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APPENDIX E2 – I&AP DATABASE 
List of Landowners 

Portion and 

Farm # 
Name Affiliation Email Fax Surveyor ID 

RE/210 
Standvastigheid Familie 

Trust 
Standvastigheid fdconradie@roggeveld.co.za +27235511817 C07200000000021000000 

1/73 Douglas & Esme Calldo Bon Espirange ecalldo@telkomsa.net 
 

C04300000000007300001 

RE/74 
A D V Le Roux Family 

Trust c/o Andries Le Roux 
Fortuin fortuin@roggeveld.co.za 

 
C04300000000007400000 

3/74 
A D V Le Roux Family 

Trust c/o Andries Le Roux 
Fortuin fortuin@roggeveld.co.za 

 
C04300000000007400003 

1/75 
A D V Le Roux Family 

Trust c/o Andries Le Roux 
Brandvalley fortuin@roggeveld.co.za 

 
C04300000000007500001 

1/76 
Mooi Nooientjies Trust c/o 

Christo Matthee 
Barendskraal christom@vodamail.co.za 

+2721 808 

0500 
C04300000000007600001 

1/77 
Du Toit Thiersen (Pty) Ltd 

c/o Johan du Toit 
Hartjieskraal johan@capitalharvest.co.za 

 
C04300000000007700001 

RE/77 Ernest Marais Hartjieskraal amarcia.marais@gmail.com 
 

C04300000000007700000 

105 Douglas & Esme Calldo Aprils Kraal ecalldo@telkomsa.net  

 
C04300000000010500000 

160 
Kabeltouw Trust c/o 

Marianne Thomson 
Kabeltouw doctort@mweb.co.za 

 
C01900000000016000000 

RE/73 Marina Conradie Bon Espirange / 
+2723 551 

1172 
C04300000000007300000 

1/74 
Ou Mure Boerdery c/o 

Polla van der Westhuizen 
Ou Mure polla@tempowp.co.za 

+2721 880 

0441 
C04300000000007400001 

RE/75 
Francois Conradie  / 

Marina Conradie (wife) 
Brandvalley fdconradie@roggeveld.co.za 

+2723 551 

1817 
C04300000000007500000 

1/76 
Mooi Nooientjies Trust c/o 

Christo Matthee 
Barendskraal christom@vodamail.co.za 

+2721 808 

0500 
C04300000000007600001 

RE/284 
ZB Loots Familie Trust / 

Ziegfriedt Loots 
Nuwerus 

zloots@iafrica.com (private) 

wmpenn@iafrica.com (work) 

+2721 853 

2366 
C04300000000028400000 

mailto:amarcia.marais@gmail.com


 
 
 
List of Neighbours  

Portion and 

Farm # 
Name Affiliation Email Fax ID 

81 
Sitruspoort Trust 

(Johan Kriel) 
Vogelstruisfontein leopardtrail@barvallei.co.za 

+2723 616 

2482 
C04300000000008100000 

285 

Gielie Hanekom 

Family Trust  c/o 

Gielie 

Aurora Gilie - soverby@adept.co.za 
 

C04300000000028500000 

1/161 
Kabeltouw Trust c/o 

Marianne Thomson 
Muishond Rivier doctort@mweb.co.za 

 
C01900000000016100001 

1/199 
Douglas & Esme 

Calldo 
Ek Kraal ecalldo@telkomsa.net 

 
C07200000000019900001 

1/88 
Rhyno Johannes 

Gouws 
Rietkloof Annexe 

rhynog@enviroserv.co.za or  

rhyno.gouws@telkomsa.net 

+2711 420 

2499 
C04300000000008800001 

2/209 
Ockert Gerbrandt 

Conradie 
Wolwekop Trust damslaagte@roggeveld.co.za  / C07200000000020900002 

2/72 
Thomas Stephanus & 

Johannes Freysen 
Aanstoot 

calliefreysen@gmail.com or 

callievreysen@gmail.com  
C04300000000007200002 

2/87 
Wilhelm Du Plessis 

Theron 

duptheron@telkomsa.net; 

calvin@glcgroup.co.za 
+2723 551 1913 

 
C04300000000008700002 

3/209 WOLWEKOP TRUST RHEEBOKKE FONTEIN 
  

C07200000000020900003 

RE/161 

Van Der Vyver (CJ) 

Trust  c/o Izaak 

(Sakkie) van der Vyver 

/ Christiaan van der 

Vyver 

Muishond Rivier svdv@lantic.net 
 

C01900000000016100000 

mailto:ecalldo@telkomsa.net
mailto:damslaagte@roggeveld.co.za


Portion and 

Farm # 
Name Affiliation Email Fax ID 

162 Nico van der Merwe Hasjes Vley nico@wadrif.com 

 
C01900000000016200000 

197 

JJ le Roux Familie 

Trust c/o Kobus le 

Roux: 197 Rietfontein 

Rietfontein klipfontein@breede.co.za 
 

C07200000000019700000 

RE/199 Marina Conradie Ek Kraal / 
 

C07200000000019900000 

201 

Standvastigheid 

Familie Trust/ 

Francois Conradie 

Appels Fontein fdconradie@roggeveld.co.za +27235511817 C07200000000020100000 

RE/208 
Rudolf Rix Familie 

Trust (Rudolph Rix) 
Smitskraal rixboerdery@iafrica.com 

 
C07200000000020800000 

RE/208 Marna Rix Smitskraal rixboerdery@iafica.com 
  

RE/208 
Olaf   Badenhorst - 

Huurder 
Smitskraal oloff.badenhorst@gmail.com None 

 

