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1 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS TO DATE 
 

The purpose of this Chapter is to provide an outline of the Public Participation Process, a 
summary of the process undertaken to date, and the way forward with respect to public 
participation as part of the EIA Phase of this project.  This Chapter also provides a summary of 
the key issues that have been raised to date.   

 

1.1 INTRODUCTION 
 
Consultation with I&APs forms an integral component of an EIA process (see Figure 1.2) and 
enables inter alia directly affected landowners, neighbouring landowners, stakeholders, 
communities and interested parties to identify the issues and concerns relating to the proposed 
activity, which they feel should be addressed in the process. The approach to this public 
participation process, summarised in the Plan of Study for EIA (Chapter 5 of the FSR), has 
taken cognisance of the DEAT Guideline on Stakeholder Engagement (2002).   
 
Public participation, as required in terms of the EIA Regulations can, in general, be separated 
into the following phases: 
 
Comment on Draft and Final Reports 
During the Scoping and EIA Phases, registered I&APs are provided with an opportunity to 
comment on draft and final versions of the reports. This is enabled by the lodging of the reports 
at suitable locations for review and invitations to public meetings/open houses to discuss the 
content of the relevant report.   
 
Decision and Appeal period 
This is the final phase of the public participation process. Once the competent authority has 
made their decision and issued an Environmental Authorisation, the applicant and I&APs are 
notified of the decision and have the opportunity to appeal to the national Minister of Water and 
Environmental Affairs, within the stipulated timeframes. 
 
Progress with respect to these various stages for the current project is discussed in more detail 
below. It should be noted that the public participation process developed for this investigation 
meets the minimum requirements of NEMA.   
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1.2 SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS TO 
DATE 

1.2.1 Initiation of the public participation process 

 
The approach adopted for the current investigation was to identify as many I&APs as 
possible initially, through a suite of activities, as follows: 

• Placing advertisements in local newspapers (the Gemsbok); 

• Placing a notice board at the site; 

• Providing written notice and an Executive Summary to potential I&APs, including 
surrounding landowners, organs of state, ward councillors and relevant authorities;  

• Informing I&APs registered for existing EIAs, being run by Aurecon, in the area 
about the project and providing them with an opportunity to register for this project 
as well; and   

• Requesting potential I&APs to recommend other potential I&APs to include on the 
database (chain referral process).  

 
Thereafter, the remainder of the communications was be focused on registered I&APs and 
on local advertising. Consequently, the initial advertising campaign was broad and thorough 
and invited the members of the public to register as I&APs.   
 

1.2.2 Public participation related to the Scoping Phase  

 
Public participation during the Scoping Report Phase included: 

• Placement of advertisements in a local newspaper, the Gemsbok, notifying the 
broader public of the initiation of the EIA and inviting them to register as I&APs from 
2 November  2011;  

• Erection of a site notice at the entrance to Farm Klipgats Pan on 8 November 2011; 

• Lodging the DSR at Prieska (Elizabeth Vermeulen) Public Library, Ietznietz Guest 
House in Copperton and on the Aurecon website from 8 November 2011. All 
registered I&APs were notified of the availability of the DSR by means of a letter 
sent by fax, post and/or e-mail on 7 November 2011. The notification letters also 
included a copy of the Executive Summary of the DSR in English and Afrikaans; 

• I&APs had 40 days, until 5 January 2012, to submit their written comments on the 
DSR; 

• On 6 December 2011 a second notification letter was distributed to I&APs regarding 
the extension of the comment period from 5 January 2012 to 9 January 2012 due to 
a delay that occurred during the mailing of the first notification letters; 

• I&APs had 40 days, until 9 January 2012, to submit their written comments on the 
DSR. Cognisance was taken of all comments when compiling the final report, and 
the comments, together with the project team and proponent’s responses thereto, 
were included in final report; 
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• I&APs were provided with 21 calendar days to comment on the FSR between 
18 January 2012 and 7 February 2012; and 

• Registered I&APs were informed of the FSR public comment period via a letter 
dated 16 January 2012 which was emailed or posted. An Executive summary 
together with an update page in English and/or Afrikaans was also emailed or 
posted to registered I&APs which highlighted the key changes made to the DSR as 
a result of the 40 day public comment period.  

