facilities at Saldanha should it be 

selected as the logistics base for the project and what impact would that have on the local area. 

CSP said there would not be much change or impact. He said the exploration drilling campaign would only 

last 3 or 4 months and TEEPSA would make use of a port with existing infrastructure to support the 

drilling operation. He said this would involve storing incoming equipment at the port and changeovers as 

well as purchasing supplies from local suppliers. 

3.3 David Harper (DH) said he found it strange that there was very little information available on how seismic 

blasting affected plankton, especially zooplankton. He said while carrying out research on the internet he 

found one company of interest which was a Norwegian company called Bigelow who carried out research in 

2006. He said they found that one air gun blast would kill all the zooplankton from between 5 to 10 m up to 1 

km away. He asked SLR whether they had commissioned testing similar to that undertaken by Bigelow and, if 

so, whether they would make that information available. 

NA said that no seismic surveys would be undertaken during the exploration work that TEEPSA was 

proposing to carry out. He said sonar surveys were included in the scope but these would be of a much 

lower intensity and at a different frequency to the sonic pulses employed in seismic surveys. He said the 

sonar equipment was very similar to the echo location equipment used by some commercial fishing 

vessels to locate fish. He said the noise modelling study would model the intensity and frequency of the 

sonar pulses that would be used in the sonar survey and determine the zone of impact. He said that 

during the Environmental Impact Assessment phase SLR would have a better understanding of the 

distances involved and the potential impacts of the sonar surveys and this would be reported on in the 

next round of meetings 

3.4 Clr Jaco Kotze (JK) said the presentation mentioned that vertical seismic profiling may be undertaken during 

the exploration drilling campaign and this was what they were concerned about. He said the Area of Interest 

was located immediately south of an MPA and the ESIA study would only look at the impacts in the immediate 

environment and not in the adjacent areas which was a concern. He said the presentation mentioned the 

riserless and risered drilling methods and he presumed that the riserless method was the safer and therefore 

preferred method. He said the cuttings from both methods, however, would definitely have an impact 

downstream of the drilling site and he asked whether this would be assessed during the study. He said the 

presentation also made mention of the possibility of an oil spill. He said oil tankers offloaded oil in Saldanha 

Bay on a regular basis and on one occasion a company called Oil Pollution Control South Africa (OPC) who had 

R200 million worth of equipment could not contain a pier 2 and 3 oil spill in reasonable conditions in a 
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confined bay like Saldanha Bay. He asked what kind of equipment and technology would be required to 

contain an oil spill from a drilling rig in the open ocean. He said if that happened it would impact the MPA to 

the north of the Area of Interest. He said they weren’t concerned with the minor impacts related to normal 

operations but rather what would happen if there was a problem that caused a major incident. He said 

TEEPSA would need to plan for the worst-case scenario. He said he had seen for himself that even the best 

equipment operating in reasonable conditions was inadequate and he asked how TEEPSA planned to address 

a worst-case scenario should it happen. He said in winter the prevailing winds were north-westerly winds and 

because oil rose to the surface it would go in the direction that the wind took it rather than in the direction of 

the current. He said Saldanha was right in the path of any potential oil spill. 

NA said that vertical seismic profiling (VSP) was an optional activity for the proposed project and it 

differed from a standard seismic survey in that the sound source would be a small single airgun array 

suspended from the drilling rig and would be stationary as opposed to the much larger multiple airgun 

arrays typically used in seismic surveys that were towed behind a moving vessel. He said the VSP would 

be used to investigate the geological properties in the vicinity of the exploration drilling well and the noise 

impact would be over a much shorter duration of up to 9 hours. He said a traditional seismic survey 

normally operated over a large area of around 10 000 km² for a period of 4 to 5 months with the airguns 

operating for up to 20 hours a day. He said there was a big difference in the scale of the two activities and 

the noise modelling study will assess the VSP to understand its noise threshold and zone of impact. He 

said that in terms of the adjacent MPA there was certainly the possibility for any of the potential impacts 

to extend outside the Area of Interest. He said all of the specialist studies will assess the area of impact as 

was mentioned for the noise modelling study. He said that the drill cuttings modelling study will also 

assess the discharge of the cuttings and the direction of the plume, impact of the sediment, etc. He said 

that similarly the oil spill modelling study will look at the different seasons, metocean conditions (wind, 

waves and climate, etc.) to see how a potential oil plume could spread and this would indicate whether 

the MPA could be impacted in such an unlikely scenario. He said based on the findings of this study 

various mitigation measures and strategies will be proposed to address the potential impacts of an oil 

spill. 

CSP said the results of the oil spill modelling study would also indicate the best season in which to drill to 

avoid the north-westerly winds that could take a potential oil spill to the shore. He said as part of the 

application for the environmental authorisation TEEPSA was required to prepare an Oil Spill Contingency 

Plan (OSCP) which will set out the procedures for three different tier levels in the event of an oil spill with 

level 1 being the lowest level for an incident like a fuel transfer spill and level 3 being the highest level for 

an incident like a full-scale blowout. He said different response strategies will be developed for each tier 

level to mitigate the impacts of an oil spill such as spraying dispersant to disperse the oil and mobilising a 

capping stack, which is currently in Saldanha, to stop the flow of hydrocarbons from the drilling well. He 

said TEEPSA was partnered with international organisations like Oil Spill Response Limited (OSRL) to 

provide support. He said the oil spill modelling study will determine the level of response required in the 

OSCP. 

3.5 Menka Vansant (MV) said she was a PhD student at the University of Cape Town. She said one of the 

coordinates for Licence Block DWOB provided online appeared to be incorrect and she requested the project 

team to send her the correct coordinates. She said she had coordinates for the fishing activities of the SSFs in 

the Northern Cape which were only 26 nautical miles (48 km) from the Area of Interest. She said that although 

there was no direct overlap, fish were not constrained by lines and boundaries on a map and the SSFs were 

concerned about the potential impact of the project on the ecosystem in their fishing grounds and on their 

fisheries. She said that Licence Block DWOB overlapped with the areas where Searcher and TGS were 

conducting their seismic surveys and she asked whether TEEPSA intended to purchase data from these seismic 

surveys if they went ahead. She said the life cycle for oil and gas was quite long and in terms of the Just Energy 

Transition she asked what was TEEPSA’s plan for oil and gas in the transition to renewable energy rather than 

simply divesting from coal, particularly in view of the fact that the South African government received another 

round of funding for the Just Energy Transition at the recent COP 27 meeting in Cairo. She said while it was all 

well and good having an OSCP she had yet to see one that actually worked. She said if one looked at the 



 
TEEPSA: ESIA for Proposed Exploration Well Drilling in Block Deep Water Orange Basin, West Coast, South Africa 

 
5  

 

 

NO. ITEM 

recent oil spill in Mauritius or the BP Deepwater Horizon accident in the Gulf of Mexico the impacts were 

devastating and although these accidents didn’t involve TotalEnergies or occur in South African waters, when 

they did happen the outcome was terrifying. She said the oil from the Deepwater Horizon accident could still 

be detected in the Gulf of Mexico 12 years later. 

NA said the scoping study recognised that the potential impacts on the SSFs will need to be investigated 

and the marine ecology assessment will look at the potential impact on fish species and their behaviour 

patterns and the fisheries assessment will look at the potential impact on the fishing grounds. He said one 

of the challenges to date had been that the information on where the SSFs went fishing had not been 

recorded in great detail and was not available from DFFE. He said if MV could share the information that 

she had then it would greatly assist the specialists with their studies. He said the ESIA studies for the 

reconnaissance permit applications for Searcher and TGS were currently being undertaken and he said it 

was unlikely that both applications would be approved so that the most likely scenario would be that only 

one reconnaissance permit would be approved which would be valid for a period of one year. He said 

these two companies were applying for a reconnaissance permit to conduct seismic surveys in a number 

of different licence blocks which included Licence Block DWOB. He said he assumed that whichever 

operator conducted the seismic surveys, they would offer the information to TEEPSA but he was not sure 

whether TEEPSA would necessarily offer to purchase that information as that would be a commercial 

decision that would be made at that time. He said that in terms of the Just Energy Transition he could not 

speak on behalf of government and their plans but he believed everybody would appreciate greater 

clarity on the government’s plans going forwards. He said the needs and desirability section in the 

scoping report examined the various policy documents of government. 

NVU said TEEPSA was transitioning from an oil and gas company to one that included hydrogen, wind, 

solar and other renewable energy sources. TEEPSA’s strategy is aligned with that of the International 

Energy Agency (IEA) to move to net zero carbon by 2050. She said as part of this strategy, 75% of 

TotalEnergies’ production would be focused on renewables with the remaining 25% focused on oil and 

gas. Although TEEPSA was committed to the transition to renewable energy there was still a need for oil 

and gas in this transition. Information relating to TotalEnergies’ strategy was available on their website, 

including how they intended to meet all the targets that they had set. She said TotalEnergies’  Universal 

Registration Document was also available on the website and this showed how the company was working 

towards those targets on a year-by-year basis. 

NA said that in the impact assessment phase the oil spill modelling study would make recommendations 

for mitigation measures for an unplanned event and these would be included in the Environmental 

Management Programme (EMPr), which was a legally binding document that TEEPSA would be required 

to adhere to should they receive an exploration drilling permit. He said TEEPSA would also have to 

prepare an OSCP that would set out all the different actions that would be taken for the different levels of 

spills and that document would have to be reviewed and approved by government before TEEPSA was 

permitted to commence with exploration drilling activities. He said SLR certainly recognised that a 

potential oil spill was a major concern for the public. 

3.6 Solene Smith (SS) said she was an SSF from Langebaan. She said she was not born a SSF but she had been a 

SSF for many years and she just wanted to have her say about all the companies that came to consult them 

because she did not think that they respected the SSFs. She said she dealt with the SSFs all along the West 

Coast from the Northern Cape down to Cape Town and the SSFs opposed all the projects that were presented 

to them previously and provided their reasons for doing so. She said one company was so arrogant that they 

said to the SSFs, “You say no but we say yes.”  She said she wanted to explain the history of the SSFs. She said 

they may be called small scale fishers but they were actually the very first people who fished in South African 

waters and they had a customary right to fish. She said as the chairperson of the SSFs she had SSFs in her 

organisation who were 80 years old or older who went out fishing in small vessels that caused no damage to 

the environment. She said people kept on trying to tell the SSFs where to fish but the ocean was very large 

and the fish had heads and tails and didn’t stay where these people wanted the SSFs to fish. She said more 

and more companies were coming to mark out areas where they wanted to work and where they didn’t want 

the SSFs to fish, so the areas where the SSFs could fish were becoming smaller and smaller. She said that a 
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politician had stated in the newspaper the previous Thursday that the SSFs could not decide about these 

projects because they would provide economic upliftment for the West Coast. She said this meant that they 

must lose their livelihoods and die poor because the only thing they knew how to do was fishing. She said a 

doctor could become a fisher but an SSF could not become a doctor. She said that as SSFs they had indigenous 

knowledge and they had worked with numerous researchers and she believed that she was also a researcher. 

She said that as SSFs they had started their own committees and they decided themselves what did or did not 

work and what was right or wrong. She said she was very disappointed as it seemed that simply because they 

were called SSFs people believed they must stay small forever. She said these companies only wanted to come 

into South Africa and make money and then take the money out of the country. She said these companies 

wanted to tell them what to do and divide them as communities by employing people from the community to 

come and tell them how the project would benefit them. She said Langebaan had one of the most beautiful 

lagoons in the world and people wanted to come with oil and gas and destroy it. She said one company told 

them that they would stop their boat if they saw a whale but just as it was very difficult to stop a car if a child 

ran out in front of it, a boat would not have time to stop or change direction and it would hit the whale. She 

asked why there were so many fish that washed up on the shore where there was oil and gas exploration and 

why this happened all over the world. She said she was sorry to say but the government had sold them out. 

She said on 15 November they should already have started to catch crayfish but they couldn’t do so because 

their fishing permits were not ready but the government could give permits to every Tom, Dick and Harry to 

explore and drill here, there and everywhere for oil and gas. She said they had a discussion with the Minister 

about two weeks previously and were promised all sorts of wonderful things but the SSFs took the 

government to court because they were not given any fishing rights. She said they were traditional fishers 

who were born as fishers and would die as fishers but there was no respect for SSFs and nobody even 

bothered to look for their bodies when they went missing at sea. She said their people had drowned in the 

ocean and their bodies were still there. She said that the SSFs would not stop fishing because of this project 

and they would not allow politicians to speak on their behalf because, as politicians, they could have done 

many good things for the SSFs but they didn’t do anything. She said the politicians should stick to politics and 

leave the SSFs alone. She said the Langebaan Lagoon was a world famous lagoon and as long as they were 

alive they would look after the lagoon. She said TEEPSA was just one of many companies like Karpower who 

had applied for permits for their projects but nobody knew what the real impacts would be on the 

environment once all of these companies started with their projects. She said she wanted to give her side of 

the story because politicians and ministers had sold them out and would not decide for them as SSFs. She said 

at the previous week’s 4th World Small-Scale Fisheries Congress in Cape Town she got a fright when she learnt 

how small the SSF sector was in South Africa compared to the commercial fishing industry. She said SSFs were 

very smart people who knew the ocean like the back of their hands and they could tell you if the weather was 

like this or this then you must not go to the ocean. She said you couldn’t just draw a licence block on a map 

and say that the fish wouldn’t go there. She said their tradition of fishing for snoek would be lost. She said that 

researchers had told them that the fish were not in this place or that place but the SSFs took the Department 

of Fisheries to court and won because they had worked together with their own researcher and proved that 

these researchers were wrong. She asked why their indigenous knowledge was not being taken into account 

when research was undertaken for these projects. She said the specialist researchers never asked the SSFs to 

accompany them when they did their research. She said the Langebaan Lagoon was rich in marine life but she 

was not going to talk about it in the meeting because she would talk about it in court. She said they would 

fight until they could fight no more and then their children and grandchildren would keep on fighting because 

that was what the ocean meant to them. She said she was tired of the answers that these researchers gave to 

them when they as SSFs knew that they were wrong. She said that she was not saying that the information 

that was presented in the meeting was incorrect because this was information about TEEPSA and the specific 

project they wanted to do but there were hundreds of companies who came and went and didn’t listen to or 

respect the SSFs and they would not stop fighting them. 