RE/71 

LE ROUX 

FAMILIETRUST / Mrs 

Alta le Roux 

LEEUWENFONTEIN 
  

C04300000000007100000 

RE/76 

Ou Mure Boerdery c/o 

Polla van der 

Westhuizen 

Barendskraal polla@tempowp.co.za 
+2721 880 

0441 
C04300000000007600000 

RE/79 
Turn Around Trading 

101 (Pty) Ltd 
Luipaards Kloof riaanstassen1953@gmail.com 

 
C04300000000007900000 

RE/80 

Fantique Trade 379 

CC c/o Dr. Jaco 

Terblanche 

Snyders Kloof jaco_ent@vodamail.co.za 
+2721 900 

6014 
C04300000000008000000 

RE/87 Wilhelm Theron Wilgehout Fontein duptheron@telkomsa.net 
 

C04300000000008700000 

 
 

mailto:nico@wadrif.com
mailto:rixboerdery@iafrica.com


Government and Organs of State 

Government Organisation 

Thabile Sangweni Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) 

Ms Senisha Soobramany Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) 

Toinette van der Merwe Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) 

Ms Rose Masela Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA Biodiversity Conservation) 

Dikeledi Mokotong Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) 

Herman Alberts Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) 

Ms Wilma Lutsch Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) 

Secretary DEA&DP Generic 

Adri La Meyer Department of Environmental Affairs And Development Planning (DEADP) 

Alvan Gabriel Department of Environmental Affairs And Development Planning (DEADP) 

Francini van Staden Department of Environmental Affairs And Development Planning (DEADP) 

Ms Dineo Moleko  Department of Environment and Nature Conservation (DENC) 

Mrs Judy Scholtz  Department of Environment and Nature Conservation (DENC) 

Mr Bryan Fisher  Department of Environment and Nature Conservation (DENC) 

Organs of State Organisation 

Darril Daniels Department of Water& Sanitation (DWS) 

Mr Puseletso Loselo DWS DG Generic 

Mary Jean Gabriel (Director)  Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (DAFF) 

Ms Mashudu Marubini Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (DAFF) 

Ms Thoko Buthelezi  Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (DAFF) 

Secretary Agriculture, Land Reform and Rural Development (Northern Cape) via Namakwa DM 

Cor van der Walt               Western Cape Department of Agriculture 

Phyllis Pienaar Western Cape Department of Agriculture 

Mpho Mabaso Department of Energy (DoE) 

Mr Solly Fourie Department of Economic Development and Tourism (Western Cape) 



Mr Reddy Department: Science & Technology 

Sunday Mabaso Department of Mineral Resources (Northern Cape) 

Duduzile Kunene Department of Mineral Resources (Western Cape) 

 
Key Stakeholders and Registered I&APs 

Key Stakeholders Organisation 

Secretary Northern Cape Economic Development Agency (NCEDA) 

Matjiesfontein Village Matjiesfontein Village - The lord milner Hotel 

Chris Fortuin Namakwa District Municipality (Karoo) 

Hein Boock Cape Winelands District Municipality (Witzenberg ) 

Stafanus Jooste Central Karoo District Municipality (Laingsburg) 

Anita Grobbelaar Witzenberg (Ceres) Local Municipality  

J. Venter Laingsburg Local Municipality  

G. W. Mollendorf Karoo Hoogland Local Municipality 

Reginald Badela Ward 

Raadslid JJ van der Colff( Johan) Ward 

Ms Magie Bobbejee Ward 

Benjamin Walton  Cape Nature 

Troy Smuts Heritage Western Cape 

Zwelibanzi Shiceka Heritage Western Cape (Assistant Director) 

Lungile Motsisi Eskom Transmission Land Management 

Barbara van Geems Eskom 

Mr John Geeringh Eskom 

SAHRA General SAHRA 

Natasha Higgitt SAHRA 

Philip Hine SAHRA 

Frik Linde Witteberg Private Nature Reserve 



Dr Ramotholo Sefako South African Astronomical Observatory 

SALT FoH SALT (The Southern African Large Telescope) 

Adrian Tiplady SKA (Square Kilometer Array) 

J. Zenter Laingsburg Tourism  

Carl Opperman  Farmer's Association  

Jeanne Boshoff Farmer's Association  

Christy B. Renewable Energy Project Manager 

Simon Gear BirdLife 

Samantha Ralston Birdlife 

Phillip De Lange ATNS 

Philippa Huntly WESSA 

Elma Louren SANRAL 

Kobus Stadler Site liaison 

Daniel Cornelius Telkom (Network Engineering) 

Keverne Thurling  Telkom (National Radio Site Engineering ) 

Charles van Reenen   MTN 

Craig Barnes  Vodacom 

Coert Smit BreedeNet 

Brian Joubert Cell C 

Anne Flynn  Falcon Oil and Gas Ltd 

Sas Nel  Falcon Oil and Gas Ltd 

Registered Organisation 

Clifford / Josh Clinton  I&AP  

Rhyno Gouws Birdlife SA 

Andrew T. September Heritage Western Cape 

Simon Gear Birdlife SA 

Andrew September Heritage Western Cape 



Natasha Higgitt SAHRA 

Zwelibanzi G Shiceka Heritage Western Cape 

Benjamin Walton  Cape Nature 

Polla van der Westhuizen Landowner 

Lungile Motsisi ESKOM 

Anne Flynn  Falcon Oil and Gas Ltd 

Paolo Fagnoli Building Energy - Roggeveld Wind Power 

Cecilia Ferranti ACED Renewables Hidden Valley (Pty) Ltd - Karusa Wind Farm 

Enel Green Power Soetwater Wind Farm 

Ruber Walker  African Clean energy developments, Soetwater Wind Farm  

G7 G7 Renewable Energies  

Christo Matthee I&AP 

 

  