 
Currently there are 56 I&APs are registered on the project database (see Section 4 for a list 
of current I&APs).  
 

1.3 ISSUES AND CONCERNS RAISED DURING THE SCOPING 
PHASE 

 
Key issues raised by the public during the Scoping Phase are recorded in Comments and 
Response Report (CRR 1) which are included in Annexure E of the FSR. The major issues 
raised by I&APs related to astronomy (i.e. SKA) and the availability of resources to comment 
on the proposed project.  
 
Two comments were received on the Final Scoping Report (included in Section 2) regarding 
the need for a Heritage Impact Assessment and requirements in terms of the National Water 
Act, 1998 (Act No. 36 of 1998). These have been responded to in CRR 2 (see Section 3).  
 

1.4 COMMENT ON DRAFT EIAR 
 
The last stage of the Public Participation Process involves the public review of and comment 
on the Draft EIAR1.  Letters of notification and Summaries of the Draft EIAR were sent to all 
registered I&APs (refer to Section 4 for the current database), informing them of the 
availability of the report for their review and comment.  
 
I&APs have 40 days, from 10 April 2012 until 22 May 2012, to submit their written comments 
on the DEIR. Cognisance will be taken of all comments in compiling the final report, and the 
comments, together with the project team and proponent’s responses thereto, will be 
included in the final report. Where appropriate, the report will be updated.  
 
Comments should be directed to: 
 
Aurecon 
Franci Gresse or Louise Corbett  
P O Box 494, Cape Town, 8000  

                                                
1 A 21 day comment period on the Final EIAR will also be provided, however any comments received 
will not be included in a CRR and will instead be collated and forwarded directly to DEA. 
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Tel: (021) 526 6022  
Fax: 086 723 1750 
Email: franci.gresse@aurecongroup.com  
 

1.5 COMMENT ON THE FINAL EIAR 
 
As is required by the NEMA EIA Regulations, I&APs must be given the opportunity to 
comment on all draft and final reports.  Consequently, once the EIAR has been finalised, it 
will made available for a 21 day comment period.  The report will be made available in the 
same locations in which the Draft EIAR was made available, and I&APs will be notified of the 
availability of the Final EIAR in writing.   
 

1.6 REVIEW AND DECISION PERIOD 
 
The Final EIAR, together with all I&AP comments on the Draft EIAR, will be submitted to 
DEA for their review and decision-making. DEA must, within 60 days, do one of the 
following: 

• Accept the report;  

• Notify the applicant that the report has been referred for specialist review;  

• Request amendments to the report; or 

• Reject the report if it does not materially comply with regulations.  
 

If the report is accepted, DEA must within 45 days: 

• Grant authorisation in respect of all or part of the activity applied for; or 

• Refuse authorisation in respect of all or part of the activity. 
 

Once DEA issues their decision on the proposed project, all registered I&APs on the project 
database will be notified of the outcome of the decision within 12 calendar days of the 
Environmental Authorisation having been issued. Should anyone (a member of public, 
registered I&AP or the Applicant) wish to appeal DEA’s decision, a Notice of Intention to 
Appeal in terms of Chapter 7 of the EIA Regulations (GN No. 543) in terms of NEMA must 
be lodged with the Minister of Water and Environmental Affairs within 20 calendar days of 
the decision being issued and the substantive Appeal must be lodged within 30 days of the 
Notice. 
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11 January 2012 
 
 
Aurecon South Africa (Pty) Ltd 
Aurecon Centre 
1 Century City Drive, Waterford Precinct 
Century City 
P.O Box 494 
Cape Town  
8000 