NA said that the scoping study did recognise that the SSFs were an important part of the West Coast 

economy and that they were historic and current users of the sea that needed to be considered in the 

assessment. He said the public participation meetings were a platform for stakeholders like the SSFs to 

raise their concerns as well as to provide information that the specialists may not have so that it could be 
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included in their studies. He said SS was welcome to provide any information that she felt might assist the 

specialists in assessing the potential impact of the project on the SSFs such as the areas where they went 

fishing. He said the snoek run had been raised in a number of meetings as an important issue that needed 

to be assessed in detail and during the Environmental Impact Assessment phase of the study, the 

specialists would look at the potential impacts of the project on the snoek run. He said the findings of 

these studies would be reported in the next round of meetings during the Environmental Impact 

Assessment phase. He said the opposition of the SSF sector had been noted in most of the public meetings 

and this would be recorded in the scoping report. 

3.7 John Berry (JB) said a similar project was proposed a year or so ago on the Wild Coast but because of public 

opposition it did not go ahead. He said he did not know whether this was the same company but a similar 

project was now being proposed on the West Coast and he asked why they thought that public opposition 

would not prevent this project from going ahead. 

NA said that the project being referred to was a proposal by Shell to conduct seismic surveys on the Wild 

Coast and that was a different activity to the exploration drilling which TEEPSA would like to undertake in 

Licence Block DWOB. He said one of the key issues from the court case that ruled against Shell on that 

project was the limited public participation that was undertaken for the ESIA study for the permit 

application that was awarded for the project. He said for this project SLR was conducting an expanded 

public participation process with public meetings all along the West Coast to gather the issues and 

concerns of communities. He said SLR will record all the issues that were raised in these meetings and 

these will be assessed in the specialist studies in the Environmental Impact Assessment phase and the 

final report containing the findings of all the studies will be submitted to the authorities for decision-

making. He said once the decision was made by the authorities, in terms of the EIA process there will be 

an appeal process whereby members of the public can appeal against the decision if they do not agree 

with it. 

3.8 Anton Jansen (AJ) said he represented the Langebaan Ratepayers and Residents Association and he was 

attending the meeting in that capacity. He said one of the things that he noticed in public participation 

meetings was that the really emotional issues like those raised by SS were never addressed. He said those 

issues related to the people who lived in the area where the project would take place and would be directly 

impacted by the project but the presentations at the meetings dealt with the project and the wider economy. 

He said that while this was an important aspect that needed to be covered, the impacts on the ordinary 

people living in the area like the SSFs were just as important and these issues always seemed to be either 

glossed over or ignored altogether. He said one of the slides in the presentation mentioned something about 

80% of the funds needing to be ploughed back into the community but it wasn’t mentioned how that money 

would be spent in the community. He requested that the next meeting deal specifically with the needs of the 

people living in the area because in the current meeting he had seen nothing that indicated that this project 

would be good for the community.  

NA said that this was the first engagement with the community of Langebaan and the purpose of the 

meeting was to gather all the issues and concerns that the community may have. He said the 

presentation was based on the information contained in the draft scoping report which was a fairly 

technical document that will be used to inform decision-making. He said as scientists they avoid using 

emotional language and write in a rather dry, technical style to present the facts because as professionals 

their mandate is to present the information in a clear and objective manner. He said that is why the 

presentations were presented in that way but when people asked questions or made comments they were 

welcome to express their emotions and these comments were recorded exactly as the people had stated 

them. 

NVU acknowledged that TEEPSA needed to be working with the communities. She said that the comment 

period for the draft scoping report was only 30 days, which was obviously a very short time, so TEEPSA 

had appointed community engagement officers and a community relations coordinator to work with the 

communities on a long-term basis outside of the ESIA process. She said the slide that was being referred 

to was discussing TEEPSA’s Corporate Social Investment (CSI) programme and the projects for the CSI 



 
TEEPSA: ESIA for Proposed Exploration Well Drilling in Block Deep Water Orange Basin, West Coast, South Africa 

 
8  

 

 

NO. ITEM 

programme were often implemented by NGOs and TEEPSA had found that only a small part of the overall 

budget made its way into the community. She said TEEPSA has therefore made it part of their policy that 

when an NGO submitted a proposal for a CSI project, it must indicate how at least 80% of the overall 

budget would be spent on the community or activities that would benefit the community in order for it to 

be approved. She said, however, that TEEPSA now wanted to work directly with the communities to help 

them determine their interests and priorities based on their vision and needs and TEEPSA would then fund 

the activities requested by the community so that 100% of the budget went directly to the community. 

3.9 SS asked who had identified and selected the community engagement officers because people were opposed 

to the project in every community along the West Coast and all of a sudden these community liaison 

politicians were everywhere and most of them were only interested in what was good for themselves and 

they were selling the community out. She said politicians were only interested in themselves and if TEEPSA 

wanted to employ community engagement officers to liaise with the communities they should employ people 

from the SSF sector. She said people who had attended community meetings and had spoken to say how they 

felt all of a sudden were being paid by these companies. She wanted to state in public that she didn’t want to 

be paid by anybody and she didn’t want to be bribed because she wanted to be able to speak from the heart 

to serve the community. She didn’t want politicians coming from Hout Bay and Vredenburg or wherever and 

telling people what to do and what they must think about the project. She said this approach would not work 

in Langebaan. She said the Deputy Mayor for Saldanha Bay Municipality was in the meeting and she had great 

respect for her but if she came and told her to support the project she would not do so because she could 

think for herself. She said she had a big problem with the community engagement officers because nobody 

knew how they were chosen and all of a sudden some of them were getting a lot of money for doing nothing. 

She said she had great respect for the TEEPSA people who wanted to work with the community but not those 

who wanted to behave like politicians and tell them what they must think and what they must do. She said 

she now worked as a volunteer in the community but at the time that she was a councillor she was only paid 

R300 but she still used to work hard for her community.  

NVU said she wanted to clarify that the community engagement officers represented TEEPSA and they did 

not represent the community. She said they could not speak on behalf of the community and their job was 

to ensure that the community received adequate information about TEEPSA and their projects and the CSI 

programme. She said the community engagement officers would work with the community on the CSI 

programme to help them identify their vision and priorities and put together proposals for development 

projects. She said the community engagement officers would only facilitate this process and it would be 

the community members who would have to organise themselves to determine what it was that they 

wanted in terms of development initiatives that could be funded by TEEPSA.  

NM said that another important issue that was raised by SS was that SLR should engage directly with the 

SSFs if they wanted to get the views of this sector. 

3.10 Siyabulelo Mfenuka (SM) said he was a resident of Saldanha for the past 30 years. He said he was concerned 

about how few people were in attendance at the meeting and queried whether it was related to poor 

mobilisation. He said that South Africans should be very proud that they had freedom of speech and freedom 

of movement so that they could say whatever they wanted. He said he was concerned about the manipulation 

of people to prepare them to speak out against the project. He said people were being manipulated to go and 

protest at TotalEnergies garages rather than encouraging them to come to this meeting so that they could 

hear for themselves what the project was all about and reach their own conclusions about the project even if 

they were prepared to be used by the people who were against this project. He said, unfortunately, the 

people who were against this project did not bring them to this meeting so they could not hear for 

themselves. He said he respected everybody’s views and concerns about the project because they were all 

equally valid and he understood that people had concerns about the possible impacts on the ocean and the 

environment. He said the public participation process was a good process and people should be given the 

opportunity to raise their concerns before a project was approved. He said there was currently a project in 

Saldanha Bay Municipality called the Baobab Open Access Network to bring fibre access to everybody and this 

project was supported by everyone even though there will be challenges with the project in the future. He 

said the people who were opposing the TEEPSA project were the people who had already benefited from the 
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economy in the past but now that there was a project that would benefit the people who had previously been 

excluded from the economy and not themselves, they were against it. He said the government couldn’t 

provide everything for the people of South Africa and the private sector needed to be involved in developing 

the economy so that the lives of the people could be improved. He said it was important to remember that in 

South Africa there were different classes of people and the people who had been excluded from the economy 

did not choose to be excluded, the previous government designed the system to be that way. He said this 

project presented an opportunity for these people to experience the “better life for all” that is spoken about. 

He said when he listened to the potential social and economic benefits of the project in the presentation he 

felt that this project was an opportunity that could change the lives of the people. He said people couldn’t just 

go and protest at the municipality or Parliament because the government didn’t have the means to help 

everybody so when a project was proposed that could help to change people’s lives, the community should 

support that project. He said his only request was that TEEPSA should keep an open-door policy and continue 

engaging with the people because there would be challenges with the project going forwards and everybody 

should be engaged to ensure that these challenges were overcome. He said his message was that the 

community supported this project and they needed this project. He said the process should be speeded up so 

that the project could begin as soon as possible because the country needed to move forwards. 

NM said that the views expressed by SM and his support for the project would be noted. He said an 

important point that was raised was the need for open dialogue going forwards so that any challenges 

that may be encountered could be resolved through a process of engagement. 

NA said that in terms of the attendance at the meeting, SLR undertook a comprehensive notification 

process. He said the database for the project contained more than 800 people who were sent information 

about the project and the meetings that were going to take place. He said adverts were placed in the 

local and regional newspapers and on local radio stations and site notices were placed at key locations in 

all the communities along the West Coast. He said they also relied on word-of-mouth because a lot of the 

people who were notified through the project database were key stakeholders like ward councillors, 

municipal officials and community organisations like ratepayers and residents associations. He said, 

however, that they could not force people to attend meetings and the number of people present was 

typical for a meeting of this nature. 

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 NM put up the contact details for SLR on the screen and said that all the issues and comments made in the 

meeting would be included in the Final Scoping Report and responses would be provided to those issues. She 

said that anybody who wanted to provide further comments could do so using the contact details on the 

screen and noted that these contact details were also contained in the document they had been given when 

they signed the attendance register. She encouraged the attendees to provide further comments should they 

not have raised them in the meeting as this would ensure that these issues were assessed by the specialists in 

their studies and would be reported on in the next meeting. She said any comments should be sent to SLR by 

14 December 2022. She then thanked all the attendees for their patience and participation in the discussions 

and formally closed the meeting. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 John Berry  JB 

2 Tony Mehl   

3 Elmaré Tickner   

4 Sidney Monk   

5 Rhona Harwin   

6 Norton Dowries   

7 Solene Smith  SS 

8 Juané Hendrikz   

9 Francois Tickner  FT 

10 L Karemaker   

11 Ivan Karemaker  IK 

12 Patsy Naidoo   

13 Menka Vansant PhD Student – University of Cape Town MV 

14 Andre Robinson   

15 Clement Matthews Chairperson: Langebaan Ratepayers and Residents Association  

16 Clr Wilhelm America Mayoral Committee Member for Community and Operational Services and 
Ward 14 Councillor – Saldanha Bay Municipality 

 

17 Allison Abrahams   

18 Clr Jaco Kotze PR Councillor – Saldanha Bay Municipality JK 

19 Rainer Schimpf Concerned Citizen  

20 Anton Jansen Secretary: Langebaan Ratepayers and Residents Association AJ 

21 Johan Botes Langebaan Ratepayers and Residents Association  

22 Marietha Dippenaar   

23 Clr Charmaine Laubscher Executive Deputy Mayor and Ward 6 Councillor – Saldanha Bay Municipality  

24 Sylvia Robinson   

25 David Harper Save Langebaan Lagoon and AfriForum Environmental Affairs West Coast DH 

26 Ernst T Kilian   

27 Siyabulelo Mafenuka  SM 

28 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) Ltd NM 

29 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA  JD 

30 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

31 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA  AX 

32 Chris Spies TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) CSP 

33 Nelisiwe Vundla  TEEPSA NVU 

34 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CAP 

35 Wilhelmina Floris TEEPSA  

36 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

37 Castro Ravhuhali SLR  
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase
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Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE YZERFONTEIN COMMUNITY HALL, YZERFONTEIN 
HELD ON 26 NOVEMBER  2022, 15H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She noted that she is 

not employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any 

vested interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  She then introduced the two interpreters, Chris 

Fourie (CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Chris Spies (CSP) and Nelisiwe Vundla (NVU) from TotalEnergies EP South 

Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR 

Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact 

Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and would 

only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to distribute 

further information and invite people to future meetings. 

 She noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and photos will be taken of the 

meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees.  

NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that the 

attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow everyone to ask questions and 

comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered during the ESIA. She noted that the 

EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered in the study but noted that the 

project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this stage as all questions will be addressed during 

the ESIA phase.  