 
APPENDIX E3 – PROOF OF WRITTEN NOTIFICATION: I&APs 
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PROOF OF NOTIFICATION OF INCEPTION: NEIGHBOURS 
 

 



 
PROOF OF NOTIFICATION OF INCEPTION: I&APS AND KEY STAKEHOLDERS 

 
 

 



 
 

 



 

 
 

 



 
Key Stakeholders 



RECIPIENT LIST 
Landowners 

 

  
Neighbours 

 



 
 

Key stakeholders 

info@nc-eda.co.za Secretary 
Northern Cape 
Economic Development 
Agency (NCEDA) 

milner2@mweb.co.za 
Matjiesfontein 
Village 

Matjiesfontein Village - 
The lord milner Hotel 

chrisf@namakwa-dm.gov.za Chris Fortuin 
Namakwa District 
Municipality (Karoo) 

hein@capewinelands.gov.za Hein Boock 
Cape Winelands District 
Municipality (Witzenberg 
) 

stefanus@skdm.co.za Stafanus Jooste 
Central Karoo District 
Municipality (Laingsburg) 

jventer@laingsburg.gov.za J. Venter 
Laingsburg Local 
Municipality 

khm.municipalmanager@gmail.com G. W. Mollendorf 
Karoo Hoogland Local 
Municipality 

rbadela@witzenberg.gov.za Reginald Badela Ward 

jvdc@mtnloaded.co.za 
Raadslid JJ van der 
Colff( Johan) 

Ward 

laingsburg@xsinet.co.za Ms Magie Bobbejee Ward 

landusegeorge@capenature.co.za Benjamin Walton  Cape Nature 

landuse@capenature.co.za Rhett Smart Cape Nature 

rsmart@capenature.co.za Rhett Smart Cape Nature 

troy.smuts@westerncape.gov.za Troy Smuts Heritage Western Cape 

zwelibanzi.shiceka@westerncape.gov.za Zwelibanzi Shiceka 
Heritage Western Cape 
(Assistant Director) 

motsisL@eskom.co.za Lungile Motsisi 
Eskom Transmission 
Land Management 

vgeemsb@eskom.co.za Barbara van Geems Eskom 

info@sahra.org.za SAHRA General SAHRA 

phine@sahra.org.za Philip Hine SAHRA 

frik@witteberg.co.za Frik Linde 
Witteberg Private Nature 
Reserve 

rrs@saao.ac.za 
Dr Ramotholo 
Sefako 

South African 
Astronomical 
Observatory 

salt@salt.ac.za SALT FoH 
SALT (The Southern 
African Large 
Telescope) 

atiplady@ska.ac.za Adrian Tiplady 
SKA (Square Kilometer 
Array) 



jzenter@laingsburg.gov.za J. Zenter Laingsburg Tourism 

carl@awk.co.za Carl Opperman Farmer's Association 

jeanne@awk.co.za Jeanne Boshoff Farmer's Association 

christyb@ewt.org.za Christy B. 
Renewable Energy 
Project Manager 

advocacy@birdlife.org.za Simon Gear BirdLife 

energy@birdlife.org.za Samantha Ralston Birdlife 

phillipd@atns.co.za Phillip De Lange ATNS 

philippa@wessa.co.za Philippa Huntly WESSA 

lourense@nra.co.za Elma Louren SANRAL 

jcstadler17@gmail.com Kobus Stadler 
 

thurling@telkom.co.za Keverne Thurling 
Telkom (National Radio 
Site Engineering ) 

barnesc@vodacom.co.za Craig Barnes Vodacom 

coert@breedenet.co.za Coert Smit BreedeNet 

BJoubert@cellc.co.za Brian Joubert Cell C 

aflynn@falconoilandgas.com Anne Flynn Falcon Oil and Gas Ltd 

snel@falconoilandgas.com Sas Nel Falcon Oil and Gas Ltd 
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Submission of Application and Release of Draft Basic Assessment Report  
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APPENDIX E4 – COMMENTS AND RESPONSE REPORT 

A Background Information Document (BID) was circulated from 11 February 2016 during which potential Interested and Affected 
Parties (I&APs) were afforded the opportunity to submit comments and or concerns on the proposed electrical infrastructure 
developments. All comments received were recorded in the table below, along with responses from the EAP and the applicant.  
 
The Draft Basic Assessment Report was circulated for a 30-day period from 06 June 2016 to 06 July 2016. All comments received 
during this public participation period are recorded below. An open day and a public meeting was held on 22 June 2016. The meeting 
was only attended by one I&AP. 
All comments received to date are included in the table below. Comments were received from the following parties: 

1. Rhyno Gouws (Landowner) 

2. Andries le Roux (Landowner) 

3. Benjamin Walton (CapeNature) 

4. Simon Gear (BirdLifeSA) 

5. Anne Flynn (Oil & Gas Ltd) 

6. Natasha Higgitt (SAHRA) 

7. Francini van Staden (DEA&DP) 

8. Thabile Sangweni (DEA) 

9. Natasha Higgitt (SAHRA) 

10. Andrew September (HWC) 

11. Benjamin Walton (CapeNature) 

 
 Name Issue Date Response Date 

Comments received on the Background Information Document 

1 Rhyno Gouws Hi Gideon 
Is the illustration correct as Brandvlei and Rietkloof have the same 
layout drawings or is it just for illustration? 
Regards, 

Thu 2016/03/24  Good day Mr. Gouws,  
Thank you for your email. The layout map included 
encompasses both the Rietkloof and Brandvalley 132kV 
project footprints, as the various alternatives (as they are 
currently) occupy regions of the project footprint for both 
sites. However, the illustration is meant as a location and 
layout map for the purposes of the notices only, in order to 
provide an overview of the location and the properties 
involved. 
 
