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Gabriele Wood

From: Vered Karty <vkarty@brightsourceenergy.com>

Sent: 11 January 2016 19:59

To: Gabriele Wood

Subject: Paulputs CSP Project

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Hello Gabriele and happy new year!

Can you please add me to the I&AP database for the Paulputs CSP Project?

Thank you
Vered

Vered KARTY
O +44 20 3626 0167
M +44 7867 331 449

Be green, leave it on the screen. Please think before you print.

This message (including any attachments) is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it
is addressed and may contain materials protected by copyright or information that is non-public, proprietary,
privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law or agreement. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review use, dissemination, distribution, or duplication of
this communication is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender
immediately by reply email and destroy all copies of the original. Thank you.



 

 

 

 

 

 

Interim Comment
In terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999)

Attention: Paulputs CSP (RF) (Pty) Ltd

Project Name: Paulputs CSP Project Applicant: Paulputs CSP RF (Pty) Ltd. Proposed Activity and
Location: The development of a 200MW Concentrated Solar Power (CSP) Project and associated
infrastructure on Portion 4 of the Farm Scuitklip 92 located ~45km north-east of Pofadder within the
Khai-Ma Local Municipality in the Northern Cape.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd (Savannah) was contracted by Paulputs CSP RF (Pty) Ltd to complete an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process for the Paulputs CSP Project, near Poffadder, Northern
Cape Province. A Scoping Report was completed in terms of the National Environmental Management Act,
1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations 2014.

Savannah contracted David Morris and John Pether to conduct the Heritage Scoping Study and the
Palaeontological Desktop Assessment for the project respectively.

Morris, 2015. Paulputs CSP Facility near Poffadder, Northern Cape. Specialist Input for the Scoping Phase of
the Environmental Impact Assessment: Archaeology. 

The author found that heritage resources from the Stone Age and Colonial/Historical periods may be present
within the project area, and due to the sparse vegetation the heritage resources are likely to be highly visible.
A grave of the Northern Border Police is known on the affected farm portion and a road-side grave is present.

Recommendations provided in the report are as follows:

A site visit must be conducted to examine the proposed project area for heritage resources.
Identified heritage resources will be assessed for their significance
Nineteenth and twentieth century cultural heritage and intangible heritage values attached to places
that are to be impacted by the development must be assessed during the pending EIA phase.
A Visual Impact Assessment must be conducted on identified heritage resources
Should heritage resources be uncovered during the construction phase of the project, all work in the
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area must cease immediately and be reported to SAHRA and/or the McGregor Museum, Kimberly. The
find should be investigated by a professional archaeologist who will provide further recommendations.
Should it be deemed necessary, a Phase 2 Mitigation permit must be applied for in order to conduct
any sampling, excavations or collections of heritage deposit before the development can continue.

Pether, 2015. Brief Palaeontological Impact Assessment (Desktop Study). Proposed Pofadder Solar Thermal
Plant. Portion 4 of the farm Scuit-Klip 92, Kenhardt District, Northern Cape. 

The author found that expected palaeontology in the project area includes freshwater clams and snail fossils,
abraded bone fragments and loose teeth, however, due to the sporadic occurrences of fossils in the area,
there is a low potential for uncovering fossil heritage. Should fossils be identified during the construction
phase, they will be considered as significance finds due to the lack of fossil occurrences in the vicinity.

Recommendations provided in the report include:

Fossil Finds Procedures must be developed and implemented that details the guidelines and
reporting/action protocols to be following when finds are uncovered.
The local Council of Geoscience in Upington may be utilized to contract a local geologist who will
inspect excavations and liaise with the Environmental Control Officer and an advising palaeontologist.