By email: franci.gresse@aurecongroup.com and louise.corbett@aurecongroup.com 

Attention: FranciGresse / Louise Corbett 

DEA Ref. No: 12/12/20/2502       NEAS Ref. No:DEAT/EIA/0000606/2011 
 
Dear Sirs 
 
COMMENT ON PROPOSED PHOTOVOLTAIC ENERGY PLANTS ON FARMS STRUISBULT, 
HOEKPLAAS AND KLIPGATS PAN, ALL NEAR COPPERTON, NORTHERN CAPE 

We refer to your email dated 7 November 2011, attached to which were a letter and an executive 
summary regarding the proposed photovoltaic solar energy plants on the farms Struisbult, 
Hoekplaas and Klipgats Pan ("PV Plants") which Mulilo Renewable Energy (Pty) Ltd ("Mulilo") 
proposes to construct. We refer in particular to your invitation to comment on the Draft Scoping 
Report as an interested or affected party. 

We confirm we have a direct interest in Mulilo's proposed project for the PV Plants. 

On 9 July 2010 we were granted a prospecting right in terms of the Mineral and Petroleum 
Resources Development Act, No 24 of 2002.  The prospecting area is for the Remainder of 
Portions 25 and 26 (portion of Portion 25) of the farm Vogelstruisbult and the farm Slimes Dams, 
No 154, situated in the Magisterial / Administrative District of Prieska and measuring: 723 
hectares in extent. 

We have committed a considerable amount of resources to our prospecting activities. 
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We note that, on the face of it, there appears to be no direct conflict between our prospecting 
right and Mulilo's proposed project for the PV Plants.  

We, however, believe it is necessary to place on record our prospecting right lest the 
development and /or operation of the PV Plants causes such prospecting right to be limited in 
any manner. 

We request to be listed as an interested and affected party for the purposes of the EIA. 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

Bêrend van Deventer 

Director 
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This Comments and Response Report 2 reflects the comments submitted in writing on the Final Scoping Report of the proposed project. Only three 
submissions were received and have been summarised and responded to below.  

 
List of submissions: 

No. Name Organisation Date Received Method 

1 B van Deventer Repli Trading No 27 (Pty) Ltd 11/01/12 Email 
2 C Scheermeyer South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA) 17/01/12 Mail 
3 AA Hlengani Department of Water Affairs (DWA) 10/02/12 Mail 

 
Comments and reponses: 

No. Name, Organisation & Date 
received 

Issue Response 

1. B van Deventer We confirm we have direct interest in Mulilo’s proposed project for the PV 
plants. On 9 July 2010 we were granted a prospecting right in terms of the 
Mineral and Petroleum Resources Development Act, No. 24 of 2002. The 
prospecting area is for the Remainder of Portions 25 and 26 (portion of 
Portion 25) of the farm Vogelstruisbult and the farm Slims Dams, No 154, 
situated in the Magisterial / Administrative District of Prieska and 
measuring: 723 ha in extent.  
 
We have committed a considerable amount of resources to our prospecting 
activities.  We note that, on the face of it, there appears to be no direct 
conflict between our prospecting right and Mulilo’s proposed project for the 
PV plants.  We, however, believe it is necessary to place on record our 
prospecting right lest the development and/ or operation of the PV plants 
causes such prospecting right to be limited in any manner.  

Noted. You have been added to the project database and will be kept 
informed of the Environmental Impact Assessment process. Please 
also keep Mulilo Renewable Energy informed of your activities to 
avoid any issues between the proposed projects.   
 