Please follow the link below to a Dropbox folder with the 
provisional distribution line alternative map, indicating more 
detail for each project and the different routes available 
(roughly 5mb per file). Please note, these may very well be 
subject to change depending on the Basic Assessment 
process, specialist findings, public comments and so on, 
and are thus not final. 
 

Wed 
2016/03/30  



 

Link: 
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/kabj6lnddg597mh/AADIp1hO
bDBpfIRoEou3uSIXa?dl=0  
Please let me know if you require any further information.  
Thank you, 

2 Andries le Roux Christi, Sien aangeheg die getekende document soos versoek. Ek cc 
vir Mnr Raath van EOH ook in, moes dit vir homo ok stuur. Ek het 
geen beswaar teen die voorgestelde lyn/lyne nie. Ek vra net dat daar 
seker gemaak word dat Kaart 2(bl 51) in die A de V Le Roux 
Familietrust se kontrak met G7 eerbiedig word. Die area tusse punte 
A, B, C en D is uitgesluit van enige windplaas aktiwiteite. 
Laat weet as daar nog iets is. Groete, Andries.  
 
Christi, see attached the signed document as requested. I am coping 
in Mr Raath from EOH as well, as I had to email it to him too. I have 
no objections to the power lines. I am just asking for map 2 (p. 51) in 
the A de V Le Roux Family Trust’s contract with G7 will be honoured. 
The area between points A,B,C and D are excluded from any wind 
farm activities. Please let me know if there is anything else. 

Thurs 
2016/03/31 

Thank you for the signed document and for your comment 
on the areas to be excluded from any wind farm activities. 
We will take your concerns into consideration when 
finalising the layout.  

Mon 
2016/08/08 

Comments received on the Draft Basic Assessment Report 

3 Benjamin Walton Hello Belinda Huddy 
 I assume these are different applications for the EIA job. 
Please submit hardcopies of the main report and specialist studies 
including all documentation on disc. 
Note I will be processing these. 
 Kind regards 
Benjamin Walton 

Thu 2016/03/24  Good day Mr. Walton, 
Thank you for your email. These are two distinct and 
separate Basic Assessment Applications for the 132kV 
distribution line component of the associated Wind Energy 
Facilities yes, so are only related to the proposed 
Brandvalley and Rietkloof wind farms in that they would 
evacuate power therefrom (should all the projects 
proceed). 
I will exclude Mr. Smart from the list and address 
communication to you in future, thank you. We will deliver 
the reports at draft disclosure yes.  
Thank you very much, 

Wed 
2016/03/30  

4 Simon Gear Good day, 
 
Thank you for the notification. While we unfortunately lack the 
capacity to review every powerline infrastructure application that we 
receive, certain principles hold true for all of them. The Basic 
Assessment should recognise the collision and electrocution risk that 
powerlines represent to birds, particularly larger species, often of 
great conservation value.  
 
To this end, we request that the routing of the lines take into account 
any known data regarding bird nesting and roosting sites, flight paths 
between wetlands and roosting areas and any areas that are 
considered to be protected areas, including the BirdLife International 
Important Bird and Biodiversity network. Every effort should be made 
to avoid such areas to minimise collision risk. 
 
Furthermore, lines and pylons should be designed in such a way to 
deter birds from their use as perching and nesting sites, including the 
addition of bird flight diversion infrastructure to the lines where 
necessary.  
For any further details, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Thu 2016/03/24  Good day Mr. Gear, 
Thank you for your email. Your comments are noted and 
will be included in the Basic Assessment reporting going 
forward.  
Please let us know if you require any further information, 
 
These issues were relayed to the avifauna specialist, who 

in turn identified and/or recommended the following (full 

details available in the Avifauna Specialist Study): 

 Based on four years’ experience monitoring 
birds in immediately adjoining areas three 
groups of birds are of particular concern in this 
region. These are: 1) bustards; 2) birds of prey; 
and 3) waterbirds. 

 Two bustard species were noted on site 1) 
Ludwig’s Bustard (rated Endangered) and the 
Karoo Korhaan (Near-threatened). Neither 
species is common in the region (<10 sightings 
over a period of 4 years). The risk to this group 
is thus extremely small as the number involved 

Wed 
2016/03/30  



 

Sincerely, is unlikely to never be of a scale likely to cause 
conservation concern. 

 Thirteen species of birds of prey have been 
recorded in the area (several rated high 
conservation concern). The greatest risk for this 
group is collision where powerlines run along or 
across hillside slopes where several of the 
species do most of their foraging and so are 
visually focused downward to detect potential 
prey rather than looking forward and so may less 
readily detect fine obstructions like wires. For 
this reason, it is preferable that the powerlines 
are routed along rather than across terrain 
features i.e. along ridges or valleys rather than 
across them. Where possible this has been 
taken into account mainly in the preferred option. 

 There is a likely waterbird flight route from 
waterbodies in the Tankwa Valley, up the 
Wilgebosch Valley via the Klipbanksfontein and 
Rietfontein dams, over the ridge above 
Leeustert, to the small dams in the Ou Mure 
farm and, via the col in the ridge between Ou 
Mure and Fortuin farms, to the Fortuin dam. The 
precautionary principle was applied and thus it 
was recommended that no erection of overhead 
powerlines should be allowed along or across 
the col or within 400 m of the southern end of the 
col and as far north from the col and as close to 
the Eskom line as is technically feasible. Two of 
the alternatives assessed (Connecting to 
Komsberg substation and Connecting to Bon 
Espirange substation) runs parallel to the 
existing Eskom line. 