Interim Comment

Regarding archaeological and palaeontological heritage resources, the SAHRA Archaeology, Palaeontology
and Meteorites Unit accepts the submitted Archaeological Scoping Report and Palaeontological Desktop
Study and their respective recommendations, and has no objections against the development. The following
additional conditions must be adhered to and must form part of the final EIA Phase of the project:

A Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) must be completed for the proposed Paulputs CSP Project. The HIA
must include the following studies:

An Archaeological Impact Assessment (AIA);
An assessment of Burial Grounds and Graves;
An assessment of intangible heritage resources; and
A VIA must be completed on identified heritage resources.
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No further palaeontological assessment is required. A Fossil Finds Procedure must be developed for the
project to ensure that standard protocols and steps are followed should any fossil resources be uncovered
during the construction phase of the project. These procedures should outline the steps and reporting structure
to be followed in the instance that fossil resources are found. These procedures must be incorporated into the
final Environmental Management Plan for implementation.

Final comments will be published once the above has been submitted along with the EIA for the project.

Decisions regarding Built Environment will be provided by Ngwao-Boswa Jwa Kapa Bokone (NBKB), the
Northern Cape Provincial Heritage Resource Authority (Ratha Timothy - rtimothy@nbkb.org.za /053 831
2537).

Should you have any further queries, please contact the designated official using the case number quoted
above in the case header.

Yours faithfully

________________________________________ 
Natasha Higgitt
Heritage Officer
South African Heritage Resources Agency

________________________________________ 
Phillip Hine
SAHRA Head Archaeologist (Acting)
South African Heritage Resources Agency
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ADMIN:
Direct URL to case: http://www.sahra.org.za/node/344252
(DEA, Ref: )

Terms & Conditions:

1. This approval does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining local authority approval or any other necessary approval for
proposed work.

2. If any heritage resources, including graves or human remains, are encountered they must be reported to SAHRA immediately.
3. SAHRA reserves the right to request additional information as required.
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Gabriele Wood

From: Simon Gear <advocacy@birdlife.org.za>

Sent: 29 March 2016 15:32

To: 'Gabriele Wood'

Subject: RE: EIA PROCESS - CONSTRUCTION OF PAULPUTS 200MW SOLAR THERMAL

ELECTRIC (STE) MOLTEN SALT TOWER (MST) FACILITY, NORTHERN CAPE PROVINCE

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Hi Gabriele,

Please register BirdLife South Africa on this EIA using my details below.

Thanks,

Simon Gear
Policy & Advocacy Manager

17 Hume Road, Dunkeld West, Gauteng
Private Bag X5000, Parklands, 2121, Gauteng, South Africa
Tel: +27 (0)11 789 1122 / 0860 BIRDER
Fax: +27 (0)11 789 5188
Cell: +27 (0) 82 821 4975
E-mail: advocacy@birdlife.org.za
http://www.birdlife.org.za http://birdingroutes.co.za

https://www.facebook.com/pages/Birdlife-South-Africa/112371882122716

https://twitter.com/BirdLife_SA
SMS ‘birdlife’ to 38878 and help Give Conservation WingsR10 per SMS. Free SMS and SMS bundles do not apply, All proceeds,
less service provider fees, will be donated to BirdLife South Africa. Error messages will be billed. More details on BirdLife South
Africa website.

Donations to BirdLife South Africa may contribute to your B-BBEE scorecard as we are fully SED compliant in terms of the B-BBEE Act. We are also a registered
Public Benefit Organisation (No. 930004518) and authorised to issue 18A tax certificates where applicable.

The Policy & Advocacy Division is supported by The Royal Society for Protection of Birds (RSPB) and BirdLife
International.
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From: Gabriele Wood [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 1:08 PM
To: undisclosed-recipients:
Subject: EIA PROCESS - CONSTRUCTION OF PAULPUTS 200MW SOLAR THERMAL ELECTRIC (STE) MOLTEN SALT
TOWER (MST) FACILITY, NORTHERN CAPE PROVINCE

Dear Stakeholder

Paulputs CSP RF (Pty) Ltd proposes the development of up to a 200MW Solar Thermal Electric (STE) Molten
Salt Tower (MST) facility and associated infrastructure on a site located approximately 45km north-east of
Pofadder in the Northern Cape Province. The proposed project is to be known as the Paulputs Tower
Facility. The purpose of the proposed STE facility will be to evacuate the generated power into the Eskom
electricity grid. The project is proposed to be bid into the Department of Energy’s (DoE) Renewable Energy
Independent Power Producer Procurement Programme (REIPPPP).

