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MEETING MINUTES 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Attendance Register 

Name Company Contact Numbers Email 

Attendees: 

Marinus Boon (MB) Lidwala SA 0861 543 9252 

074 761 2327 

Mboon@lidwala.com 

Yajna Maharaj (YM) CEF 010 201 4700 

083 783 9111 

yajnam@cefgroup.co.za 

Marvin Mathews (MM) NDENC 054 338 4800 

079 507 3834 

mmathews@ncpg.gov.za 

Frikkie Rupping (FR) ZFM DM 054 337 2800 

071 972 1122 

fpr@zfm-dm.gov.za 

Amogelang Sefara (AS) DEA Local 

Government 

Support 

054 337 2800 

061 484 9928 

asefara@environment.gov.za 

Khotjo Sekwaila (KS) DWA 054 338 5800 sekwailak@dwa.gov.za 

Anga Japhi (AJ) NDENC 054 338 5800 ayaphi@ncpg.gov.za 

J.E Kock (JK) //Khara Hais 

Municipality 

054 338 7053 civilsec@kharahais.gov.za 

J. Greef (JG) //Khara Hais 

Municipality 

(KHM) 

054 338 7080 

074 940 616 

 

S. Silwer (SS) //Khara Hais 

Municipality 

054 338 7014 

078 704 7887 

admin@kharahais.gov.za 

Mohammed Essop (ME) DEA 012 395 1734 messop@environment.gov.za 

Pheladi Masipa (PM) DoE 012 406 7650 

079 039 5527 

pheladimasipa@gmail.com 

 

 

Item Actions Action by 

whom 

 INTRODUCTION/ WELCOME  

1 & 2 MB opened the meeting and welcomed everyone present.  MB also 

introduced everyone and indicated the departments represented by 

the attendees. 

MB (Lidwala) 

3 & 4 Presentation and Process to date  

 MB delivered a presentation on the background of the project and 

gave reasons for the proposed Solar Park. MB gave the stakeholders 

the project’s progress to date and the way forward.  MB also 

MB 

Purpose of 

Meeting: 

Authorities Site Visit 

Venue: Council Chamber, // Khara Hais 

Municipal Offices  

Date: 02 April 2014 

Time 09:00am to 13:00pm 
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highlighted in his presentation the main outcomes of the scoping 

specialist studies. 

5 Discussion All 

5.1 • ME mentioned the list of DEA projects in the area and the 

Northern Cape that will advise the cumulative impact of Solar 

Developments in the area. 

• The lifespan of these facilities is far more than 20 years. 

• The clearing of the site may not necessary be required for 

photovoltaic (PV) but for Central Receiver (CR) and Parabolic 

Trough (PT) – due to slope requirements etc.  For example 

companies like Mainstream have employed this technique.  

The advantage of this is that less water is needed for the 

cleaning of the PV panels due to reduction of dust due to 

intact vegetation. 

ME (DEA) 

5.2 • MB highlighted the information as indicated in the 

presentation again with regards to the pans on the site that 

will still need to be verified in terms of sensitivity by the 

ecologist. 

• MB also highlighted the information as indicated in the 

presentation again with regards to total volume of water 

required as determined by the feasibility study for operation 

(3030kl/day). This volume is determined as the worst case 

scenario if CSP is employed across the entire site. 

• Planned wash-down water reclamation system to recycle 50% 

of the water. 

• Three models (layout alternatives) have been investigated by 

the feasibility study. 

MB 

5.3 ME indicated to the stakeholders to take note of the following points: 

1. Possible Offset in terms of the amount of protected trees as 

indicated in the presentation and the scoping ecology study. 

2. Will the model with 3 CR towers next to each other not shade 

the other towers? 

3. When there is no locality alternative it is important, that in 

terms of Section 24 (b) of the NEMA, to provide a motivation 

why only different technologies and layouts is considered as 

ME (DEA) 
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alternatives 

4. In the EIA phase the level of detail is important in the 

assessment and it should be site specific per technology and 

why it is placed at that specific locality. 