NM requested that all attendees must treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak 

and be heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on 

silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested CSP and NVU to give their presentation. 
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2.2 CSP summarised the history of TEEPSA’s operations in South Africa and the company’s ambitions towards net-

zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

CSP covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently involved 

in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether they are oil 

or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then phase 2, the appraisal 

phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size and other characteristics of the reserve and 

usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase yields positive results then phase 3, the 

development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines whether the reserve is commercially 

viable and what the market for the product would be. It also begins with the installation of the infrastructure 

required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would then commence to extract the oil or gas 

from the reservoir, process it onshore and then market and sell the product. This is the longest phase of the oil 

and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the resource has been depleted, phase 5, the 

decommissioning phase, would commence with the removal of the infrastructure, plugging and testing of the 

wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 years. It is important to note that an 

environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each new phase of the life cycle and the ESIA 

process includes public participation. CSP said the current project would only proceed to the next phase if oil or 

gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration wells results in the discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in the 

northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has exploration 

rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-submersible 

drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels and a 

helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

NVU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in the 

ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, seabed 

features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold Benguela 

Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore regions of the 

southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning and larval drift 

areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any Marine 

Protected Areas (MPAs) or Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBAs) and Ecological Support Areas (ESAs) in terms of the 

National Coastal and Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 3.84% of the 

national effort and 3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % and 0.1 % 

respectively of the tuna pole fishery take place within the Area of Interest with no overlap for any of the other 

commercial fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSFs) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSFs generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSFs on 

a number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial fishing 

companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  
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NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South Africa but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, however, 

pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the Area of Interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed to 

a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to assess 

these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  
Following the presentations, the participants sat around a table to provide a more informal setting for the 
discussion. 

3.1 Michelle van Acker (MvA) asked whether there was any other drilling taking place south of License Block DWOB. 

NA said there was currently an ESIA study being undertaken for a permit application for TEEPSA to conduct 

exploration drilling in Licence Block 5/6/7 which lies offshore between Cape Town and Cape Agulhas. He 

said the study was currently in the EIA phase and it was anticipated that the final ESIA report would be 

submitted in early 2023. 

3.2 Mva asked whether Saldanha would be the supply base for the exploration drilling campaign for DWOB. 

NA said that both Cape Town and Saldanha were under consideration as the supply base. He said that 

given the short 3 to 4 months duration of the proposed exploration drilling campaign there would not be 

any new infrastructure created for the project and use would be made of existing infrastructure. He said 

there wouldn’t be any infrastructure like pipelines required for the exploration drilling. A drilling ship or 

drilling rig would be used to drill the exploration well and once this had been completed, the vessel would 

leave. 

3.3 MvA said she was concerned more with the future and the production phase. She said gas was a wonderful 

resource and it would be very good for South Africa if a large gas field was discovered and South Africa could 

become self-sufficient in this resource. She said if TEEPSA was successful in discovering gas then it would have 

to be brought on shore. She asked whether TEEPSA had any idea at this stage where that pipeline would come 

on shore and where that pipeline would lead to for the gas to be processed. 

CSP said it would not necessarily be a pipeline that would be used to transport the hydrocarbons from the 

well. He said it could be a floating production storage and offloading (FPSO) unit which is a floating vessel 

used by the offshore oil and gas industry for the production and processing of hydrocarbons and for the 

storage of oil. He said if TEEPSA did discover a viable hydrocarbon resource then the decision on how to 

transport the resource would be taken in the development phase when research would be undertaken to 

determine the most feasible option. He said there was no guarantee that TEEPSA would discover a viable 

hydrocarbon resource as records showed that only one in seven exploration wells proved to be successful. 

3.4 Clr AK Warwick (AW) said that he and Neale Africa (NAf), the Yzerfontein Town Manager, attended the online 

public meeting on 17 November and raised some of the issues and concerns of the Swartland Municipality. He 

said one of the biggest concerns for the municipality was the undersea communication cables that were 

mentioned in the presentation. He said the Yzerfontein Cable Landing Station is the landing point in South Africa 

for the West Africa Cable System (WACS). He said if the drilling were to damage the WACS then one of South 

Africa’s main communication systems would be out of action. He said another concern was Dassen Island, which 

is a nature reserve and important breeding site for seabirds, and the coastline and beaches around Yzerfontein 

because they were already experiencing erosion due to climate change. He said there were many SSFs in 

Yzerfontein and in the communities all along the West Coast who could be impacted by the project. He said the 

community of Hondeklipbaai, close to where the proposed drilling site would be, was a very poor community 

who relied on fishing for their livelihoods. He said in Yzerfontein there were times when the snoek were plentiful 
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and then other times when the local SSFs had to travel as far as St Helena Bay or further to find snoek. He said 

he knew that oil and gas were important resources and he had just seen an article in Die Burger from the UN 

Climate Change Conference (COP 27) in Egypt which was attended by South Africa where it was mentioned that 

Shell and TEEPSA had discovered large oil and gas reserves off the West Coast of South Africa and Namibia. He 

said TEEPSA wanted to drill 188 km off the coast from Hondeklipbaai because they knew that oil and gas was 

there. He said when TEEPSA began to drill it would definitely affect the availability of fish on the West Coast and 

he asked if the research that SLR had undertaken showed that there would still be the same amount of fish 

available for the local SSFs. 

CSP said that the undersea communication cables would not be an issue because TEEPSA had all the GPS 

coordinates for the location of the cables and such cables usually have a 5 to 10 km buffer zone around 

them so TEEPSA would not drill in close proximity to any of the cables. He said TEEPSA did not know for 

certain that oil or gas was present in the Area of Interest but there is a possibility (based on previous 

geological data) that it could be present and that was why they wanted to drill to determine if there was a 

resource. He said if they did find something then they would continue into the appraisal phase. He said 

there was still a long way to go before TEEPSA could go into oil or gas production. 

NA said that the potential impacts on seabirds and fisheries were issues that had been identified for 

assessment in the impact assessment phase of the study but the answers will only be available in the next 

phase of the study. He said the specialist studies will assess the potential impact and make 

recommendations for mitigation measures to reduce or remove those impacts altogether. He said once 

those studies were completed there will be another round of public participation and the detailed findings 

of those studies will be presented to all the communities where meetings were taking place in the current 

round of public participation. He said that it was known that snoek was a migratory fish that moved from 

north to south and they had just been told that it also moved from west to east. He said all this information 

will be used in the assessment to determine the potential impact of the project on the different fisheries. 

3.5 Suzette van Niekerk (SvN) said she was concerned about the impact of additional traffic on the R27 as there 

were already many accidents on this road with 3 to 4 people killed per month. She said although the supply to 

the drilling site would be undertaken by ship there would still be additional people travelling by road. She said 

if oil or gas was discovered it would have to come on land and be transported to the Chevron refinery in Cape 

Town or wherever it was going to be processed and this would also create additional traffic. She asked whether 

this issue had been taken into account and how it would be addressed. 

CSP said that the drilling campaign would require highly specialised skills which would most likely be 

workers from overseas and in terms of health and safety TEEPSA would try to minimise the risks related to 

crew movement. He said road travel would be minimal as the drilling rig crew would be flown in from 

overseas to Cape Town and then they would be flown by helicopter from Cape Town (or Saldanha Bay) to 

the drilling rig. He said in terms of equipment, most of the equipment that would be required for the drilling 

operation would be brought in with the rig by sea and any supplies required during the 3 to 4 months 

drilling campaign would be transported by ship, either from Saldanha or Cape Town. He said he therefore 

didn’t foresee any increase in road traffic along the R27 due to the drilling campaign.  

NA said that there would not be any transporting of product during the exploration drilling campaign. He 

said TEEPSA would be drilling to determine what was down there and if they discovered something then 

they would move into the appraisal phase where they would do additional drilling to determine the size of 

the resource and its quality. If the resource appeared to be commercially viable then TEEPSA would move 

into the development phase to determine how to transport the product for processing and whether to use 

a pipeline or FPSO vessel. He said all those decisions would be taken after the exploration drilling phase if 

a viable resource was discovered and the project proceeded into future phases. 

3.6 MvA said she understood that it would be a phased approach but if oil or gas was discovered then there would 

only be two ways to transport the product and that would be either by pipeline or by road. She said the entire 

West Coast area south of the Berg River formed part of a protected UNESCO biosphere reserve (Cape West 

Coast Biosphere Reserve). She said the Grotto Bay Private Nature Reserve where she lived was only 360 ha but 

it contained a number of plant species that could be found nowhere else in the world. She said while she 
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acknowledged that South Africa needed oil and gas she was concerned about the impact of constructing a 

pipeline alongside the R27 or the heavy trucks transporting oil or gas along the R27 if it was to be transported 

by road. She said if there was an accident on the road the impact could be devastating. She said just one 

carelessly discarded cigarette butt caught by a south-easter could cause a veld fire so an exploding fuel truck 

would be devastating. She said although the current project was only phase 1 in the development cycle, they 

were thinking about what could happen in phase 4. 

CSP said that it was important to remember that each phase of the oil and gas cycle would require a new 

environmental authorisation with an ESIA study to assess all the impacts and an Environmental and Social 

Management Plan would have to be produced for each phase. 

3.7 MvA said she wanted to take the opportunity to raise all her concerns now during the current ESIA study because 

she needed the community to hold the relevant people accountable. She said the first thing that needed to be 

addressed was the public participation process because she didn’t feel that enough had been done to notify 

people. She said she didn’t buy Die Burger or the Cape Argus to read the fine print of the public notices which 

were a requirement for public participation. She said not enough effort had been made to get people involved 

in the study to have their say. She said all these professors and specialists might be involved in conducting the 

specialist studies but the government had just approved a gas pipeline buried 1 m to 1.5 m underground that 

will pass 60 m from her estate and within 1.2 km of a designated nature reserve. She said SLR were the 

consultants who had conducted the EIA for that project. She said a 5 km buffer zone had not been proposed 

around the nature reserve and the project was approved even though all the various specialists were involved 

in the studies and there was a public participation process. 

NM said that the project team considered the public participation to be a very important part of the ESIA 

process and they wanted to ensure that everybody’s views were heard. She asked NA to explain all the 

steps that had been taken to notify people about the meeting. 

NA said that, as MvA had pointed out, SLR was required to advertise in the regional newspapers and they 

had also advertised in all the local newspapers along the West Coast and placed a number of radio 

announcements as well. He said site notices had also been placed at strategic places in all the communities 

along the West Coast. 

3.8 AW said that MvA only learnt about the meeting through him because he had called her about another matter 

and had also asked her whether she knew about the meeting and when she said that she did not know he had 

forwarded her the information. He said that he only learnt about the project through the Mayor who had 

received a notice from SLR and the Mayor had then forwarded it to him because he was the Swartland 

Municipality’s representative on the West Coast District Municipality Coastal Committee. He said he had notified 

NAf about the meeting as he was the town manager for Yzerfontein. He said SLR had dropped documents at 

NAf’s office but he did not know about the meeting. He said after the online meeting on 17 November he had 

and asked NAf to send out notices about the meeting. He said that he had also sent notices to all the different 

organisations but even so there were still only a few people at the meeting. He said it was important for the 

community to be involved because there was an oil and gas storage facility at Saldanha and ships brought oil 

and gas there. He said from there it could either be transported by pipeline, road or ship to Cape Town and 

Yzerfontein would be impacted by all those methods of transportation. He said Grotto Bay, Silverstroom and 

Ganzekraal would also be affected and should therefore be notified about the project. He said that perhaps 

another date should be proposed and a meeting should be held in the evening. 

NA said that SLR had also sent notices to all the people who were on their database for the project which 

included the municipal manager and all the ward councillors along the coast. He said that even with 

everything that had been done people did not seem to be interested. He asked AW what he would 

recommend SLR should do in order to get more people to attend the meeting. 

3.9 NAf said he was the town manager for Yzerfontein and explained that Yzerfontein was unique in that only a few 

people lived there permanently while most of the people only came there during the holiday season in 

December and January and they therefore wouldn’t read the local newspapers or notices. 
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3.10 SvN said she knew the local community very well and although they were very passionate about environmental 

matters this was only in their own little yards. She said they hardly ever went out unless there was some kind of 

problem or an accident with people getting killed on the road. She said there were 1 200 permanent residents 

in Yzerfontein while all the rest of the houses stood empty except during the holiday season. She said she would 

be prepared to send out the presentation from the meeting to the people that she knew so that they could send 

comments to SLR or to herself so that she could forward them to SLR. She said her concern was that if TEEPSA 

discovered oil or gas then they would move forwards with the project regardless of the impacts and would do 

whatever it took to implement the project. She said now was the time to reach agreement on any key issues 

such as giving an undertaking that the oil or gas would not be transported by road or pipelines would not be 

constructed close to residential properties. She said those issues should be decided now and not when 

everybody got excited because oil or gas had been discovered. She said she would also be excited if oil or gas 

was discovered because the country needed its own energy to contribute to the growth and development of 

South Africa which would benefit her children and her grandchildren but this must not take place at any cost. 

NA asked whether he should provide hard copies of the presentation because he had quite a few of them 

in his vehicle. He said he could also send an electronic version of the presentation. 

SvN said that both versions would be useful. She said the electronic version could be sent to the people who 

had holiday homes in Yzerfontein but did not live there. 

AW said that NAf could ask the law enforcement officers to distribute hard copies the following week because 

they knew the area and together with SvN they could make sure that everybody received a copy. He said that 

SLR could then let him or NAf know how many responses they received from all the hard copies that were 

distributed. 

NAf said that most of the Yzerfontein community used social media and he could provide the contact details for 

the person who runs the Yzerfontein social media site. He said this person could place the information on the 

site and then everybody would be informed. 

NA said that he would give the hard copies of the presentation to NAf after the meeting and also get the 

contact details for the social media site. 