Savannah Environmental has been appointed as the independent environmental consultant to undertake the
required Scoping and Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process to identify and assess all the potential
environmental impacts associated with the proposed project, and propose appropriate mitigation and
management measures in an Environmental Management Programme (EMPr). You have been identified as
a potential Interetsed and/or Affected Party (I&AP) for the abovementioned project and are therefore invited
to participate in the EIA process. Kindly refer to the attached background information document and process
notification letter which provides further details on the project.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require further information relating to the project and EIA process.

Kind regards

Mrs Gabriele Wood

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com
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Directorate Land Use and Soil Management, Private Bag x120, Pretoria, Gezina 0031
Delpen Building, c/o Annie Botha & Union Streets, Riviera..
From
: Director: Land Use and Soil Management
TEL (012) 319 7634 Fax: (012) 329 5938 e-mail: nhlakad@daff.gov.za

SAVANNAH ENVIRONMENTAL
P O BOX 142
SUNNINGHILL
2151

2016/05/19

DEAR SIR/MADAM

This serves as a notice of receipt and confirms that your application has been captured in
our electronic AgriLand tracking and management system. It is strongly recommended that
you use the on-line AgriLand application facility in future.

Detail of your application as captured:

TYPE CSP PROJECT

YOUR REFEFERENCE PAULPUTS CSP PROJECT

DescriptIon PAULPUTS CSP PROJECT
DATED 2016/05/19

Please use the following reference number in all enquiries:
AGRILAND REFERENCE NUMBER ; 2016_05_0128

Enquiries can be made to the above postal, fax or e-mail address.

Yours sincerely,

B N DE LANGE
pp DIRECTOR: LAND USE AND SOIL MANAGEMENT

http://www.agis.agric.za/agriland
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27 May 2016 
 
Mrs Gabriele Wood 
Savannah Environmental  
Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com 
 
Dear Gabriele 
 
Draft EIA report for the proposed 200 MW Concentrated Solar Power Tower Project and 
Associated Infrastructure, 45km North-East of Pofadder. 
DEA ref:  14/12/16/3/3/2/870 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above report. BirdLife South Africa supports 
the responsible development of renewable energy. However, birds may be injured or killed at 
Concentrated Solar Power (CSP) facilities if they collide with the reflective surfaces (e.g. 
heliostats), or with associated infrastructure (e.g. powerlines and fences). CSP tower 
technology presents an additional risk to birds – they may be burned if they fly through the 
area of concentrated solar flux. CSP facilities may also impact on birds indirectly by destroying 
or degrading large areas of habitat and displacing sensitive species.  
 
If solar energy is to be developed without having marked negative impacts on birds, rigorous 
impact assessment of proposed CSP facilities is critical. We are therefore pleased to note that 
an avifaunal specialist was appointed to undertake an avifaunal impact assessment. However, 
only two site visits were conducted (one in the wet season and one in the dry season), as 
opposed to the four or more site visits BirdLife South Africa recommends for developments 
of this nature and scale (as per draft Guidelines included with our comments on the scoping 
report dated 3 December 2015). Provided they are well-timed, two site visits may be adequate 
to obtain a representative sample of the diversity of species likely be affected by the facility, 
however, they may not be adequate to record finer details such as patterns of movement, 
important habitats, breeding areas, rare species etc. This information could be central to 
properly assess and mitigate impacts. Given the proximity to an Important Bird and 
Biodiversity Area we suggest that a rigorous assessment would be prudent. The avifaunal 
specialist report does not clarify if the “wet season” site visit was indeed well-timed and 
coincided with the expected increase in species diversity, abundance and activity associated 
with the wet season.  
 