2. C Scheermeyer, SAHRA, 
17/01/12 

In terms of the National Heritage Resources Act, no. 25 of 1999, heritage 
resources, including archaeological or palaeontological sites over 100 years 
old, graves older than 60 years, structures older than 60 years are 
protected. They may not be disturbed without a permit from the relevant 
heritage resources authority. This means that before such sites are 
disturbed by development it is incumbent on the developer to ensure that a 
Heritage Impact Assessment is done. This must include the 
archaeological componenent (Phase 1) and any other applicable heritage 
components. Appropriate (Phase 2) mitigation, which involves recording, 
sampling and dating sites that are to be destroyed, must be done as 
required.  
 
The Phase 1 Archaeological and Palaeontological Impact assessment 

A Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) and a Palaeontology Impact 
Assessment were undertaken by ACO Associates and Natura Viva, 
respectively. The HIA complies with section 38 of the National 
Heritage Resources Act, No. 25 of 1999. Mitigation meaures have 
been suggested by the HIA and included in the Lifecycle 
Environmental Management Programme. 
 
Please refer to Section 4.4.3 in the Environmental Impact Assessment 
Report (EIAR) which describes the potential impacts on heritage 
resources (including archaeology and palaeontology).  
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No. Name, Organisation & Date 
received 

Issue Response 

Reports will identify the archaeological sites and palaeontological resources 
and will assess their significance. It should also make recommendations (as 
indicated in section 38) about the process to be followed. For example, 
there may need to be a mitigation phase (Phase 2) where the specialist will 
collect or excavate material and date the site. At the end of the process the 
heritage authority may give permission for destruction of the site. 
 
If the property is very small or disturbed and there is no significant site the 
specialist may choose to send a letter to the heritage authority to indicate 
that ther is no necessity for any further assessment.  
 
Any other heritage resources that may be impacted such as built structures 
over 60 years old, sites of cultural significance associated with oral 
histories, burial grounds and graves, graves of victims of onflict, and cultural 
landscapes or viewscapes must also be assessed.   

3.1 AA Hlengani, DWA, 10/02/12 The applicant shall conduct a preliminary legal assessment to identify all 
the water use activities associated with the proposed development project 
that will require authorisation by the Department of Water Affairs (DWA) 
and hereby referred to section 22(1) of the National Water Act, 1998 (Act 
No. 36 of 1998). 

Noted. A legal assessment will be conducted to ensure that the 
necessary applications, if required, are submitted to the DWA for 
authorisation.  
 

3.2 This Department has no objection on the development, but a breakdown in 
terms of the water uses must be clearly defined in terms of water use per 
activity, volume that can be used per day and per annum and the source of 
water, because the Department needs to confirm if it can fall under a 
General Authorisation or needs authorisation. 

Please refer to comment 2.1 above and response thereto. 

3.3 It is noted that storage will be handled through the guideline of the EMP, 
which specify the storage details of hazardous compounds and the 
emergency procedures to follow in the event of spillage. 

The Lifecycle EMP includes mitigation measures for the construction, 
operational and decommissioning phases to ensure that negative 
impacts are avoided as far as possible. 

3.4 We note that issues of sedimentation and mitigation measures should be 
managed throught the EMP procedure, inspection and monitoring should 
be carried out.  

Please refer to comment 2.3 above and response thereto. 

3.5 It is indicated that the issue of dust suppression would be managed through 
the EMP, which would include procedures for dealing with pollution. 

Please refer to comment 2.3 above and response thereto. 

3.6 Kindly note that no development should take place within the 1: 100 year 
flood line. 

Noted.  
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This Comments and Response Report 3 reflects the comments submitted in writing on the Draft Environmental Impact Assessment Report (DEIAR) of 

the proposed project. The DEIAR was made available for a 40 day comment period from 10 April 2012 to 22 May 2012. Only three submissions were 

received and have been summarised and responded to below.  

