


 

 

requirement to delay, divert and distract the start of the consultation process. We consider 

that this step increases the cost of activity and the risk of non-acceptance or later 

challenge.  

We ask NOPSEMA and wider government reflect as to whether additional clarity on the 

consultation process should be drafted into regulations and/or legislation.  

More generally, we note that EnerGeo members are at the forefront of the energy 

geoscience business acquiring geophysical images of the seabed and subsurface often at 

their own risk in the form of multi-client surveys, and that those surveys are a pre-cursor 

to petroleum exploration drilling and many offshore windfarm developments. The 

commercial proposition of these surveys is a balance between cost, expected return and 

risk of execution (of the survey and requisite approvals).   

Any increase in cost and risk will be passed on in higher costs to the companies that 

licence our multi-client surveys. The licensees will benchmark the survey costs, against 

risk and reward against the risk and reward of activity elsewhere. 

EnerGeo and its members are available for further discussion on this matter. Please 

contact me in the first instance.  

Your faithfully,  

 

  

 

 

 