Despite the literature review including “Guidelines to minimise impact of solar facilities and 
infrastructure on avifauna”, little further mention is made of these guidelines in the avifaunal 
specialist study. Key references included in the draft Guidelines, and included our comments 
on the draft Scoping Report, are absent from the avifaunal study and literature review. Most 
notably we refer to Walston et al. 20151 and the recently published peer reviewed paper 

                                                 
1 Walston et al. 2015.A review of avian monitoring and mitigation information at existing utility-scale solar facilities. U.S. Dept. 

of Energy, Environmental Science Division. ANL/EVS-15/2.(Available at http://www.evs.anl.gov/downloads/ANL-EVS_15-2.pdf) 

mailto:lisa@savannahsa.com
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arising from this report2. While the McCrary (1986) study is a useful resource, it is out-dated. 
Shawn Smallwood’s testimony3 details the shortcomings of the their approach to estimating 
fatality rates at Solar One. To summarise, the approach did not adequately account for 
searcher efficiency and scavenger removal. In his report, Mr Hudson suggests the information 
on which our comments were based was from “colloquial articles”. We disagree and suggest 
that the lengthy reference list included in our draft Guidelines would be a good departure 
point for a more detailed and up-to-date literature review. 
 
A further shortcoming of the avifaunal impact assessment is that the Red Data Book statuses 
provided in the main text are out-of date. For example, the report suggests that Secretarybird 
is Near Threatened, but it is now listed as Vulnerable both globally and regionally4. The Red 
Data Book statuses appear to be correctly reflected in Appendix A. This inconsistency should 
be corrected in the report. 
 
Although it does not affect the substance of the assessment, there are also a number of 
editorial errors in the avifaunal assessment and draft EIA report that should be corrected. For 
example, the page header of the avifaunal impact assessment incorrectly refers to the report 
as a Scoping Report. Similarly, the page header from page xxvi onwards of the Executive 
Summary of the EIR refers to a Scoping Report, and page xv suggests the deadline for 
comment is in 2015. We hope that similar oversights have not crept in to more material 
aspects of the impact assessment.  
 
One major oversight in the avifaunal assessment is that the potential for the evaporation 
ponds, on site and at the adjacent CSP facilities, to attract birds and increase the risk of 
collisions and solar flux injuries, has not been adequately considered. Although relatively new, 
the ponds at Kaxu are already attracting species such as Maccao Duck (Near Threatened and 
listed under the Convention of Migratory Species). As they mature, the evaporation ponds are 
likely to attract more birds. The risks associated with this should be carefully assessed and 
mitigated. For example, we recommend that that they should be located well away from the 
heliostat field.   
 
We are somewhat comforted by the fact that few Red Data Book species and few Important 
Bird and Biodiversity Area trigger species have been recorded on site, despite the proximity 
to an Important Bird and Biodiversity Area. However, we do not share the specialist’s 
confidence that species such as Secretarybird, Kori Bustard, Ludwig’s Bustard and Sclater’s 
Lark are entirely absent from the area. Larks are locally nomadic, and bustards and 
Secretarybirds move regionally. Some birds may also have been temporarily displaced by 

                                                 
2 Walston LJ, Rollins KE, Kirk E, LaGory KE, Smith KP and Meyers SP. 2016. A preliminary assessment of avian mortality at utility-

scale solar energy facilities in the United States . Renewable Energy 92:405-414  
 
3 Smallwood, K.S. 2014. “Exhibit 3128 – Testimony of K. Shawn Smallwood, Ph.D.” Palen Solar Power Project. 
http://docketpublic.energy.ca.gov/PublicDocuments/09-AFC-06C/TN201152_20131108 
T155000_Testimony_of_K_Shawn_Smallwood_PhD.pdf. 
4 See Taylor MR, Peacock, F, Wanless, RM (eds). 2015. The Eskom Red Data Book of Birds of South Africa, Lesotho and Swaziland. 
BirdLife South Africa, Johannesburg, South Africa. 

 



 

 
BirdLife South Africa is a partner of BirdLife International, a global partnership of nature conservation organisations. 

Member of IUCN (International Union for Conservation of Nature). 

Reg No: 001 – 298 NPO 

PBO Exemption No: 930004518 

 

construction activities associated with Kaxu and Xina. We also do not support the specialist’s 
confidence in his significance ratings - there are many sources of uncertainty, including with 
regards to the species present on site, their use of the area, the potential for birds to be 
attracted to the facility, and how to quantify the risk of collisions and solar flux injures. The 
limitations of the assessment should be acknowledged.  
 