In addition, the avifaunal assessment recommended 
that where overhead powerlines cross valleys, bird 
flight diverters should be placed on the line at a 
spacing of 5m. In the identified avifaunal sensitive 
area (Ou Mure-Fortuin) day and night visible bird flight 
diverters should be placed at 2 m intervals. It is 
accepted that diverters are likely to deteriorate across 
the operational life of the lines. The main aim is to 
alert bird to the lines in the immediate post-
construction years when the lines will be a novel risk 
which locally resident birds will, over years, learn to 
compensate for. It should however be noted that the 
specialist also stated that locally several of the 
species use electricity support structures to their 
advantage by either roosting on pylons or perching on 
wires. Indeed, Martial Eagles (Endangered) probably 
would not occur in the region were it not for the off-
ground roosting and breeding sites provided by 
pylons. 

 



 

As can be seen from the above, all concerns raised have 
been addressed by the avifaunal specialist which in turn 
have been included in the BAR and the EMPr. 

5 Anne Flynn (Oil 
& Gas Ltd) 

Given Falcon holds a TCP over the same acreage, we would like to 
be kept informed on the work progresses to ensure that both projects 
can co-exist in the future with no issues. 

Mon 2016/04/04 Good day Ms Flynn, 
 
Thank you very much, you have been added to the 
registered I&AP’s.  
 
Have a good day, 
Gideon 

Tue 2016/04/16 

6 Natasha Higgitt 
Heritage Officer: 
Archaeology, 
Palaeontology 
and Meteorites 
Unit 

Good morning,  
 
Please note that SAHRA does not accept hardcopy, posted or 
emailed submissions. Please ensure that an application is created on 
the South African Heritage Resources Information System (SAHRIS) 
and all documents are uploaded to the case file. Please follow the 
step-by-step tutorial videos on the SAHRIS homepage 
(http://sahra.org.za/sahris/). Please inform me when this has been 
completed and I will process the case.  
 
Kind Regards, 

Thu 2016/05/19  Good day Natasha, 
 
Thank you for the notification, we will ensure the 
application is submitted as requested to SAHRIS.  
 
Have a good day, and please do not hesitate to contact me 
should you need more information.  
Regards, 

Wed 
2016/05/25  

7 
 
 
 

Francini van 
Staden 
(DEA&DP) 

The abovementioned proposal and the Draft Basic Assessment 
Report received by this Department on 22 June 2016 refers. 

Wed 
2016/07/11 

Thank you for providing detailed feedback on the Draft BA 
Report. 
 
  
 
 

Mon 
2016/08/08 

The Directorate: Development Management, Region 3, hereinafter 
referred to as "this Directorate") has reviewed the abovementioned 
report and it is understood that the proposal includes the following: 

The development of electrical infrastructure in the form of a single 132 
kilovolt (kV), above-ground electrical power line (distribution line) and 
onsite 33kV onsite substation. This line will be required to evacuate up 
to 140 megawatt (MW) of energy from the proposed Rietkloof Wind 
Energy Facility (WEF); 

The 132kV overhead distribution line will connect the onsite 33/132kV 
substation mentioned above, to the national grid; 

The pylons for this line will have an average spacing between 250m 
and 300m, and will consist of a mixture of self-supporting monopoles, 
guyed monopoles as well as lattice structures. The maximum height 
will be up to 32m, regardless of the design type used; and 

The servitude will be up to 31 m wide. A 200m wide corridor will be 
applied for to allow for micro-sitting. 

Based on the information contained in the Draft BAR, this Department 
has the following comments, and requirements: 

Alternatives:  
Three (3) alternatives (A, B and C) for grid connection have been 
assessed as part of this report and the preferred alternative was 
informed by environmental and technical considerations and ESKOM's 
preference. 

Alternative A: Connection to the existing Komsberg Substation (SS) 
currently proposed to be upgraded with a 132/400kV transformer. This 
substation is located approximately 12km from the project site and is 
owned and managed by ESKOM. 
 
Alternative A has the following sub-alternatives: 

 Substation 5 via one 132kV overhead distribution line to Bon 



 

Espirange Substation (referred to as alternative 5A via Al b); 

 Substation 6 via one 132kV overhead distribution line to Bon 
Espirange Substation (referred to as alternative 6A via Al a). 

Alternative B: Connection to the Bon Espirange satellite 132kV 
substation located approximately 7km from the project boundary. The 
Bon Espirange satellite substation has not yet been built, but is 
planned by ESKOM and other IPPs, as an alternative to connecting all 
the wind farms west of Komsberg SS, directly to the Eskom Komsberg 
Substation. The central idea to this SS is the location, whereby WEFs 
to the West and North of the project region may also connect to the 
national grid, and thus reduce the infrastructure required to service 
each project. The Bon Espirange SS will be managed by ESKOM. 
 
Alternative B has the following sub-alternatives: 

 Substation 5 via one 132kV overhead distribution line to 
Komsberg Substation (referred to as alternative 5B via B1). 

 Substation 6 via one 132kV overhead distribution line to 
Komsberg Substation (referred to as alternative 6B via B1). 

Alternative C: Construction of a 132kV central switching station (up to 
200m x 200m) to be shared by both Brandvalley and Rietkloof WEFs, 
i.e. the "Central Hub Substation" located within the Brandvalley project 
footprint. It is noted that Alternative C bears merit for the Applicant in 
the event that both aforementioned wind farms are granted 
environmental authorisation. 
 