NVU said that TEEPSA also had their stakeholder liaison officers handing out hard copies of the document 

in the Yzerfontein community during the past week and registering people as interested and affected 

parties. She said they also provided feedback that it was not easy to reach people in Yzerfontein. She said 

she therefore agreed that social media would probably be the most efficient way of contacting people in 

Yzerfontein. She said that in terms of the concerns raised around the impacts of a possible pipeline on 

biodiversity, TEEPSA had its own internal biodiversity ambitions with standards that must be followed. She 

said the first approach TEEPSA would follow would always be avoidance followed secondly by mitigation 

measures and thirdly by biodiversity offsets. She said that TEEPSA would conduct its own internal 

biodiversity process before the ESIA process even started. She said an example of this was the selection of 

the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which was selected to avoid all MPAs, CBAs or ESAs. 

CSP said it is difficult to make agreements during the exploration drilling phase about what may or may 

not happen in the future. He said there is only a one in seven chance of discovering oil or gas following the 

exploration drilling and if TEEPSA was successful then they would only look at determining how to transport 

the resource in about 10 years’ time. He said that at that stage they would then consider the different 

transport options and routes and there would be an ESIA process with public participation to assess the 

impacts of all the various options and make recommendations on the optimum solution. 

3.11 NAf asked if oil or gas was discovered would it be exclusively for South Africa or would other investors come in 

and benefit from it. 

CSP said that TEEPSA had agreements and licences with the government so if oil or gas was discovered the 

resource would belong to South Africa. 

3.12 Isabella Kirkham (IK) asked why a meeting was being held in Yzerfontein when the proposed exploration drilling 

would take place several hundred kilometres away off the coast of Hondeklipbaai. 
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NA said that the public participation process had looked at a broader area of influence in terms of potential 

impacts on communities along the coast and due to the fact that the supply base could be in either Cape 

Town or Saldanha there could be potential impacts all along the West Coast and the public participation 

process wanted to provide the opportunity for as many stakeholders as possible to raise their issues and 

concerns about the project. 

3.13 MvA said that her question was really for the future ESIA study if the project proceeded to the development 

phase because she wanted to know how the project would benefit the local communities in a meaningful way 

over the long term. She said the community benefits should not just be a matter of planting a few trees to 

provide shade and then saying to the community good luck for the rest of your lives. 

3.14 SvN asked if TEEPSA was successful in finding oil or gas and they moved into production, would there be one oil 

well or many oil wells and many ships or pipelines. 

NA said that the current application for a drilling permit was to drill a single exploration well and, 

depending on the success of that well, to drill up to 9 additional wells which could therefore lead to a total 

of 10 wells being drilled. He said if additional wells were drilled they would not be drilled concurrently. He 

said one well would be drilled over a 3 to 4 month period and the data from that well would then be 

analysed and if TEEPSA felt that further information was required, then an additional well would be drilled 

and that data would be analysed and so forth up to a total of 10 wells. 

CSP said that only one drilling rig would be used regardless of however many exploration wells were drilled 

and there would not be 10 different drilling rigs drilling 10 different wells. 

3.15 MvA said that whales calved in Grotto Bay and the symbol for the nature reserve was a whale’s tail. She said the 

black oystercatcher used to be endangered but efforts to protect it had been so successful that it was now off 

the endangered list. She said those were the things that they were concerned about and that was why they were 

concerned about the potential future impacts of the project on the environment.  

3.16 SvN said that the development of the penguin colony on Dassen Island had been put back by 50 or 60 years 

because people collected the guano from the island. She said the penguins used to build their nests in the guano 

and now that there were fewer places to nest the penguin population had declined. She said she was not saying 

that the production of oil or gas would have the same impact but there could be this type of impact as it was 

impossible to know now what the impact of the project could be in the future. She said in Yzerfontein the seabed 

in the bay had changed due to a storm and the surfers could no longer surf there because it had changed the 

way the waves formed. She said although TEEPSA planned to drill far from the shore the impact on the seabed 

could still have unforeseen impacts. 

NA said the ocean was a dynamic environment and the seabed was subject to change based on currents 

and other influences. He said at the Orange River mouth all the sediment was washed into the ocean and 

along the coast and that continually changed the seabed along the coast. He said in terms of the 

exploration drilling, most of the activity would take place below the seabed and once the drilling operation 

had been completed the well would be plugged and sealed and therefore there shouldn’t be a significant 

change to the seabed except for the cuttings that would be discharged onto the seabed. He said a modelling 

study would be undertaken to determine the impact of those cuttings on the marine environment. 

4. CLOSURE 

4.1 NM said that all the issues and comments made in the meeting would be included in the Final Scoping Report 

and responses would be provided to those issues. She said that anybody who wanted to provide further 

comments could do so as this would ensure that these issues were assessed by the specialists in their studies 

and would be reported on in the next meeting. She said any comments should be sent to SLR by 14 December 

2022. She then thanked all the attendees for their patience and participation in the discussions and formally 

closed the meeting. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 Clr AK Warwick Ward 6 Councillor and MMC for Community Safety - Swartland 
Local Municipality  

AW 

2 Michelle van Acker Director: Conservation – Grotto Bay Private Nature Reserve MvA 

3 Suzette van Niekerk Yzerfontein Bewarea SvN 

4 Neale Africa Yzerfontein Town Manager - Swartland Local Municipality NAf 

5 Sebs Venter   

6 Isabella Kirkham  IK 

7 Sharon Adams Petroleum Agency South Africa  

8 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) 
Ltd 

NM 

9 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA  JD 

10 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

11 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA  AX 

12 Chris Spies TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) CSP 

13 Nelisiwe Vundla  TEEPSA NVU 

14 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CAP 

15 Wilhelmina Floris TEEPSA WF 

16 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

17 Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase

C
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t 
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h
a
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F
u
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re
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h
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es

 –
N

ew
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A
’s

 r
eq

u
ir

e
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12

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32

33 34

35 36
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42
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TOTALENERGIES EP SOUTH AFRICA B.V. (TEEPSA) - ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIETAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF SCOPING PHASE PUBLIC MEETING AT THE HANGBERG SPORT AND RECREATION CENTRE, HOUT BAY 

HELD ON 28 NOVEMBER  2022, 16H00 
 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present. She 

introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She noted that she is 

not employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have any 

vested interest in the project or the outcome of the project.  She then introduced the two interpreters, Chris 

Fourie (CF) for Afrikaans and Andisiwe Xuma (AX) for isiXhosa, who were also part of the facilitation team.  

NM then introduced the presenters, Khuliso Mudau (KMU) from TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR Consulting (South Africa) 

(Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM requested that all attendees sign the attendance register and explained that in terms of the Protection of 

Personal Information Act 4 of 2013 (POPI Act) this information would not be shared with anybody else and 

would only be used for the purposes of the proposed project as a record of attendance at the meeting and to 

distribute further information and invite people to future meetings. 

 She noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and photos will be taken of the 

meeting for record purposes. No objections to this request were raised by attendees.  

NM outlined the proposed agenda for the meeting, which was accepted by the attendees and indicated that 

the attendees could respond in either English, Afrikaans or isiXhosa.   

NM requested if the attendees were comfortable to have the presentations and responses to questions in 

English. She noted that the translators were available so any questions could be asked in Afrikaans or isiXhosa 

and the responses could also be translated into these languages. The participants agreed to the presentations 

and responses to questions being given in English but requested Afrikaans translations of everything. 

NM 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.  NM stated that there would then be an open discussion to allow everyone to ask 

questions and comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered during the ESIA. She 

noted that the EAP was there to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered in the study 

but noted that the project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this stage as all questions will 

be addressed during the ESIA phase.  

NM said that in order to give all attendees in the meeting an opportunity to provide input during the discussion 

it was proposed to have a breakaway session where people would be placed into small groups with a facilitator 

who would write down each person’s issues, concerns and questions on a flipchart. There would then be a 

plenary session where the issues, concerns and questions from all the groups would be presented to all 
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attendees, and the project team would provide responses where possible or indicate how the issue or concern 

would be addressed in the study.  

NM requested that attendees treat each other with respect so that attendees feel comfortable to speak and be 

heard in a safe space. She further requested attendees to switch off their cell phones or put them on silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested KMU to give his presentation. 

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

zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

KMU covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently involved 

in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether they are 

oil or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then phase 2, the appraisal 

phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size and other characteristics of the reserve and 

usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal phase yields positive results then phase 3, the 

development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, determines whether the reserve is commercially 

viable and what the market for the product would be. It also begins with the installation of the infrastructure 

required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production phase, would then commence to extract the oil or 

gas from the reservoir and process it onshore and then market and sell the product. This is the longest phase of 

the oil and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 years. Once the resource has been depleted, phase 5, 

the decommissioning phase, would commence with the removal of the infrastructure, plugging and testing of 

the wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally takes 1 to 2 years. It is important to note that an 

environmental authorisation is required before commencing with each new phase of the life cycle and the ESIA 

process includes public participation. KMU said the current project would only proceed to the next phase if oil 

or gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven exploration wells results in the discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in 

the northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has 

exploration rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-submersible 

drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels and a 

helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

KMU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in 

the ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, 

seabed features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold Benguela 

Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore regions of the 

southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning and larval drift 

areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any marine 

protected areas or critical biodiversity areas and ecological support areas in terms of the National Coastal and 

Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 3.84% of the national effort and 

3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % and 0.1 % respectively of the tuna 

pole fishery take place within the Area of Interest with no overlap for any of the other commercial fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSF) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 
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assessment. SSF generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSF on a 

number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial fishing 

companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South African but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, however, 

pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the Area of Interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed to 

a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to assess 

these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. BREAKAWAY SESSIONS  

3.1 GROUP 1 QUESTIONS RAISED  

3.1.1 Chief Regan James (ChRJ) asked how the project would affect the livelihoods of the SSFs. 

3.1.2 ChRJ asked how the project would benefit the SSFs. 

3.1.3 ChRJ said the proposed project would take place in the tuna pole fishing grounds. He said the Department of 

Forestry, Fisheries and Environment (DFFE) was currently granting fishing licences to SSFs which would last for 

15 years and he said he wanted to know what guarantees could be put in place for SSFs if the project caused 

impacts that affected their livelihoods. 

3.1.4 ChRJ said they were not against development and asked how the project could benefit the coastal communities 

in terms of skills development and jobs, etc. 

3.1.5 ChRJ said that in Hondeklipbaai an oil exploration company promised to build a crèche and carry out 

development but they didn’t do anything. He said they went ahead and drilled their exploration well and now 

there were no snoek or fish for the community to catch and nothing was done to help the community. He said 

people were afraid that the same thing would happen in Hout Bay and nothing would be done to assist the 

community. 

3.1.6 ChRJ asked what guarantees there would be in terms of providing jobs for SSFs in the oil industry because they 

depended on fishing for their livelihoods and they knew that fishing would be impacted. He said there were 

thousands of SSF families on the West Coast that depended on fishing and it would be impossible to provide 

jobs for all of them if their fishing was impacted. 

3.1.7 ChRJ said that he only found out about the meeting two days before it was due to take place. He said the 

consultants had all his details and they must inform the community properly about meetings. 

3.1.8 ChRJ asked how the exploration drilling would affect the entire marine food chain from plankton to fish up to 

large sea mammals. 

3.1.9 ChRJ said that the SSFs wanted to meet with the main bosses and decision-makers at TEEPSA to hear what they 

would do for them as SSFs. 

3.1.10 Marlene Phillips (MP) said she had been a fish cleaner on the harbour for 40 years cleaning yellowtail, Cape 

bream, snoek, hake and herring. She asked how the SSFs would make a living if TEEPSA went ahead and did its 

drilling and the fish went away. 

3.1.11 Natasha James (NJ) said that they were aware that a lot of indigenous communities overseas didn’t want drilling 

in their waters. She said they watched the news and read the media and had seen all the damage that had been 

caused by drilling for oil. She said as indigenous people they had a right to have access to the ocean and if 
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anything happened they wouldn’t survive because 90% of the coastal communities made a living from the 

ocean. 

3.1.12 NJ said that Mossel Bay was a perfect example of the mess that the oil industry could cause. She said that Mossel 

Bay used to be a thriving fishing port but the fishing industry had died after the oil and gas industry established 

itself there. 

3.1.13 NJ said that they knew that not everybody was a fisher but in the coastal communities 90% of the people made 

their living from the ocean on trawlers, at the harbour and in the fish factories. She said that their women would 

suffer if something went wrong and asked what contingencies would be put in place to help these communities 

if their livelihoods were impacted by the project. 

3.1.14 NJ said that the project could not proceed without the Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) of the first 

nations people of South Africa. 

3.2 GROUP 2 QUESTIONS RAISED  

3.2.1 Lee Anne Clarke (LAC) said that she was concerned about the impacts that the project could have on fish species. 

She asked how long it would take for the fish to recover if there was an impact on the fish after the project had 

been completed. She asked whether the local community would be able to participate and assist with the efforts 

to ensure that the environment recovers after the completion of the project. 

3.2.2 Glenn Johnston (GJ) asked what the economic benefits of the project would be for the local community. He 

asked how small fishing communities could benefit from the project.  

3.2.3 Dorion Williams (DWI) asked what job opportunities the project would offer for the local community. He said 

he was a commercial diver and asked whether the project would provide opportunities for commercial divers. 

3.2.4 Leticia Maarman (LM) asked whether there would be skills development for the local community and especially 

for the youth. 

3.2.5 David Weeder (DWE) said he was concerned about the impact the project may have on the local fishing grounds 

and that the fish may migrate away from the traditional fishing areas. 