We also question the approach to assessing cumulative impacts and suggest that the potential 
cumulative risks and benefits of developing a cluster of solar energy developments should be 
more rigorously assessed. This should not be limited to the impacts of CSP tower projects, but 
should extend to all energy-related infrastructure proposed and developed in the area. We 
suggest that consideration be given to the likely and known impacts, monitoring 
requirements, and the likely effectiveness of mitigation plans at the adjacent facilities. We are 
surprised that the avifaunal specialist is unable (or unwilling) to comment on these, as we 
understand that he has been appointed to monitor the impacts of Xina and Kaxu on birds. We 
suggest that, should the application be approved despite the shortcomings of the assessment, 
efforts to monitor and mitigate impacts should be coordinated between the projects. We also 
urge that the impacts are monitored in accordance with the methods outlined in our draft 
Best Practice Guidelines and that the results of this work be shared with BirdLife South Africa. 
We further request that these results be published in a peer review journal, so that we can 
better understand and mitigate impacts of CSP in the future to ensure that impacts on birds 
and other biodiversity are minimised.  
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Samantha Ralston 
Birds and Renewable Energy Manager 
 
and  
 
Simon Gear  
Programme Manager: Policy and Advocacy 
  
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 









 

 

 

 

 

 

Final Comment
In terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999)

Attention: Paulputs CSP (RF) (Pty) Ltd

Project Name: Paulputs CSP Project Applicant: Paulputs CSP RF (Pty) Ltd. Proposed Activity and
Location: The development of a 200MW Concentrated Solar Power (CSP) Project and associated
infrastructure on Portion 4 of the Farm Scuitklip 92 located ~45km north-east of Pofadder within the
Khai-Ma Local Municipality in the Northern Cape.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed by Paulputs CSP RF (Pty) Ltd to conduct an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process in support of an Environmental Authorisation Application for
the proposed Paulputs CSP Project, near Pofadder, Northern Cape Province. A draft EIA was conducted in
terms of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (NEMA) and the EIA Regulations, 2014. The
proposed Paulputs CSP project will consist of a field of heliostats and central receiver and will be constructed
over an area of approximately 900 ha on Portion 4 of the Farm Scuitklip 92. Associated infrastructure will
include a molten salt tower, power island, cabling linking the power block to the on-site substation, water
supply abstraction point with filter and booster station, on-site lined ground water storage reservoir, lined
evaporation ponds, water treatment plant and associated chemical store, auxiliary wet cooled chiller plant,
control room and office building, workshop, access roads and overhead powerline.

David Morris from the McGregor Museum was appointed to conduct the Archaeological Impact Assessment
(AIA) for the project.

Morris, 2016. Archaeological Specialist Input for the Environmental Impact Assessment Phase of the EIA for
the Paulputs CSP Facility, near Pofadder, NC Province

According to the submitted AIA, identified heritage resources fall outside the proposed development footprint
and of low significance, however, it appears that the identified road side grave (Site 6) may be located within
the proposed solar field array. The remaining archaeological resources (Early Stone Age [Site 6] and Later
Stone Age scatter Site 7]) are of low significance. Additionally, it has been noted that the pipeline route was
surveyed previously in 2014 and that artefact densities are extremely low along the route. It must be noted that
a track log of the area surveyed was not supplied.
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Recommendations provided in the AIA report include the following:

The rocky outcrops that occur at the north eastern side of the proposed project footprint should be
avoided with a 60 m buffer;
Provisions for on-going heritage monitoring in a facility environmental management plan which also
provides guidelines on what to do in the event of any major heritage feature being encountered during
any phase of the development or operation;
Inclusion of further heritage impact considerations in any future extension of infrastructural elements;
Immediate reporting to relevant heritage authorities of any heritage feature discovered during any
phase of development or operation of the facility; and
Officials from the relevant heritage authorities (National and Provincial) to be permitted to inspect the
operation at any time in relation to the heritage component of the management plan.