Alternative C has the following sub-alternatives: 

 Substation 5 via one 132kV overhead distribution line to 
Central Hub Substation (referred to as alternative 5C); 

 Substation 6 via one 132kV overhead distribution line to 
Central Hub Substation (referred to as alternative 6C); 

 Central Hub via one of two 132kV overhead distribution line 
route options (referred to as alternative CHI A or CH2a) to 
Bon Espirange Substation; 

 Central Hub via one of two 132kV overhead distribution line 
route options (referred to as alternative CH I B or CH2b) to 
Komsberg Substation 

 
The construction of the 132kV Central Hub SS depends on the 
following few factors, namely; (1) environmental sensitivities of the 
region, (ii) cost of the construction and (iii) the existing potential of the 
Komsberg or Bon Espirange SS to couple and successfully take off 
the combined power generated by the Brandvalley and Rietkloof 
WEFs. Alternative C will require that each wind farm (if authorised) will 
need to construct individual 132kV substations on-site. 

It is noted from the Draft BAR (June 2016) that the Central Hub SS is 
located in a region of high sensitivity and SS infrastructure traversing 
ecosystems of very high sensitivity. The ecological sensitivity 
associated with the Central Hub SS is likely to result in unacceptable 
environmental impacts and therefore this Directorate does not support 
Alternative C.  
 
Although some of the alternatives have been screened out, each grid 
connection alternative still has different sub-alternatives for distribution 

As a mitigation measure, the central hub substation has 
been moved from the area of high sensitivity to an area of 
lower ecology sensitivity. 
 
The remaining sub-alternatives were presented as the 
infrastructure to be assessed part of this basic 
assessment, where the preferred alternative were selected 
based on environmental considerations. 



 

line routes to connect to the potential onsite 33/132kV substations 

Ecological 
According to the national vegetation map, the vast majority of the 
power line routes are within the Central Mountain Shale Renosterveld 
vegetation, while only a small area around the Komsberg substation 
and in the far south of the study area fall within the Koedoesberge-
Moordenaars Karoo vegetation type. In the south, one of the on-site 
substation options (Option 7) is within the Tanqua Wash Riviere 
vegetation type. 

Please note that alternative Substation 7 was screened out 
in light of specialist findings and was therefore not 
considered feasible in the Basic Assessment.  

The development site is located at the junction of three different 
conservation plans and impact on the ecological connectivity is 
therefore expected on a broader scale. The Department of 
Environmental Affairs ("DEA") should therefore consider the potential 
impact on the broad-scale ecological connectivity, which extends 
beyond the parameters of the footprint of the proposed development. 

The Final BAR, Section B, 10 (d) provides information on 
the different conservation plans. The ecologist considered 
the impact of the proposed electrical infrastructure on the 
broad-scale ecological connectivity.  
 
“Although development within CBA is not desirable, the 
footprint of the power lines within the CBA would be very 
low and not significantly impact on biodiversity or 
ecological functioning of the CBA.  Within the study area, 
all the vegetation types present are little transformed, with 
both Koedoesberge-Moordenaars Karoo and Central 
Mountain Shale Renosterveld being 99% intact.  Within 
semi-arid areas where the majority of vegetation is natural, 
there are often many choices as to which areas could fall 
under CBAs and the final solution may be a design issue 
rather than a clear-cut biodiversity-priority one.  Where 
CBAs have been designed for connectivity and not to 
capture high biodiversity areas, they are less vulnerable to 
habitat loss and in the current case, the low footprint of the 
powerlines would not disrupt the connectivity of the 
landscape to any significant degree”.   

Sensitive ecological features should be avoided as far as possible and 
not be impacted upon by the development footprint to ensure that 
habitat loss is minimised. It is noted from the Draft BAR that the high-
lying ridges are considered most vulnerable to cumulative impact due 
to their higher diversity and more limited extent. For this reason, the 
grid alternatives from the Central Hub SS directly north to the on-site 
substation are not supported. 

Please note that the central hub substation position was 
amended to avoid sensitive features including ecology and 
buffer zones associated with watercourses.  
 In addition, it is recommended that a pre-construction 
walk-through vegetation survey to identify any species of 
concern within the development footprint is undertaken so 
that suitable avoidance and fine-scale adjustment of the 
final routing and pylon footprints can be made. 

It is noted from the Draft BAR that the development sites fall within the 
Western Karoo NPAES focus area, as well as the Renewable Energy 
Development Zone (REDZ). It is not clear to this Directorate whether 
the overlapping of these broad scale strategic planning goals are 
compatible; hence we request that this be clarified in the Final BAR or 
prior to decision-making. 

The proposed WEF is located in an area where the 

Komsberg Renewable Energy Development Zone overlaps 

with the Western Karoo NPAES focus area which are both 

areas identified through broad scale planning. The closest 

protected area to the proposed site is the Anysberg Nature 

Reserve. The goal of NPAES is to achieve cost-effective 

protected area expansion for ecological sustainability and 

increased resilience to climate change. The document 

does not list conflicting land uses. 

The strategic planning goals of the REDZ are to earmark 

areas where large scale wind and solar PV energy facilities 

can be developed in a manner that limits the potential for 



 

significant negative impact on the natural environment, 

while yielding the highest possible social and economic 

benefits to the country. These REDZs were identified to 

support the Strategic Infrastructure Plan (SIP) 8 of the 

National Infrastructure Plan. Increased Renewable Energy 

development in South Africa indirectly supports 

sustainability and increased resilience to climate change 

as it reduces reliance on coal-fired power generation. On a 

local scale, the development footprint of approximately 

240km2 amounts to a fraction of the total Western Karoo 

NPAES area. Of the 240km2 the actual footprint would 

only be approximately 200ha for the WEF and distribution 

lines combined.  

The ecologist assessed the impact of the development on 

the NPAES Focus Area, and determined that the total 

extent of habitat lost to the current development is not 

highly significant and would not compromise the overall 

availability of land to meet conservation goals within the 

affected NPAES.   

Additionally: 

1. Based on the mapping information there is no continuity 

between the expansion focus area and the nature reserve.  