3.2.6 DWI said that the presentation mentioned that 80% of the budget for corporate social investment projects 

would be spent in the local communities and he asked how much money would be invested in the local 

communities. 

3.2.7 DWI asked whether there were opportunities for their children to be trained to become skilled labour for the 

oil and gas industry. 

3.2.8 Eleanor Linden (EL) asked how the local SSFs would be compensated if the project affected fishing and they 

were no longer able to catch fish. 

3.3 GROUP 3 QUESTIONS RAISED  

3.3.1 Shaheen Ismail (SI) asked about the safety of the sonar surveys because he had heard that the sonar surveys on 

other projects like Mossgas had impacted the fishing. 

3.3.2 Anshatee Maarman (AM) asked whether the project would provide any skills development or career 

opportunities for the youth. 

3.3.3 Beatrice Yon (BY) asked how the exploration drilling would affect the SSFs and their offshore fishing quotas for 

marine line fish and West Coast rock lobster. 

3.3.4 Roscoe Jacobs (RJ) asked if there was a structured community engagement plan to consult the community for 

the ESIA study. 

3.3.5 RJ asked who determined the needs of the community for the Corporate Social Investment (CSI) programme. 

He asked whether there was a community engagement plan the CSI process. He asked whether the CSI 

programme was part of the ESIA study. He asked who would represent the community for the CSI programme. 

3.3.6 Adrian Williams (AW) asked whether the impacted communities would still be able to benefit from the CSI 

projects if the project did not proceed into production. He asked what kind of budget was available for 
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communities in the CSI programme. He asked how TEEPSA would provide skills for the youth through the CSI 

programme. 

3.3.7 AW asked whether TEEPSA’s procurement process was focused solely on business or whether it was also 

orientated towards the community and whether there was a possibility that TEEPSA could engage with the 

community regarding procurement. 

3.3.8 Cheryl Ann Wareley (CAW) asked how the CSI projects and procurement opportunities would be allocated 

across the affected communities. 

3.3.9 Zulfa October (ZO) asked whether the community could trust TEEPSA based on the experiences of other 

communities like Hondeklipbaai when they were dealing with the oil industry. 

3.3.10 ZO asked what skills development opportunities would be available through the project. 

3.3.11 ZO asked whether the exploration drilling was safe and whether it was possible that there could be an oil spill. 

4. DISCUSSION TO PROVIDE RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS RAISED IN THE BREAKAWAY SESSION 

4.1 Chief Regan James (ChRJ) asked how the project would affect the livelihoods of the SSFs and how the project 

would benefit the SSFs. 

NA said the scoping study had identified the potential impact on the SSFs as an issue of concern which will 

be addressed in the Environmental Impact Assessment phase of the study. He said a fisheries specialist 

study would consider the outcomes of the various modelling studies like the noise modelling study, the drill 

cuttings modelling study and the oil spill modelling study to determine the potential impacts on the 

different fish species and what the knock-on effect could be on the various fisheries and the SSFs. He said 

the ESIA report will present the findings of the study which will indicate what the potential impacts on the 

SSFs could be and in the next round of meetings these findings will be presented. He said there will also be 

a socio-economic impact assessment study that will look at the potential socio-economic impacts and 

benefits of the project. 

4.2 Beatrice Yon (BY) asked how the exploration drilling would affect the SSFs and their offshore fishing quotas for 

marine line fish and West Coast rock lobster. 

NA said the fisheries assessment will look at the potential impacts on the different sectors such as the SSFs 

and the commercial fishing industry as well as the different fisheries like the West Coast rock lobster, the 

longline sector, the traditional line fishing sector, etc. He said the findings of this study will be presented in 

the next round of meetings. 

4.3 Eleanor Linden (EL) asked how the local SSFs would be compensated if the project affected fishing and they 

were no longer able to catch fish. 

NA said the scoping study recognised that the potential impacts on livelihoods was an important issue that 

needed to be assessed in the ESIA report and this will be undertaken in the next phase of the study. 

4.4 ChRJ said the proposed project would take place in the tuna pole fishing grounds. He said the DFFE was currently 

granting fishing licences to SSFs which would last for 15 years and he said he wanted to know what guarantees 

could be put in place for SSFs if the project caused impacts that affected their livelihoods. 

NA said that as part of the ESIA report there will also be an Environmental Management Programme 

(EMPr) which will contain the recommendations for mitigation measures made by the various specialists 

and the EAP to either avoid the impacts, to manage and reduce the impacts or to enhance the benefits. He 

said these recommendations will include mitigation measures to manage the impacts on fishing so that 

fishing activities will not be impacted in a meaningful way. He said the EMPr will be a legally binding 

document and TEEPSA would have to implement all the recommendations in the document if they received 

authorisation to proceed with the exploration drilling campaign. He said the implementation of the EMPr 

would be monitored and TEEPSA would have to submit daily reports to the competent authority to show 

that they were implementing the recommended mitigation measures. He said the operations for the 

exploration drilling campaign would last 3 to 4 months and the requirements of the EMPr would be in force 

throughout this period. 
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4.5 ChRJ said they were not against development and asked how the project could benefit the coastal communities 

in terms of skills development and jobs, etc. He asked what guarantees there would be in terms of providing 

jobs for SSFs in the oil industry because they depended on fishing for their livelihoods and they knew that fishing 

would be impacted. He said there were thousands of SSF families on the West Coast that depended on fishing 

and it would be impossible to provide jobs for all of them if their fishing was impacted. 

Dorion Williams (DWI) asked what job opportunities the project would offer for the local community. He said 

he was a commercial diver and asked whether the project would provide opportunities for commercial divers. 

Leticia Maarman (LM) asked whether there would be skills development for the local community and especially 

for the youth. 

AW asked whether TEEPSA’s procurement process was focused solely on business or whether it was also 

orientated towards the community and whether there was a possibility that TEEPSA could engage with the 

community regarding procurement. 

KMU said the socio-economic impact assessment that will be undertaken during the Environmental Impact 

Assessment phase will look at the social and economic impacts of the exploration drilling campaign and 

any benefits that the project will bring and how these can be enhanced. He said it would also look at any 

possible negative social and economic impacts. He said he did indicate in his presentation that although 

the exploration phase took from 9 to 12 years the exploration drilling campaign that TEEPSA was seeking 

authorisation for would only last 3 to 4 months and there wasn’t time to train people in such a short period 

of time. He said if TEEPSA was successful in discovering oil or gas and the project moved into the production 

phase then they would do a detailed assessment of the skills that would be required for operations and the 

gaps and how to address these and this would be documented in the Social and Labour Plan. He said 

TEEPSA prioritised local content and during the exploration drilling phase if it was found that there were 

jobs that could be done by South Africans then TEEPSA would prioritise people from the local communities. 

4.6 Adrian Williams (AW) asked whether the impacted communities would still be able to benefit from the CSI 

projects if the project did not proceed into production. He asked what kind of budget was available for 

communities in the CSI programme. He asked how TEEPSA would provide skills for the youth through the CSI 

programme. 

DWE said that the presentation mentioned that 80% of the budget for CSI projects would be spent in the local 

communities and he asked how much money would be invested in the local communities. 

KMU said the CSI programme was not part of the ESIA study and it was part of TEEPSA’s commitment to 

assist the communities where they operated. He said even if the project did not go ahead the CSI 

programme would still continue over the next three years. He said there wasn’t a fixed budget for the CSI 

programme that had to be spent. He said TEEPSA would work with the communities to help them come up 

with proposals for projects and various criteria would be looked at to determine what funding TEEPSA 

would provide for a specific project. He said the budget for a project might be R500 000 and TEEPSA might 

only fund R300 000 or R400 000. He said TEEPSA did not always fund 100% of a project. 

4.7 RJ asked who determined the needs of the community for the Corporate Social Investment (CSI) programme. 

He asked whether there was a community engagement plan the CSI process. He asked whether the CSI 

programme was part of the ESIA study. He asked who would represent the community for the CSI programme. 

KMU said that Andiswa Sibhukwana (AS) was TEEPSA’s community project adviser and she also worked on 

the CSI programme and he asked her to provide input. 

ASI said TEEPSA had appointed Angelo Joseph (AJ) from the Hangberg community as a stakeholder 

engagement officer who will represent TEEPSA in Cape Town. She said AJ represented TEEPSA and spoke 

on behalf of TEEPSA but he did not speak on behalf of the community. She said TEEPSA would arrange a 

meeting to work with the community to determine the community’s priorities and develop a proposal for 

a CSI project and AJ would notify the community when this meeting would take place. She said she would 

attend this meeting together with AJ to work with the community and develop their proposal. 
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NA said it was important to distinguish between the ESIA study and the CSI programme. He said the ESIA 

study was being undertaken to assess the potential environmental and social impacts of the project and 

prepare the necessary documentation for the decision-makers to enable them to decide whether or not to 

grant environmental authorisation for the project to proceed. He said the CSI programme was a separate 

initiative driven by TEEPSA and KMU had indicated that the programme would proceed irrespective of the 

outcome of the ESIA study. 

4.8 ChRJ introduced himself as the Chief of Katz Korana Royal House and Chairperson Western Cape Small Scale 

Fishers. He said he attended the previous meeting in Hout Bay for the Block 5/6/7 project and he and his 

colleagues provided all their contact details. He said, however, that he was not notified by the consultant about 

the meeting and he only found out two days before the meeting from AJ that it was going to take place. He 

requested the consultants to notify him directly and to give him adequate notice of any future meetings.  

ASI said that there were two databases that had been compiled, the one was an SLR database that was 

being used for the ESIA study and the other was a TEEPSA database that TEEPSA would use for the CSI 

programme. She said if for any reason SLR did not inform people of a meeting then it was AJ’s responsibility 

to make sure that everybody was informed about the meeting. She said, however, that she would follow-

up to find out why SLR had not informed him and his colleagues about the meeting. 

NA said he noted ChRJ’s comment and he would make sure that going forwards SLR would notify everybody 

on their database about future meetings. 

4.9 Shaheen Ismail (SI) asked about the safety of the sonar surveys because he had heard that the sonar surveys 

on other projects like Mossgas had impacted the fishing. 

NA said the sonar surveys would be a much lower intensity and frequency than seismic surveys and the 

sonar equipment was very similar to the echo location equipment used by some commercial fishing vessels 

to locate fish. He said the noise modelling study would model the intensity and frequency of the sonar 

pulses that would be used in the sonar survey and determine the zone of impact and the marine ecologist 

will then use that information to determine the potential impact on different fish species and other marine 

fauna. He said that this assessment will be done in the Environmental Impact Assessment phase and the 

results of these studies will be reported on in the next round of meetings. 

4.10 NJ said that Mossel Bay was a perfect example of the mess that the oil industry could cause. She said that 

Mossel Bay used to be a thriving fishing port but the fishing industry had died after the oil and gas industry 

established itself there. 

NA said that Mossgas was an oil and gas production project that had been in operation for more than 30 

years while the project that TEEPSA was proposing to undertake was an exploration drilling campaign that 

would drill a single exploration well over a 3-to-4 month period. He said if that well was successful there 

was the potential to drill up to nine additional exploration wells but these would also be drilled over a short 

period of 3 to 4 months. He said he couldn’t speak about the impacts of the Mossgas project because he 

was not involved in that project and had not seen the data. He said SLR would be conducting the ESIA study 

to determine the potential environmental impacts of TEEPSA’s proposed exploration drilling campaign. 

4.11 NJ said that they knew that not everybody was a fisher but in the coastal communities 90% of the people made 

their living from the ocean on trawlers, at the harbour and in the fish factories. She said that their women would 

suffer if something went wrong and asked what contingencies would be put in place to help these communities 

if their livelihoods were impacted by the project. 

NA said that the impact on SSFs was a key issue that will be investigated in the ESIA study and there will 

be a number of mitigation measures that will be recommended to avoid or minimise those impacts. He 

said that he couldn’t give more details at that stage but this information will be reported on in the next 

round of meetings. 

4.12 Lee Anne Clarke (LAC) said that she was concerned about the impacts that the project could have on fish species. 

She asked how long it would take for the fish to recover if there was an impact on the fish after the project had 
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been completed. She asked whether the local community would be able to participate and assist with the 

efforts to ensure that the environment recovers after the completion of the project. 

NA said that what was important for the study at that stage was for the SSFs to provide any information 

they may have regarding their fishing grounds and where these were located so that the study could assess 

the potential impacts on these fishing grounds. He said he was not a fisheries specialist or a marine 

ecologist so he could not say what the SSFs might be able to do to assist with the mitigation of impacts. He 

said the specialists will be looking at these issues and he will be able to report back on this in the next round 

of meetings. 

4.13 Neliswa Lembethe (NL) said she was from Imizamo Yethu. She asked whether the meeting was specifically for 

the people of Hangberg or whether it was for all the people of Hout Bay. She said there were other communities 

in Hout Bay containing SSFs but the people from Imizamo Yethu did not know about the meeting and there 

would be language issues because most of the people spoke isiXhosa. 

NA said the meeting was open to everybody but unfortunately whatever venue was used it would never 

suit everyone. He said the public participation process had tried to be as open as possible to ensure that all 

sectors of society could make their views, opinions and comments known. He said SLR was open to 

recommendations on more suitable venues but given that the project was proposed to take place in the 

offshore environment and the people who would most likely be impacted were the SSFs, it was therefore 

decided to target the SSFs and choose a venue that was most suitable for them. 

4.14 ChRJ said that the SSFs wanted to meet with the main bosses and decision-makers at TEEPSA to hear what they 

would do for them as SSFs. 