 

List of submissions: 

No. Name Organisation Date Received Method 

1 J. Geeringh Eskom 07/03/2012 Email 

2 T. Buthelezi Department of Agriculture Forestry & Fisheries (DAFF) 15/03/2012 Post 

3 H. Roberts South African Civil Aviation Authority (SACAA) 15/03/12 E-mail 

 

Comments and reponses: 

NO. NAME, ORGANISATION & 
DATE RECEIVED 

ISSUE RESPONSE 

1. J. Geeringh;  
Eskom; 07/03/2012 

The following projects have reference: 
 
12/12/20/2501 – proposed PV plant on Klipgats Pan near Copperton; 
12/12/20/2502 – proposed PV plant on Struisbult farm near Copperton; and 
12/12/20/2503 – proposed PV plant on Farm Hoekplaas near Copperton. 
 

1. 12/12/20/2502 – Cover page have wrong DEA reference number. 
2. 12/12/20/2502 – Figure 4.2 is the same as figure 4.2 in the report 

for 12/12/20/2501.  
3. Eskom is currently busy with an EIA for 2x132kV power lines from 

Cuprum to Kronos and see that two of the proposed PV plants 
are in close vicinity to Kronos substation. 

4. Eskom would require that the applicant take into consideration 
that Eskom may also in future require additional 400kV 
infrastructure to be connected to Kronos substation and would 
therefore request that the applicant ensures that Eskom assets 
stays accessible. 

5. Eskom’s Tx’s rights and services must be acknowledged and 
respected at all times. 

6. Eskom’s Tx’s shall at all times retain unobstructed access to and 
egress from its servitudes.   

7. Eskom’s Tx’s rights and duties in the servitude shall be accepted 
as having prior right at all times and shall not be obstructed or 
interfered with. 

 

1. Comment noted. Mulilo has been closely following the Eskom 
upgrade plans and is a registered Interested and Affected Party 
(I&AP) on the basic assessment process. Mulilo intends to use 
the planned 6 x 132 kV bays at Kronos Substation as the 
preferred connection point for the proposed solar plant and has 
ensured to not locate the solar sites within the servitude 
boundaries of either the existing or planned Eskom 
transmission lines. Furthermore, Mulilo has ensured that 
adequate access would be available on all sides of the Kronos 
substation for any potential upgrade plans. Mulilo requests to 
be kept informed as to the timeframe and status of the Kronos 
Cuprum link to allow construction planning of both projects to 
link with Eskom planning. 
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NO. NAME, ORGANISATION & 
DATE RECEIVED 

ISSUE RESPONSE 

2. T. Buthelezi  
DAFF; 15/03/2012 

DAFF does not have any objection to the establishment of a solar plant on 
portions of the abovementioned properties with 300 hectares footprint sizes 
as indicated from an agricultural point of view. The following should 
however be adhered to: 
 

1. Any further extension of this proposed project should be reviewed 
in terms of the Subdivision of Agricultural Land Act, 70 (Act 70 of 
1970). 

2. No subdivision for the purpose of demarcating the individual 
footprint area should be allowed. 

3. No construction should be placed on the existing agricultural 
activities. 

4. Natural vegetation should be restored after the construction of the 
plant to prevent degradation. 

5. Provision should be made for the control of runoff water where 
applicable. 

6. Water needed for the maintenance of the site should not be 
sourced from existing water rights allocated to the site or nearby 
farm portions as it will negatively impact on agricultural 
production.  

7. The applicant should take responsibility of the maintenance and 
status of the natural resource base of the site. 

1. Comment noted. At this stage no expansion is planned. 
 

2. No subdivision would be required for the proposed project. 
 

3. The farm is currently used for sheep grazing and would 
continue to be used for grazing. However, due to safety risks, 
i.e. theft, and the possibility of livestock damaging the solar 
panels, the proposed site would need to be fenced off. No 
cultivated land would be impacted on by the proposed project. 
 

4. The Lifecycle Environmental Management Plan (LEMP) 
included in Annexure D of the Draft and Final Environmental 
Impact Assessment Report (EIAR), contains guidelines 
pertaining to restoring and revegetating the construction site, 
including a Rehabilitation Plan. Furthermore, the site would be 
cleared in sections for construction and rehabilitation is to start 
immediately on sections upon completion of work on the 
specific section.   
 