2. It is important to note that the focus areas do not 

preclude development from occurring in these areas. As 

stated in the BGIS information sheet, “These areas should 

not be seen as future boundaries of protected areas, as in 

many cases only a portion of a particular focus area would 

be required to meet the protected area targets set in the 

NPAES.” As can be seen from the map included below 

only a portion of the NPAES in this area is affected by the 

proposed development, thus still allowing for expansion 

should this be required.  

3. It is important to note that the proposed development 

footprint is small and limited to the sites for substations and 

pylons for overhead lines, thus still allowing for ecological 

connectivity and thus can still be used for conservation 

purposes.  

4. The SEA undertaken for the REDZ did take 

environmentally sensitive areas into account in order to 

“identify areas where large scale wind and solar PV energy 

facilities can be developed in a manner that limits 



 

significant negative impacts on the environment, while 

yielding the highest possible socio-economic benefits to 

the country”.  

Therefore, it is concluded that on a local scale the REDz 

and NPAES Focus Areas are compatible. 

Avifaunal impacts: 
As many birds in the development region prefer to fly along valleys, 
the proposed lines may potentially contribute to collisions, especially in 
the case of larger birds, which move at night (e.g. waterbirds moving 
between dams in the valleys). Power lines are less readily seen by 
birds and are more often located across bird flight routes and therefore 
poses a potential threat. In the area under consideration there are two 
locations where there is an enhanced risk for collision mortality. These 
two locations are; (1) Large dam on Fortuin farm, with associated 
irrigated fields; and (2) Col (or valley) across the ridge that otherwise 
separates the farms Ou Mure and Fortuin. 
 
It is noted from the Draft BAR that two of the main routes associated 
with the proposed Rietkloof alternative power line routes would cross 
the area between the Fortuin Dam and the Ou Mure dam, namely; (1) 
the power lines from the CH SS to Komsberg SS and Bon Espirange 
SS and (2) power lines from onsite substations to Bon Espirange SS. 
The col, or deep gap, in the ridge between the Ou Mure and Fortuin 
farms, is a flight path for birds, especially water birds, moving to or 
from the Fortuin area. As the col funnels bird movement, any power 
lines through or across the col or its' entry areas are likely to increase 
the risk of bird collision mortality. Therefore, this Directorate will not 
support the route line alternatives linked to the Central Hub SS (i.e. 
Alternative C). 

These issues were relayed to the avifauna specialist, who 
in turn identified and/or recommended the following (full 
details available in the Avifauna Specialist Study): 
 

 Based on four years’ experience monitoring birds in 

immediately adjoining areas three groups of birds are 

of particular concern in this region. These are: 1) 

bustards; 2) birds of prey; and 3) waterbirds. 

 Two bustard species were noted on site 1) Ludwig’s 

Bustard (rated Endangered) and the Karoo Korhaan 

(Near-threatened). Neither species is common in the 

region (<10 sightings over a period of 4 years). The risk 

to this group is thus extremely small as the number 

involved is unlikely to never be of a scale likely to 

cause conservation concern. 

 Thirteen species of birds of prey have been recorded in 

the area (several rated high conservation concern). The 

greatest risk for this group is collision where powerlines 

run along or across hillside slopes where several of the 

species do most of their foraging and so are visually 

focused downward to detect potential prey rather than 

looking forward and so may less readily detect fine 

obstructions like wires. For this reason, it is preferable 

that the powerlines are routed along rather than across 

terrain features i.e. along ridges or valleys rather than 

across them. Where possible this has been taken into 

account mainly in the preferred option. 

There is a likely waterbird flight route from waterbodies in 
the Tankwa Valley, up the Wilgebosch Valley via the 
Klipbanksfontein and Rietfontein dams, over the ridge 
above Leeustert, to the small dams in the Ou Mure farm 
and, via the col in the ridge between Ou Mure and Fortuin 
farms, to the Fortuin dam. The precautionary principle was 
applied and thus it was recommended that overhead 
powerlines should be as close to the Eskom line as is 
technically feasible. Two of the alternatives assessed 
(Connecting to Komsberg substation and Connecting to 
Bon Espirange substation) runs parallel to the existing 
Eskom line. 
In addition, the avifaunal assessment recommended that 
where overhead powerlines cross valleys, bird flight 



 

diverters should be placed on that particular section of the 
line at a spacing of 5m. In the identified avifauna sensitive 
area (Ou Mure-Fortuin) day and night visible bird flight 
diverters should be placed at 2 m intervals. It is accepted 
that diverters are likely to deteriorate across the 
operational life of the lines. The main aim is to alert bird to 
the lines in the immediate post-construction years when 
the lines will be a novel risk which locally resident birds 
will, over years, learn to compensate for. It should however 
be noted that the specialist also stated that locally several 
of the species use electricity support structures to their 
advantage by either roosting on pylons or perching on 
wires. Indeed, Martial Eagles (Endangered) probably 
would not occur in the region were it not for the off-ground 
roosting and breeding sites provided by pylons. 
 
As can be seen from the above, all concerns raised have 
been addressed by the avifaunal specialist which in turn 
have been included in the BAR and the EMPr. 
 
Please note that the preferred alternative (substation 5 and 
route 5A) avoids the potential flight paths identified by the 
specialist. 

Erosion impacts 
It is noted from the Draft BAR that several of the routes traverse steep 
slopes and the access roads required for the construction of the power 
lines in these areas will remain vulnerable to erosion for the entire 
lifespan of the proposed development. It is therefore suggested that 
more detailed information be provided as to how this will be mitigated 
(i.e. erosion control structures) and monitored throughout the lifespan 
of the development. 