KMU said that TEEPSA would be happy to meet with representatives of the small-scale fishing industry and 

he said that they should speak to him after the meeting to discuss this. 

Eduard Groenewald (EGR) said that TEEPSA had met with various people who said that they represented 

the small-scale fishing industry. He said the person that asked the question had already left the meeting 

and he asked those still present to let ChRJ know that he should contact TEEPSA. He said TEEPSA would be 

more than willing to meet with representatives of the small-scale fishing industry at TEEPSA’s offices or at 

a venue that was more suitable to them. He said they had met with representatives of the small-scale 

fishing industry previously but the problem TEEPSA faced was that other SSFs would say that those people 

did not represent them. He said it was clear that there were a number of different representatives for the 

small-scale fishing industry and TEEPSA was willing to meet with all of them to get an understanding of 

their issues and who they represented. 

4.15 NJ said that the project could not proceed without the Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) of the first 

nations people of South Africa. 

NA said that this issue would be noted and SLR would take it up with the relevant people at TEEPSA. 

5. CLOSURE 

5.1 NM put up the contact details for SLR on the screen and said that all the issues and comments made in the 

meeting would be included in the Final Scoping Report and responses would be provided to those issues. She 

said that anybody who wanted to provide further comments could do so using the contact details on the screen 

and noted that these contact details were also contained in the document they had been given when they 

signed the attendance register. She encouraged the attendees to provide further comments should they not 

have raised them in the meeting as this would ensure that these issues were assessed by the specialists in their 

studies and would be reported on in the next meeting. She said any comments should be sent to SLR by 14 

December 2022. She then thanked all the attendees for their patience and participation in the discussions and 

formally closed the meeting. 
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR
. 

1 David du Plessis Katz Korana Royal House  

2 Lyle Warner   

3 David Weeder Community Leader – Peace and Mediation Forum DWE 

4 Leticia Maarman  LM 

5 H Johnson   

6 Cheryl Ann Wareley National Parliamentary Constituency Office – Southern Suburbs CAW 

7 Georgina Hendricks First Indigenous Women  

8 Glenn Johnston DJ Construction GJ 

9 Shaheen Ismail Hangberg Dreams SI 

10 Kenneth Meyer   

11 Lewis Dampies   

12 Alrese Maarman   

13 Neliswa Lembethe  NL 

14 Luciano Jonkers   

15 Sydney Yon   

16 Lee Anne Clarke  LAC 

17 Roscoe Jacobs 790 Youth Recreation Club RJ 

18 Zulfa October CEO Hanberg Dreams ZO 

19 Anshatee Maarman  AM 

20 Hendrik Carolus   

21 Adrian Williams Director – Vuyoli Enterprise Ltd AW 

22 Priscilla Adams   

23 Angelo Joseph  AJ 

24 Matthew Wareley    

25 Beatrice Yon First Indigenous Women BY 

26 Kim Langa Leopard Rest Yensa Entrepreneurship  

27 Dorion Williams  DWI 

28 Chief Regan James Chief of Katz Korana Royal House and Chairperson Western Cape Small Scale Fishers  ChRJ 

29 Eleanor Linden  EL 

30 Deonville Saunders   

31 Vernon Reed   

32 Ben James   

33 Marlene Phillips  MP 

34 Natasha James Wife of Chief of Katz Korana Royal House NJ 

35 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) Ltd (NMA) NM 

36 Julian Drew Independent Facilitator – NMA  JD 

37 Chris Fourie Independent Translator – NMA  CF 

38 Andisiwe Xuma Independent Translator – NMA  AX 

39 Eduard Groenewald TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) EGR 
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NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR
. 

40 Khuliso Mudau  TEEPSA KMU  

41 Chris Spies TEEPSA CSP 

42 Andiswa 
Sibhukwana 

TEEPSA ASI 

43 Collette Appoles TEEPSA CAP 

44 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

45 Castro Ravhuhali SLR CR 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase

C
u

rr
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t 
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re
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h
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 –
N
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A
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eq

u
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12

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32

33 34

35 36



2023/01/03

7

Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40

41 42



 

 

 

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

ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED EXPLORATION WELL DRILLING IN DEEP WATER ORANGE 

BASIN OFF THE WEST COAST, SOUTH AFRICA 

NOTES OF ONLINE SCOPING PHASE FOCUS GROUP MEETING WITH TRADITIONAL AUTHORITY LEADERS  
HELD ON 8 DECEMBER  2022, 10H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Nomi Muthialu (NM), the independent facilitator, opened the meeting and welcomed all attendees present. 

She introduced herself as the independent facilitator whose role is to facilitate the meeting. She noted that 

she is not employed by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and does not have 

any vested interest in the project or the outcome of the project.   

NM then introduced the presenters, Khuliso Mudau (KMU) from TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

who are the applicant for the proposed project, and Nicholas Arnott (NA) from SLR Consulting (South Africa) 

(Pty) Ltd (SLR) who are the EAP undertaking the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) study.   

A list of attendees is provided in Appendix A. 

2.  PRESENTATION - presentation is provided in Appendix B. 

2.1 NM explained the purpose of the meeting which was to allow TEEPSA to share information on the proposed 

project and for SLR to explain the ESIA and public participation process and cover some of the key issues that 

will be investigated in the specialist studies during the impact assessment phase of the study. SLR would also 

cover the next steps in the ESIA process. She explained that there would then be an open discussion to allow 

attendees to ask questions, comment on the proposed project and to identify issues to be considered during 

the ESIA. She said the EAP wanted to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered in the 

study but noted that the project team might not be able to answer all the questions at this stage. 

NM requested if attendees were comfortable with the meeting being recorded for minute-taking purposes 

and the attendees agreed. 

NM then presented the proposed agenda for the meeting.   

NM requested that attendees treat each other with respect so that people feel comfortable to speak and be 

heard in a safe space. She further requested everyone to switch off their cell phones or put them on silent.   

NM then thanked everyone for their patience and requested KMU to give his presentation. 

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

net-zero carbon emissions by 2050.  

KMU covered the 5 phases of the oil and gas life cycle and said that the phase that TEEPSA is currently 

involved in is phase 1 which is the exploration phase to find out if any hydrocarbons are present and whether 

they are oil or gas. This phase typically lasts from 9 to 12 years. If hydrocarbons are discovered then the 

project can move to phase 2, the appraisal phase, which typically lasts from 3 to 5 years, determines the size 

and other characteristics of the reserve and usually includes further appraisal well drilling. If the appraisal 

phase yields positive results then phase 3, the development phase, which typically lasts from 5 to 10 years, 

determines whether the reserve is commercially viable and what the market for the product would be. It also 

begins with the installation of the infrastructure required to extract the resource.  Phase 4, the production 

phase, would then commence to extract the oil or gas from the reservoir, process it onshore and then market 

and sell the product. This is the longest phase of the oil and gas life cycle and typically lasts from 20 to 30 

years. Once the resource has been depleted, phase 5, the decommissioning phase, would commence with the 

removal of the infrastructure, plugging and testing of the wells and rehabilitation of the site which normally 
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NO. ITEM 

takes 1 to 2 years. It is important to note that an environmental authorisation is required before commencing 

with each new phase of the life cycle and the ESIA process includes public participation. KMU said the current 

project would only proceed to the next phase if oil or gas is discovered and noted that only one in seven 

exploration wells results in the discovery of hydrocarbons. 

A map was shown depicting the location of the Area of Interest for exploration drilling which is an area of 

approximately 9 700 km² between Port Nolloth and Hondeklipbaai with the nearest point 188 km and the 

furthest point 340 km from the coast in water depths ranging from 1000 m to 3000 m. This area is located in 

the northern part of the larger License Block Deep Water Orange Basin (DWOB) for which TEEPSA has 

exploration rights. 

The exploration well drilling takes approximately 3 to 4 months and is undertaken by either a semi-

submersible drilling unit or a drillship surrounded by a 500 m safety zone and supported by up to three vessels 

and a helicopter from a logistical support base to be located in either Saldanha or Cape Town.   

A video produced by TEEPSA was then shown which covered the oil and gas life cycle and provided more detail 

on exploration drilling as well as the ESIA process for the environmental authorisation required before the 

exploration well drilling can commence. 

KMU then explained how TEEPSA engages and collaborates with local communities and how this is reflected in 

the company’s societal and environmental policies and Corporate Social Investments. 

2.3 NA presented an overview of the ESIA process covering the legislative requirements and the various steps in 

the ESIA process. He also provided a high-level overview of the receiving environment covering bathymetry, 

seabed features such as Tripp Seamount and Child’s Bank and the coastal upwelling caused by the cold 

Benguela Current. NA covered the various pelagic and demersal fish species which spawn in the inshore 

regions of the southern Benguela Current and noted that the Area of Interest is located outside the spawning 

and larval drift areas and that the occurrence of ichthyoplankton is likely to be low.  

NA noted that the Area of Interest is located far offshore from the coastal upwelling and falls outside any 

Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) or Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBAs) and Ecological Support Areas (ESAs) in 

terms of the National Coastal and Marine Spatial Biodiversity Plan. NA presented information that showed that 

3.84% of the national effort and 3.14% of the national catch for the large pelagic long-line fishery and 0.2 % 

and 0.1 % respectively of the tuna pole fishery take place within the Area of Interest with no overlap for any of 

the other commercial fisheries.  

NA said that there is a long history of coastal communities utilising marine resources along the West Coast and 

small-scale fishers (SSFs) are an important sector of the fishing industry that need to be considered in the 

assessment. SSFs generally do not operate beyond 15 km from the coast although interactions with the SSFs 

on a number of projects on the West Coast have indicated that some of them collaborate with commercial 

fishing companies and go from 50 km to 60 nautical miles (110 km) from shore.  

NA said 358 wells have been drilled offshore of South Africa but none of them have been drilled in DWOB and 

there are also no ammunition dumps in DWOB. A number of undersea telecommunications cables do, 

however, pass through DWOB and three of these pass through the Area of Interest.  

NA then presented a list of key issues and potential impacts from the project which were determined through 

SLR’s professional experience on similar projects. These included the need and desirability for the project, 

activities associated with pre-drilling surveys, the normal operations of the drilling and supply vessels / 

helicopters, the drilling operations, and unplanned events ranging from the loss of equipment on the seabed 

to a major spill event or well blowout. NA also indicated the specialist studies that would be undertaken to 

assess these issues and impacts as well as those identified through the public participation process.  

NA concluded by outlining the next steps to be undertaken in the ESIA process and the methods which 

stakeholders may use to provide comment on the project. 

3. DISCUSSION  

3.1 Chief !Khaesen Kevin Maart (CKM) introduced himself as the Chief of the Aikonese Cochoqua Tribal Council 

(ACTC) which was the council for a kingdom which contained five sub-tribes, one of which was the Aikonese, 
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and said he was the Paramount Chief of the Aikonese. He said most of the West Coast up to Elands Bay was 

part of his constituency and he was therefore directly affected by the proposed project. He said in the 

presentation TEEPSA mentioned that culture and heritage was one of their societal and environmental 

ambitions and said he therefore found it strange that the community liaison officer (CLO) appointed by TEEPSA 

for the West Coast was an Nguni person from the Eastern Cape who now stayed in Saldanha. He said this 

person was not part of the local community who would be affected by the project and this appointment was 

an insult to the indigenous Khoisan community who had lived in the area for thousands of years making a 

living from the sea. He said this person was expected to communicate with the local communities, but he did 

not understand the culture and heritage of the indigenous Khoisan people and could not speak their language. 

He said that based on this appointment he did not believe TEEPSA were treating communication with the 

communities on the West Coast with the required importance. He said the Chiefs in his tribal council had 

stated unequivocally that they would not have any communication with this person as he did not speak their 

language or understand their culture. He said the presentation mentioned that TEEPSA was in the exploration 

phase and therefore that meant they would be doing seismic surveys. He said he didn’t understand how this 

could be possible because in the previous consultation process for the Searcher seismic survey the Khoisan 

opposed the project. He said no meant no. He said that in the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of 

Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) there was a clause on Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) that was required 

from indigenous communities, and this was being totally disregarded. He said TEEPSA wanted to carry out 

exploration drilling but this had been rejected by the local communities. He said it was clear that there would 

be very few job opportunities created by the project and it was an insult that TEEPSA thought they could 

substitute real economic benefits with their Corporate Social Investment (CSI) programme which was like 

giving crumbs to the community. He said the people expected an extractive industry like the oil and gas 

industry to give back far more to the community. He said TEEPSA would be drilling for oil in their coastal 

waters but if they discovered oil, it would all go into TotalEnergies refineries and the international market and 

would not result in cheaper petrol prices for South Africans. He said the recent COP 27 summit was focused on 

reducing the carbon footprint, but TEEPSA wanted to carry on extracting oil and gas and increasing the carbon 

footprint. He said that in TEEPSA’s Triple Bottom Line their focus was only on profits and not on the social and 

environmental aspects of sustainable development. He said the ACTC was opposed to the project and was 

opposed to all oil and gas exploration activities. He said they would make use of all means at their disposal to 

oppose the project and the raping of the environment. He asked to play a voice clip sent to him by the 

Commissioner for the ǀXam Sonqua San community who had requested that it be played as his contribution to 

the meeting. 

NM said that the recording could be played after responses had been provided to the issues that he had 

raised as the recording would constitute a different set of issues. 