5. The LEMP requires that a storm water management program is 
compiled and adhered to, to mitigate potential stormwater 
issues during the lifecycle of the proposed project. Also 
included in the LEMP are erosion mitigation measures. Please 
refer to Annexure D of the EIAR for the LEMP. 
 

6. Comment noted. Limited water would be required during the 
construction and operational phases of the proposed solar 
energy facility. An application for water availability has been 
submitted to the Siyathemba Municipality (the regional Water 
Services Authority (WSA)). Furthermore, confirmation has been 
requested by the Siyathemba Municipality to Alkantpan on the 
capacity of their Pipelines and pumps. Mulilo is awaiting the 
final confirmation approval. 
 

7. Specific mitigation and management measures have been 
included in the LEMP for the Construction, Operational and 
Decommissioning Phases (see Annexure D of the EIAR) to limit 
impacts on the existing environment. 

3. Harry Roberts 
South African Civil 

1. Kindly provide a kml (Google earth) file reflecting the footprint of 
the proposed development site. Both the development site and 

Mulilo’s responses: 
1. The requested information was included in the solar plant 
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NO. NAME, ORGANISATION & 
DATE RECEIVED 

ISSUE RESPONSE 

Aviation Authority 
(SACAA) 

footprint of the PV Farm (referenced to the WGS E4 datum) 
should be reflected on the same kml file, for each of the three 
sites mentioned. 

2. Also indicate the highest structure of the project. 
3. Note that there may be other wind farms and PV farms in the 

area. Unique names are preferable. 
4. Please always use the proposed P\/ farm name in the Subject box 

when corresponding via email with this office. 
5. Please note that the lead time for approval may take up to 90 

days. 
6. The Sites PV 3 and PV 4 should not present a problem with 

regard to the present airfield; however the PV2 site will not be 
processed until such time as clarity has been obtained with 
regard to the intended relocation of the Alkantpan airfield. Should 
you have any information regarding the relocation or not, it would 
be appreciated if this could share with my office, as this would 
expedite the processing of your applications. 

SACAA applications that were submitted to the email 
address ‘obstacles@caa.co.za‘ on 7 March 2012 for the 
following projects: 

 Prieska PV2 (Struisbult) 

 Prieska PV3 (Hoekplaas) 

 Prieska PV4 (Klipgats) 
 

2. The solar panels (the highest structures on site) would 
either be 15.4 m (preferred) or 4 m (alternative) in height. 
The maximum height of the 132 K\/ power lines would be 
25 m.  
 

3. Mulilo has assigned unique names to each of the proposed 
solar energy facilities for which they are in the process of 
applying Environmental Authorisation (EA) for. Furthermore, 
a map is provided in the Scoping and the EIAR 
documentation to show the location of wind and solar 
energy projects for wich EAs are currently being applied for 
by the various developers.    
 

4. Noted. 
 

5. Noted. 
 

6. The alignment of the Alkantpan airstrip has recently been 
revised in the Final EIAR for the proposed Plan 8 wind 
energy facility. The proposed project should not impact on 
the airstrip, either in its current location or if it is moved, as 
there are numerous cases globally where solar plants have 
been constructed adjacent to airfields. Furthermore, Mulilo 
confirms that the solar panels would meet the necessary 
requirements in terms of potential glint and glare. It should 
also be noted that the relocation of the airstrip is dependent 
on the environmental authorisation of the Plan 8 wind 
energy facility, as well as its acceptance by the Department 
of Energy as e Independent Power Producer (IPP).  