Final Comment

The SAHRA Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorites (APM) Unit accepts the submitted AIA and promotes
the recommendations included in the report. The following additional conditions must be included in the
Environmental Management Programme (EMPr):

A buffer of 30 m must be maintained around the identified grave (Site 6). A Conservation Management
Plan (CMP) must be developed for the long term in situ conservation of the burial. The CMP must be
submitted to SAHRA for comment;
Should it not be possible to conserve the burial, a social consultation process in terms of section 36(5)
of the National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (NHRA) and Chapter XI of the NHRA Regulations must
be conducted, thereafter a permit in terms of section 36(3) of the NHRA and Chapter IX of the NHRA
Regulation may be applied for if feasible; and
Should it not be possible to avoid the rocky outcrops, an archaeological walk-down must be conducted
to ensure that no heritage resources will be impacted by the proposed development. The results of the
walk-down must be submitted to SAHRA for comment prior to the commencement of construction;
If any evidence of archaeological sites or remains (e.g. remnants of stone-made structures, indigenous
ceramics, bones, stone artefacts, ostrich eggshell fragments, charcoal and ash concentrations), fossils
or other categories of heritage resources are found during the proposed development, SAHRA APM
Unit (Natasha Higgitt/Phillip Hine 021 462 5402) must be alerted. If unmarked human burials are
uncovered, the SAHRA Burial Grounds and Graves (BGG) Unit (Itumeleng Masiteng/Mimi Seetelo 012
320 8490), must be alerted immediately. A professional archaeologist or palaeontologist, depending on
the nature of the finds, must be contracted as soon as possible to inspect the findings. If the newly
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discovered heritage resources prove to be of archaeological or palaeontological significance, a Phase
2 rescue operation may be required.

Should you have any further queries, please contact the designated official using the case number quoted
above in the case header.

Yours faithfully

________________________________________ 
Natasha Higgitt
Heritage Officer
South African Heritage Resources Agency

________________________________________ 
Phillip Hine
SAHRA Head Archaeologist (Acting)
South African Heritage Resources Agency

ADMIN:
Direct URL to case: http://www.sahra.org.za/node/344252
(DEA, Ref: 14/12/16/3/3/2/87)

Terms & Conditions:

1. This approval does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining local authority approval or any other necessary approval for
proposed work.

2. If any heritage resources, including graves or human remains, are encountered they must be reported to SAHRA immediately.
3. SAHRA reserves the right to request additional information as required.
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Gabriele Wood

From: Gabriele Wood <gabriele@savannahsa.com>

Sent: 06 June 2016 15:28

To: 'Peter Cloete'

Cc: michelle@savannahsa.com

Subject: Reminder: Paulputs CSP Project - EIA Report Comments Requested

Attachments: -PODImages-P11860-16926078.jpg; Paulputs CSP DEIAr Notification 3.05.2016.pdf

Dear Peter Cloete

The EIA process currently being undertaken for the Paulputs CSP project has reference
(14/12/16/3/3/2/870). Following your telephone conversation with Michelle earlier today, please could
you kindly provide your written comments on the project as soon as possible.

We look forward to our telecom on Thursday this week.

Kind regards
Gabi Wood
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Gabriele Wood

From: Gabriele Wood <gabriele@savannahsa.com>

Sent: 06 June 2016 15:41

To: 'cloetes@dwa.gov.za'

Cc: 'schwartz@dws.gov.za'; 'Cebekhulu Mduduzi Christopher (UPN)'

Subject: EIA Process - Paulputs CSP Project - Request for Comments

Attachments: Road Realignment DWS FGM 27.05.2016.pdf; Paulputs CSP DWS FGM

27.06.2017.pdf; DWS Reg.pdf

Dear Shaun Cloete

I hope you are keeping well. The EIA process being undertaken for the Paulputs CSP Project (DEA Ref. No.
14/12/16/3/3/2/870) has reference. Please find the minutes of the meeting held with your colleagues on 27 May
2016. Please could you kindly submit your written comments as soon as possible. Please could you kindly send me
the scanned version of the hard copy comments which are usually posted to me?

Thanks.

Kind regards
Gabriele Wood