Nelisiwe Vundla (NVU) from TEEPSA said that the community liaison officers were now referred to as site 

liaison officers and they are representatives of TEEPSA and do not represent or speak on behalf of the 

community. She said they have been employed to facilitate processes on behalf of TEEPSA and ensure 

that the communities were given the required information and were notified of any public meetings or 

other meetings with TEEPSA that were taking place. She said it was important to note that South Africa is 

a diverse community and there are many different groups that would have to be included when it comes 

to employment opportunities. She said on the West Coast, TEEPSA had employed a Xhosa speaking 

person as well as an Afrikaans speaking, indigenous person as site liaison officers so that TEEPSA could 

engage effectively with all the different communities along the West Coast. She said TEEPSA would like to 

arrange a separate meeting with the Khoisan leadership outside of the ESIA process to get a better 

understanding of the concerns of the indigenous people and provide more details of how TEEPSA intends 

to support the communities. She said the meeting would also explain TEEPSA’s CSI programme in greater 

detail as there seem to be some confusion around the programme. She said the CSI programme adopts a 

bottom-up approach to working with the community to develop a community vision and understand the 

development priorities so that TEEPSA could see how to assist the community. The CSI programme would 

not focus solely on the indigenous community but would encompass everybody in the community to 

ensure that nobody was excluded from development opportunities. She said TEEPSA wanted to have an 
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inclusive and collaboratory relationship with the communities and she extended an invite to the Khoisan 

leadership to meet with TEEPSA outside the ESIA study. 

NA said that although the project was in the exploration phase there were no seismic surveys proposed in 

the exploration drilling activities that formed part of the application for environmental authorisation and 

the ESIA study. He said that TEEPSA and SLR were not involved in the seismic surveys or ESIA studies for 

seismic surveys that were currently being undertaken and they did not form part of the proposed project. 

He said, however, that they took note of the indigenous peoples’ rejection of those activities. He said that 

as he explained in his presentation the purpose of the ESIA study was to identify all the issues and 

concerns and potential impacts of the proposed project during the scoping phase which was currently 

underway so that they could be assessed in the Environmental Impact Assessment phase that will follow. 

He said the needs and desirability section of the scoping report considered all the international 

agreements relating to climate change such as the Paris Accord and the commitment by the South African 

government to work towards net zero carbon by 2050. He said this section also discussed various 

government policies that spoke of the need to make use of oil and gas to replace coal for the production 

of electricity during the transition to renewable energy sources and net zero carbon. He said oil and gas 

therefore formed part of the government’s strategy to reduce carbon emissions in the transition to 

renewable energy sources. He said the current proposal was only for exploration activities and there 

would be no production activities associated with the proposed project. He said the impacts associated 

with oil or gas production would only be assessed in the ESIA study that would need to be undertaken if 

TEEPSA was successful in discovering oil or gas and decided to move forwards and apply for a permit for 

production rights. He said he couldn’t comment on how any future oil might be utilised by TEEPSA 

because at this stage TEEPSA did not know if there was any oil present in the area where they proposed 

to drill. 

3.2 NM asked CKM to play the voice clip from the Commissioner for the ǀXam Sonqua San community. 

Isak van Wyk introduced himself on the voice clip as the National High Commissioner for the ǀXam Nation 

which was the Bushman or San tribes of South Africa and said he was speaking on behalf of all 11 San tribes in 

South Africa. He said TotalEnergies’ proposed exploration drilling was of great concern because they had 

excluded the ǀXam Nation who were the real owners of the land. He said that as a French company 

TotalEnergies should have been aware of the UNDRIP adopted by the United Nations in 2007 which 

recognised the rights of indigenous people. He said the ǀXam Nation had been deliberately ignored and they 

would take this matter up with the French courts if TotalEnergies continued to ignore them. He requested 

TotalEnergies to take the ǀXam Nation very seriously as they were the original owners of the land. He said the 

proposed site for the exploration drilling was a sacred place for the ǀXam Nation because they had used it for 

centuries for spiritual ceremonies and rituals. He said the ǀXam Nation was asking TotalEnergies to engage with 

them and said they could set up meetings through himself as the National High Commissioner. He said the 

ESIA study for the project must take into account the economic opportunities for the indigenous people of the 

region. He said that as a national body if they could find common ground for their inclusion in the process then 

they could continue discussions on that basis but the project could not proceed in the current manner with the 

ǀXam Nation being excluded. He said he would follow this up with an official letter to TEEPSA from the 

leadership of the ǀXam Nation. 

NA said that the issue around the spiritual significance of the sea was noted. He said the specialist studies 

will include a cultural heritage impact assessment that will look at the potential impacts on the intangible 

heritage of the area. He said the cultural heritage specialist will carry out fieldwork to determine the use 

of the sea and its importance for the indigenous communities along the West Coast. He said the purpose 

of the public participation process during the scoping study was to enable everybody who wanted to 

participate in the process to do so and SLR was trying to get information about the study into the public 

domain as best it could. He said they used a number of different mechanisms to notify the communities 

along the West Coast about the project and the ESIA study, including local and regional newspaper 

adverts, local radio adverts and public notices that were placed in strategic locations within all the 

communities along the West Coast. He said they also notified all the key stakeholders on their project 

database in writing about the project and this included the Khoisan leaders that they were aware of. He 



 
TEEPSA: ESIA for Proposed Exploration Well Drilling in Block Deep Water Orange Basin, West Coast, South Africa 

 
5  

 

 

NO. ITEM 

said the site liaison officers that NVU mentioned also notified the different communities about the public 

meetings that had taken place in November. He said now that they were aware of the leadership of the 

ǀXam Nation it would be possible to set up further engagements during the study. 

3.3 Chief Ewold Smith (CEW) said he was chief of the Aikonese Cochoqua Tribe Langebaan Kraal. He said he 

understood that the proposed project was for offshore drilling and it would be difficult for local businesses to 

be involved in the project. He said, however, that he had done some research which indicated that there 

would be opportunities for local ship chandler companies to provide supplies to the drilling rig and supply 

vessels. He asked what percentage of the project would be made available to local businesses. He asked what 

percentage of local labour would be used on the project and what training would be made available for local 

labour as well as the timeframes for this. He said that based on NVU’s response to CKM’s comments on the 

appointment of the CLO he didn’t believe that she had understood the comments. He said the ACTC would not 

accept a CLO from any company liaising with the local community if that person was not a member of the local 

community because this would create problems in the community. He asked where the post was advertised. 

He said it was an insult that somebody who was not from the local community was appointed to liaise with the 

local communities and tribes and he asked TEEPSA to please understand their point of view in this regard. 

NVU said that she did explain in her previous response that TEEPSA had appointed more than one site 

liaison officer for the West Coast and there was a member of the local indigenous community who had 

also been appointed as a site liaison officer so that TEEPSA could liaise effectively with all sectors of the 

community on the West Coast. 

CEW said that the indigenous Khoisan people form the majority of the population on the West Coast and the 

Nguni speaking people were a small minority. 

NVU said the indigenous community was represented in their team and TEEPSA recognised that the 

majority of the population on the West Coast were indigenous Khoisan people. She said this was how they 

identified the people they needed as site liaison officers in that area. 

KMU said it was a policy of TEEPSA to promote local content wherever possible but he cautioned that the 

proposed exploration drilling campaign would only last 3 to 4 months and the skills required for 

exploration drilling were highly technical and were generally not available in South Africa and would 

therefore have to be brought in from overseas. He said that due to the highly technical nature of the work 

and the short duration of the project it is not possible to train local people to do this work. However, in 

terms of procurement there would be opportunities for local companies to provide supplies to the logistics 

support operation for the exploration drilling. 

3.4 NM said that as there were no further hands raised, she would address the questions and comments in 

the chat box from Chief Tania Kleinhans (CTK) who was a Cochoqua Clan Chief and Secretary General of 

the Institute for the Restoration of the Aborigines of South Africa (IRASA). She said the following issues 

were raised by CTK: 

CTK formally apologised for only being able to attend the meeting on WhatsApp and therefore being unable to 

participate fully due to unavoidable circumstances. 

Kindly add Franciscus Baars to the information sharing and stakeholders database. He has been operating on 

behalf of IRASA under Chief Tania Kleinhans for over 20 years. 

Develop our own consultation and procedures.  

Financial benefits, employment, contract opportunities.   

Equity ownership and ownership of shares, cooperation - FPIC, prevent and manage any potential deterrents.  

Communication must be effective, transparent and continuous.   

Build Capacity - Implementation when and where it’s required, communities must be involved throughout the 

process, ensure funding is provided to facilitate these requirements.   

Ocean economics must alleviate - high levels of unemployment which translates into uncontrolled crime, 

training / skills development for our youth, etc.  
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The IRASA Centre will cooperate to capacitate our communities regarding their inherent rights. 

Follow up meetings must be scheduled. We request direct face-to-face contact. 

14 December 2022 is a very short deadline for effective and solid technical and socio-economic contributions. 

Franciscus Baars (FB) of IRASA said that these comments were submitted to him in writing by CTK prior to the 

meeting when she realised that she would be subject to load shedding and would not be able to participate in 

the meeting on her computer. He said she had been listening in and had been in touch with him throughout 

the meeting via WhatsApp. He said he was a senior geologist and assisted IRASA with this type of project and 

other matters. He said it was very important to recognise that the area concerned was a very sensitive area in 

terms of both local and global natural resource management. He said the ocean was a very important resource 

for the peoples of South Africa and particularly the Khoisan tribes who were the origin of all humanity. He said 

it was important to take a holistic approach to such matters. He said TEEPSA must move forwards by taking a 

holistic approach to the management of natural resources and he hoped that TEEPSA would be able to achieve 

this to the benefit of everybody in Southern Africa and the rest of the world. He said if TEEPSA was successful 

in discovering oil and the project proceeded to extract that resource then everybody was aware of the 

potential for oil spills such as the BP accident in the Gulf of Mexico in 2010. He said in the words of one of the 

BP engineers, “they built an oil well 4 km below the ocean but they didn’t build a fire engine.” He said 

humanity could not afford to repeat those mistakes and TEEPSA had to get it right. He said it was imperative 

that the indigenous peoples were fully engaged in the process. He said the notion that skills were not available 

was incorrect because he had seen that those skills, whether they were technical, administrative, downstream 

in enterprise development or at executive or directorial level, were available to a large degree in South Africa 

and he requested TEEPSA to reach out to these people. He said that he was aware that the SSFs operated 

largely in the inshore environment up to 70 km from the shore but one had to remember the monopolies that 

operated in the commercial fishing industry and excluded the SSFs who were not given fishing rights. He said 

TEEPSA needed to get the project right and he requested the project team and TEEPSA to keep open minds 

and fully engage with South Africa’s indigenous peoples who were global leaders in aboriginal rights and the 

translation of those rights into stakeholdings. 

NM said she was not going to ask the project team to respond to all the issues that were raised in the 

chat by CTK because many of them had already been raised and the project team would take note of 

them. She said many of the comments covered the need for creating a proper engagement process for the 

indigenous peoples and this had also been raised by other participants in the meeting. She did, however, 

request a response regarding the 14 December 2022 deadline for the submission of comments. 

NA said that unfortunately SLR had to adhere to legislated timeframes in terms of submitting documents 

to the competent authority once the application form had been submitted. He said, however, that if 

written submissions were made after the 14 December deadline they would still form part of the study 

and would be addressed in more detail in the Environmental Impact Assessment phase of the study. He 

said the ESIA study had two stages and they were currently in the first stage which was the scoping 

phase. He said once they have been given permission to proceed with the Environmental Impact 

Assessment phase there would be further public participation so this would not be the last engagement 

with stakeholders.  He said public participation was not confined to the 30-day comment period and they 

could still receive comments and hold meetings throughout the ESIA study. 

3.5 Danab Gaob F’im Dr Gregg Steven Fick (GSF) said he wrote some of his comments in the chat box. He said he 

wanted to point out that the Khoisan were a sovereign people and they could not be restricted to a 30-day 

comment period when it came to consultation. He said when it came to the exploitation of the resources of 

the aboriginal indigenous people it had to be understood that they were a sovereign nation within a country 

that had its own sovereignty as a state. He said nobody could impose limits on them in terms of timeframes 

for public participation. He said if anyone wanted to exploit their resources they would have to come to them 

and ask how much time they needed to provide their input. He said there were many things that they had to 

deal with in their communities and people must not think that because they consulted with them, the 

indigenous peoples were providing their consent. He said the indigenous peoples would either give their 

consent or withhold it. He said that a consultation meeting merely meant that the indigenous peoples were 
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prepared to listen to what the consultants had to say. He said there was a common misconception among 

contractors and developers that if they consulted with the indigenous peoples that gave them the right to do 

as they pleased. He said as indigenous people they had the right to be informed and until they had given their 

consent, it meant their consent was withheld. He said the colonial and capitalist forces who invaded their 

country and lorded it over them needed to realise that they as a people had risen and they did not see consent 

as consultation or vice versa. He said as the Chairperson of the First Indigenous Nation of Southern Africa 

(FINSA) he was grateful for the opportunity to participate in the meeting. He said he heard many references to 

IRASA in the meeting and said although he respected IRASA as one of the representative organisations of their 

people, they were not the only one. He said the representatives of the national leadership of the ǀXam Nation 

were present in the meeting and all these people needed to be consulted. He said the Khoe people did not 

speak for the ǀXam people and neither did the ǀXam people speak for the Khoe people but together they 

formed one people. He said the indigenous peoples needed to be respected in their diversity. He said he 

hoped his request in the chat box to receive all minutes of meetings held and all policies and agreements 

made with whomsoever would be honoured. He said he expected to receive this information before the next 

meeting took place so that they could engage with TEEPSA and the consultants in an informed manner so that 

they could take a decision that would benefit their people and not themselves. 