 
Since the submission of the SACAA’s comment, approval has been 
received for all three projects.  
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Title Initial /Name Surname Organisation 
Ms Tania Anderson   
Mr  Mark  Anderson Birdlife South Africa 

  Thoko Buthelezi DAFF: Land Use & Soil Management 
Mr RC Barlow Department of Transport 

Ms Jemima J Bernard   

Mr  Gert Bessies The Municipal Manager: SiyaThemba Local Municipality 

Mr James Braid   

Mr PJ Buys   
Mr  Johnny Callum Mulilo Renewable Energy 
Ms Mashubu Marbubini DAFF: Land Use & Soil Management 

Mr Ralph Damonse Mainstream Renewable Power South Africa 
Mr Karniels de Jager 105/Remainder 
Mr Berend Deventer Repli Investments No 27 Pty Ltd  
Mr Sam Diokpala Pixley ka Seme District Municipality 
Mr Frans Ekkerd Welverdiend; Farm 117/4  
Cllr A  Faro SiyaThemba Local Municipality 
Mr Pieter Fourie Nelspoortjie Farm (No. 103/5) 

Dr Mariagrazia Galimberti South African Heritage Resources Agency 

Mr  Andrew Timothy 
Northern Cape Provincial Heritage (Boswa ya Kapa 
Bokone) 

Mr Hano Hamman Repli Investments No 27 Pty Ltd  

Mr Wayne Hector 
Department of Environmental Affairs: Integrated 
Environmental Management 

Mr HG Human Agri-Prieska Stockfarmers; Farm no. 118/3 

Mr WJ Human Plat Sjambok; Farm no. 102/RE 

  Johannes Human Hoekplaas: Farm no. 146/RE 
Mr Zuben Jessa Plan 8  
Mr Lutando Klaas Alkantpan Test Range 
  Chamuwari J Ketano Department of Environment and Nature Conservation 
  Mere Kgampe SKA 
Ms Liesl Koch Sivest 

Mr John  Geeringh Eskom 

Mr Pieter  Mangate Department of Land Reform 
Mr Michael Mangnall Mainstream Renewable Power South Africa 
Ms Lucia Manong Department of Agriculture (Northern Cape) 
Mr Mike Meyer Request Trust 

Mrs SP Mokuele 
Department of Energy (Northern Cape): Regional Energy 
Director 

Mr Warren Morse Mulilo Renewable Energy 

Mr WVD Mothibi 
Department of Agriculture, Land Reform & Rural 
Development 

Mr Isaac Phooka   

Mr Harry  Roberts Civil Aviation Authorities 
Mr  Berchtwald Rode  Rode and Associates (Pty) Ltd  

Ms Thusile  Nyalunga 
Department of Environmental Affairs: Integrated 
Environmental Management 

Mr Tshepo Seekoe Department of Science and Technology 

Mr Joas ekkerd 
Northern Cape Provincial Heritage (Boswa ya Kapa 
Bokone) 
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Mr  Jon Smallie Endangered Wildlife Trust 

Mr Kevin Storie Aero Club of South Africa  
Mrs Lizelle Stroh Civil Aviation Authorities 

Mr Adrian Tiplady Square Kilometer Array (SKA) 

Mr Eric  Torr Gyro SA 

Ms Kelly Tucker Sivest 

Mr Gert 
van der 
Westhuizen Alkantpan Test Range 

Mr Bêrend van Deventer Agama Exploration & Mining 

Mr Anton van Heerden Farm Vrugbaar 
Mr  Bertie van Heerden Alkantpan Test Range 
Mr  Fransi  van Wyk Witfontein Farm (No. 103/7 & 266) 
Mr Salmon van Zyl Farm no. 106/4 
Mr Coenie Viljoen Farm no. 118/1 
Mr Piet Vos Agri-Prieska 
Mr  Keith Woolf Alkantpan Test Range 

Ms Anga Yaphi 
Northern Cape Department of Environmental Affairs and 
Nature Conservation 

  
The Municipal 
Manager   Pixley ka Seme District Municipality 

      Farm no. 117/3 

  
Van Wyk 
Broers     

  AA Hlengani Department of Water Affairs 
 