5. Specialist reports compiled internally should be reviewed 

externally.  

5.4 • The corridor proposed by the ecologist should be included in 

the alternatives. 

• In some of the current solar projects in the area local 

community is not reaping in terms of employment 

opportunities. 

• The Upington Solar Park project should focus on local 

employment and training. 

AS (DEA Local 

Government 

Support) 

5.5 • Opportunities for the local community are important; there 

are a lot of local skills for example welders, artisans and 

fitters. 

• The municipality indicated that they have not received regular 

progress update on the project. 

• In most cases labour brokers do the employment. 

SS (KHM) 

5.6 YM replied 

• Progress has been communicated to the municipality on a 

regular basis in the form of weekly progress reports as well as 

technical outputs of the Feasibility Study. CEF was informed 

of a change in management on the municipal side and the 

final Feasibility Study (links) was sent through to the new 

members on the following email addresses: 

d.ngxanga@vodamail.co.za & alexanderr@vodamail.co.za 

• KH Municipality was invited to all management and PSC 

meetings.   

• The feasibility study has included an industrialisation and 

localisation stream.  After cabinet decision on the feasibility 

the municipality should voice discuss the local employment 

concerns at that stage to the relevant authority taking the 

YM (CEF) 
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Solar Park forward. 

5.7 • ME explained about the waste in terms of solar facility 

developments that technology used is closed systems (PV 

cells etc.) and that the operation does not produce hazardous 

waste.  The waste from the CSP, Brine is released in oxidation 

ponds and after it is dried it is regarded as non-hazardous 

waste (potassium nitrate). 

• The operation of these facilities is more than a 20 year cycle 

and only when decommissioning will take place the waste 

may become a problem. 

• The Independent Power Producers (IPP) decides who they 

hire.  The solar industry is still a new game and the IPP’s use 

experienced skills according to their needs that already have 

the necessary skills in terms of the solar technologies.  

• In terms of manufacturing there is no facility in South Africa 

that manufactures components for the Solar Industry. 

ME (DEA) 

5.8 • DWA asked who will be the applicant for the WULA? KS (DWA) 

5.9 • CEF (SOC) Ltd who is a state owned company who on behalf 

of the Department of Energy will be the applicant. 

• The most feasible option in terms of the water requirement is 

via a pipeline from Upington from the //Khara Hais 

Municipality WTP.  The municipality is also a water service 

provider as indicated by DWA. 

MB 

5.10 • DWA indicated the importance as part of the WULA 

requirements in terms of Section 27 in the NWA to consider 

the impact on the community.   This is also important in terms 

of the motivation for possible employment for the local 

community. 

KS (DWA) 

5.11 • AS stressed that local does not refer to the Northern Cape 

Province but to the Local Municipality. 

• AS mentioned: In the past there have been projects where 

EIA’s has been done and the municipalities have been made 

responsible for the waste management services that they 

don’t have the capacity for. 

AS (DEA Local 

Government 

Support) 
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5.11 • A Solar Park Management Authority will be established as 

indicated in the feasibility study that will manage the Solar 

Park and all the IPPs. 

MB 

5.12 • The water supply requirement was discussed.  The 

municipality indicated that they have the necessary capacity 

at their Water Treatment Works (WTW).  The upgrading of 

the current water pipeline which runs in the road servitude of 

the N14 will be the ideal connection. 

JK (KHM) 

6 Site Visit All 

 All attendees attended the authority site inspection on the remaining 

extent of Farm Klipkraal 451, within the jurisdiction of the //Khara 

Hais Local Municipality. 

 

7 Conclusion  

7.1 The authority site visit was concluded.  MB indicated that the 

attendance register, a copy of the presentation and minutes of the 

meeting will be distributed to all attendees.   

MB 
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