NA said he requested the email address for GSF in the chat box so that he could continue with the 

engagement. He said SLR were running the ESIA process in terms of the requirements of the EIA 

regulations so the consultation process was framed under that legislation. He said these consultations 

with the indigenous peoples that were being discussed would have to happen in parallel with the ESIA 

process and not necessarily within the framework provided by the EIA regulations. 

KMU said it was very important for GSF to state his viewpoint and TEEPSA respected the views of all the 

representatives of the indigenous peoples in the meeting as well as their suggestions for further 

engagement. He said that TEEPSA had held a number of meetings with traditional councils and 

representatives of the indigenous peoples and what was clear was that there were still many other 

indigenous peoples who would like to be engaged. He said TEEPSA was open to engaging with all people 

who were interested in or affected by TEEPSA’s ongoing proposals. He said that through the ESIA 

processes and the work being undertaken by the site liaison officers, TEEPSA’s database of key interested 

and affected parties was growing and over time there was improvement in TEEPSA’s communications and 

engagements with stakeholders. He said TEEPSA would like to maintain an open and continuous process 

of engagement with the indigenous peoples outside of the ESIA process. He said TEEPSA would appreciate 

it if the representatives of the indigenous peoples would contact them directly to request any further 

meetings.  

4. OTHER COMMENTS FROM THE ONLINE MEETING CHAT 

4.1 CEW asked where the position of CLO was advertised. 

4.2 Prince Charl Damon (PCD) of the Cochoqua Tribe asked for agreement tools with indigenous communities and 

for the provision of discussion forums for indigenous people. 

4.3 GSF said I trust you will be able to forward me all necessary information and minutes of all meetings and 

engagements. 

4.4 GSF said we as FINSA, the First Indigenous Nation of Southern Africa, reserve our rights to FPIC. That being 

said, we will not and cannot give our consent on any project if we are not informed. 

4.5 GSF said nothing for us without us and nobody for us without us. 

4.6 GSF said we wish to affirm that consultation with us or some other Aboriginal and Indigenous Khoikhoi and 

San People does not constitute CONSENT. 

4.7 GSF said we are the sovereign customary custodians of these resources and minerals and we demand to be 

engaged before contractors and investors decide to make plans to mine on our lands and in our waters. 

4.8 GSF said we have great respect for most of our leaders but we are very well aware of those amongst us who 

are very eager to position themselves as consultants with the likes of Amazon and other companies known to 
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exploit our Aboriginal and Indigenous Peoples’ Rights all over the world. 

4.9 GSF said IRASA has not been mandated by a majority of the Aboriginal and Indigenous Khoikhoi and San 

People of Southern Africa and I would caution you to persist or continue using them as consultants. 

4.10 GSF said it is beyond my understanding that one of the biggest movement's leaders are not aware of these 

previous consultations. 

4.11 GSF said I will gladly assist you with the information for the contact details of the most influential and 

prominent leaders within our Nation.  

4.12 CEW said no external CLO here. Indigenous first. 

4.13 GSF said I would appreciate it greatly if you can ensure that these important types of engagements be held 

both in person and in hybrid form. 

4.14 CEW said can you please email us this record of today's meeting. 

5. CLOSURE 

5.1 NM thanked all the chiefs and participants for making themselves available for the engagement and for 

providing constructive input into the meeting. She said the gravitas of their concerns around specific issues 

was noted and their request for further consultation would be followed up by the project team and TEEPSA. 

She said further comments could be provided using the contact details on the screen and she requested the 

participants to please check the final scoping report when released to ensure that all the comments that they 

had made had been properly captured in the report. She then thanked all the attendees for their patience and 

participation in the discussions and formally closed the meeting. 
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NO NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1 Chief !Khaesen Kevin Maart Aikonese Cochoqua Tribal Council CKM 

2 Franciscus Baars Institute for the Restoration of the Aborigines of South Africa (IRASA) FB 

3 Chief Tania Kleinhans Cochoqua Clan Chief and Secretary General: IRASA CTK 

4 Samantha Isaacs Cochoqua Clan SI 

5 Prince Charl Damon Cochoqua Clan Prince PCD 

6 Angelo Joseph CapeKhoi: Hout Bay  

7 Chief Ewold Smith Aikonese Cochoqua Tribe Langebaan Kraal CEW 

8 Danab Gaob F’im Dr Gregg 
Steven Fick 

First Indigenous Nation of Southern Africa (FINSA) GSF 

9 Marius Krediet   

10 Miles Jacobs Cochoqua Clan  

11 Lee Marcus   

12 Earl Pillay National Aboriginal Governance Council EP 

13 Reda Zerriatte TotalEnergies HQ Paris RZ 

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

15 Khuliso Mudau  TEEPSA KMU  

16 Chris Spies TEEPSA CSP 

17 Nelisiwe Vundla  TEEPSA NVU 

18 Andiswa Sibhukwana TEEPSA ASI 

19 Nicholas Arnott SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) NA 

20 Eloise Costandius SLR EC 

21 Nomi Muthialu Independent Facilitator – NMA Effective Social Strategists (Pty) Ltd (NMA) NM 
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1

PROPOSED EXPLORATION 
ACTIVITIES IN BLOCK DEEP WATER 
ORANGE BASIN (DWOB) OFF THE 

WEST COAST

ESIA Scoping Meeting
November 2022

Meeting Objectives

2

 Share information on:
 Proposed project
 ESIA and public participation process
 Specialist studies to be undertaken during the impact assessment phase
 The next steps in the ESIA process

 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 (we are
here to identify issues and potential impacts that should be considered but will not be able to
answer all questions at this stage).

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

Meeting Protocols

3

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Meeting is being recorded

• Language:
– Presentations and responses in English
– You can also ask questions in isiXhosa or Afrikaans

Proposed Agenda

4

Welcome, introductions & meeting admin

Session 1:

1. Project overview / What is this project about? – TEEPSA

Session 2:

2. ESIA Overview - SLR

Session 3: 

3. Discussion

4. Next steps

Constructive discussion guidelines

5

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 / human dignity

2. Agree to disagree

3. Give everyone a fair chance to ask questions / comment

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

5. State your name, surname and organisation/community

6. Please turn your cell phones on silent

ESIA PROCESS OVERVIEW

6

Ongoing Consultation

We are here

Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• Identify issues / concerns
• Define scope of specialist studies

• Show findings of specialist 
studies

• Assess significance of identified 
impacts

• Recommend measures to avoid, 
reduce and impacts and enhance 
benefits

• Disclosure of decision made by 
government (DMRE)

• Inform registered I&APs of the 
decision and how decision can be 
appealed

1 2

3 4

5 6
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Session 1: 

Project Overview
What is this project about? Introduction to 

TotalEnergies EP South Africa B.V. (TEEPSA) 

Block DWOB Scoping Presentation

November 2022

Summary

1. Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

2. Oil and gas life cycle

3. Location of exploration drilling area

4. Exploration Drilling Logistics 

5. Drilling operation 

6. TotalEnergies Ambition: Societal and environment

7. TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

8. TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

Energy is reinventing itself, and so are we

10

1954 –
1955

1955 –
1963

1963 –
1970

1970 –
1980

1980 –
2003

2003 –
2021

2021 –
Now

Biodiversity AmbitionsClimate Ambitions Human Rights Ambitions

Committed to transparent reporting Our vision: https://totalenergies.com/commitment/climate-change/climate-our-
vision

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

Decision Decision

Environmental Authorisation and public consultation to be undertaken before going into each phase
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12

Location of area of 
interest for exploration 
drilling

Area of interest: Located between 
Port Nolloth and Hondeklip Bay
~ 9 711.21 km2

Distance from the coast:
~ 188km from Hondeklip Bay (Closest)
~ 340km from Hondeklip Bay 
(Farthest)

Water depth
~ 1000 meters
~ 3000 meters

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Exploration drilling logistics 

13

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 Saldanha 
Bay or Cape Town

Video 
Exploration Drilling

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

15 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 Ambition: Societal & Environment

16

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

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 

TotalEnergies: Corporate Social Investments

17

S
tr

at
eg

y

Education Energy 
Access

Environme
nt Heritage Health & 

Safety
Social 

Upliftment

Partnering with TotalEnergies Marketing Services where relevant
Project must be within the exploration blocks (coastal towns) 
Project must be identified by the community, through priority need assessment
Community beneficiaries must be clearly defined and traceable
Project must align with the communities existing interest and skill sets
Project must target 80% of funds going to the community’s benefits
Project must have a long-term sustainability plan to eliminate dependency on TotalEnergies
Project must demonstrate link towards addressing inequality and socio-economic upliftment for 
previously disadvantaged, youth and vulnerable people

Fo
c

u
s 

A
re

a
s

To bring positive change and contribute to sustainable development towards building a society of 
economically active and self-reliant participants and enhance the company’s credibility

V
is

io
n

TotalEnergies commitments: South Africa

18

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

13 14

15 16

17 18
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Thank you

Session 2:

• ESIA Overview

ESIA Overview
21

• Exploration activities trigger a number listed activities in terms of the law and 
requires approval (Environmental Authorisation)

• The ESIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 2014

• Currently in the Scoping Phase (November 2022)

– Objectives:
• To screen and identify potential impacts

• Confirm the terms of reference for the technical and specialist studies

– First round of public consultation on the Draft Scoping Report (4 November 
– 5 December 2022)

22

Scoping and EIA Process

Pre-application Scoping Phase Impact Assessment Phase Appeals Phase

• 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

23

Bathymetry and seabed features Sea surface temperature

Roberts et al. 2010

Receiving Environment – Ecosystem threat status

24

Ecosystem Threat Status (Sink et al. 2019) 

• Licence Block and Area of Interest located 
within ecosystems rated as 'Least Concern'.  

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

• Area of Interest falls outside any protected 
areas.

19 20

21 22

23 24
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Receiving Environment – Coastal ecosystems

25

Major Spawning Areas (Cruikshank 1990) 

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

• Block DWOB located outside of 
these spawning areas

• No overlap with the northward 
egg and larval drift

• Ichthyoplankton abundance in 
the Area of Interest is likely to be 
low

Receiving Environment – MPAs and Biodiversity Priority Areas

26

• 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

– No overlap of the Area of Interest 
with mapped CBAs

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

AREA TO BE 
RELINQUISHED

Receiving Environment – Overlap between fisheries & exploration

27

• Area of Interest is located 
off the continental shelf 
edge

• Distance offshore: 
> 188 km

• Water depth: 
1 000 m - 3 000 m 

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

Large pelagic long-line  3.84%/ 3.14%

Tuna pole minor 0.2 % / 0.1 %

Demersal trawl X 0% / 0%

Hake Demersal Longline X 0% / 0%

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

28

3.14%

Large Pelagic Longline

0.1%

29

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

• Small-scale fisheries off the West 
Coast unlikely to operate beyond a 
range of 15 km from the coastline

Receiving Environment – Marine Hazards & Infrastructure

30

• 358 wells have been drilled in 
the South African offshore

• None have been drilled in 
Block DWOB.

• No ammunition dumps 
located in Block DWOB.

• Four undersea 
telecommunications cable 
pass through Block DWOB.

25 26

27 28

29 30
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• 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 Block 5/6/7 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

31

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. International policy documents also recognise the need for natural gas 

in the pathway to net carbon zero by 2050.
6. 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.

7. 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.

32

Key Issues – Need & Desirability

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
1. Pre-Drilling Surveys
1.1 Transit and operation of 

survey vessels
• Disturbance / behavioural changes to marine fauna.

• Contribution to greenhouse gases (climate change).

• Reduced fishing grounds and catch.
1.2 Sonar surveys • Disturbance of behaviour (foraging and anti-predator) and 

physiology of marine fauna.
1.3 Seabed sediment and water 

sampling
• Physical damage to and mortality of benthic species / 

habitats.
• Disturbance of or damage to cultural heritage material (e.g. 

historical shipwrecks).

33

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified
No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Vessel / Helicopter Operations
2.1 Vessel emissions to the 

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

2.2 Operational discharges (e.g. 
sewage)

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

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

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

• Disturbance / loss of sense of place.
2.5 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.

34

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

No. Project Activity Predicted Impacts
2. Normal Operations – Drilling
2.6 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.

2.7 Generation of 
underwater noise

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

2.8 Temporary 500 m safety 
zone around drilling unit

• Exclusion of fishing activities within safety zone.

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

2.10 Discharge of produced 
water

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

2.11 Well abandonment on 
seafloor

• Exclusion of fishing activities.

35

Key Issues / Potential Impacts Identified

36

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

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

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

3.3 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.

31 32
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Summary of Technical Modelling and Specialist Studies

37

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

38

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

Public meetings:
• Port Nolloth - 21 November 2022.

• Hondeklipbaai - 22 November 2022

• Doringbaai - 23 November 2022

• Lamberts Bay - 24 November 2022

• Elands Bay - 24 November 2022

• St Helena Bay - 25 November 2022

• Saldanha Bay - 25 November 2022

• Langebaan - 26 November 2022

• Yzerfontein - 26 November 2022

• Hout Bay - 28 November 2022

• In writing by completing comment form / emailing SLR.

Deadline for comments on draft Scoping Report: 
Monday, 5 December

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):
30-day comment period
• Public feedback meetings 

during ESIA Report review 
and comment period.

• 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.

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

Next Steps

39

• 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

40

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

41

SLR Contact Details

42

Method Contact Details

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

Tel: (021) 461 1118/9 

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: TEEPSA-DWOB@slrconsulting.com

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

Data 
Free Web:

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

37 38

39 40
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