An expanded section on erosion control and monitoring 
has been added to the EMPr, under chapter 12.1.3 – soil 
stabilisation & stockpiling. These mitigation measures will 
form a binding contract with the proponent and site staff, 
and will guide and enforce the methods used to mitigate 
erosion, especially from steep slopes and access roads. 
Please refer to the 12.1.3 – soil stabilisation & stockpiling 
in the EMPr. 
 

Visual impacts 
According to the Draft BAR the potential visual impacts were already 
identified in the pre-feasibility stage of the process. It is further evident 
that no visual impact assessment was conducted to inform planning, 
impact management and decision-making for the proposed distribution 
lines. 

The proposed infrastructure will traverse regions known for its 
scenic and sense of place importance and long term visual impacts 
can be expected, hence this Directorate emphasise the need and 
importance of a Visual Impact Assessment, as it is deemed critical 
to inform the decision-making process. 

A visual impact assessment (VIA) is not deemed 
necessary for this study, based on the following reasons:  
 

 The proposed 132kV power lines for Rietkloof will 

cross the project study area before following the 

existing 765kV Eskom power line and existing 400kV 

Eskom power line, then head north, for 1.2km, then 

follow the second existing 400kV Eskom power line 

and then head north to Bon Espirange substation. The 

short sections where the power line doesn’t follow the 

existing 400kV or 765kV power lines, it will follow the 

existing 11kV power line.  

 While visual impact remains a concern for projects of 

this type, the region already has other wind farms 

(Roggeveld) and power line projects (Eskom 400kV 

and 765kV) so no new visual impacts are anticipated. 

 There’s very little mitigation possible for a 132kV 

overhead distribution line apart from routing it close to 

existing infrastructure to reduce the affected area and 



 

avoid new areas from experiencing visual impact. This 

mitigation measure was implemented regardless of it 

not being informed by a formal visual impact 

assessment. 

 Furthermore, the existing land use of the region may 

continue with minimal, and acceptable agricultural 

potential loss (as determined by land owners), thus 

not impacting negatively on the economic potential of 

the land owners.  

A Letter of Exemption was provided by the Social 
Specialist and Visual Specialist and can be found in 
Appendix D. 

Cumulate impacts  
According to the Draft BAR in order to transfer electricity from the 
turbine strings to the national grid will, if all the proposed wind farms 
in the renewable energy development zone (REDZ) are authorised, 
it will require a considerable number of 33kV overhead power lines 
between turbine strings to one or more sub-stations and, after 
transformation, 132 kV lines from the sub-stations to the main 
Eskom 400 KV line. In places the 33 kV and some 132KV lines will 
cross valleys at right angles and also obstruct low points in ridges, 
which are preferred flight paths of birds. 

The cabling between turbines will typically be buried (i.e. 
underground) as far as possible, but to connect certain 
strings of turbines might require overhead 33kV lines. The 
above and below ground 33kV lines were assessed as part 
of the WEF EIA process. The avifauna specialist did not 
raise any major concerns as the area is generally not 
characterised by bird populations. However, due to the 
precautionary approach a number of mitigation measures 
have been included in the Avifaunal specialist report, BAR 
and EMPr. One such mitigation measure is run 33kV 
powerlines along valleys rather than across. Where any 
powerlines need to cross valleys, bird flight diverters 
should be installed for those sections to reduce collision 
risk. 

As there are a number of wind energy developments and associated 
electrical infrastructure developments in close proximity to the 
Rietkloof project, this Directorate requests that the necessary attention 
be given to restrict impacts by combining development footprints of 
different WEF infrastructure developments, which are within close 
proximity to one another. 

Please note that substations and access roads will be 
combined as far as possible to reduce the overall 
development footprint. Existing roads will also be used as 
far as possible. 

This Directorate remains concerned about the cumulative ecological 
impacts from newly proposed infrastructure, in combination with the 
existing ESKOM high voltage transmission lines immediately south of 
the project area (between Komsberg and Kappa substations). 

Noted. All the specialist assessments undertaken for this 
project have thoroughly considered cumulative impacts in 
their reporting in order to inform decision making for this 
application.   
 
A number of mitigation measures have been included in 
the ecological report, BAR and EMPr, such as but not 
limited to: 
• The development footprint should be kept to a 
minimum and natural vegetation should be encouraged to 
return to disturbed areas.   
• Avoid impact to potential corridors such as the 
riparian corridors associated with the larger drainage lines 
within the facility area.  
 
Thus the mitigation of these impacts have been addressed 
and will be implemented as the EMPr will need to be 
implemented for both the construction and operation of the 
infrastructure. 

This Directorate acknowledges the need for energy generation 
alternatives in South Africa. However, the Department of 
Environmental Affairs ("DEA") must take due cognisance of the 
various renewable energy infrastructure applications and the potential 
cumulative impacts thereof on the broad-scale ecological connectivity 
and integrity of the receiving environment, which extends beyond the 
parameters of the development proposal. 
 

A number of cumulative impacts have been assessed and reported on 
in the Draft BAR, however, this Directorate remains concerned as to 
how these cumulative impacts will be mitigated, and therefore strongly 
advises the decision-making authority to verify that all the relevant 
applications within this REDZ have been assessed and reported on to 
inform decision making on the proposal. 



 

It is noted from the Draft BAR that "Substation 5 and the overhead 
distribution line Alternative A (Route 5A and Al b)" are the preferred 
and recommended alternatives. This Directorate is concerned about 
this recommendation as it has not been confirmed that the ecological 
sensitivities can be avoided with this alternative. 

Please note that the application is for a 200m corridor to 
allow for the micro-siting of pylons. The pylon footprint is 
minimal and can be sited in a such a way to avoid sensitive 
plant species. This will be informed by a detailed site 
walkthrough to be undertaken by the ecologist.  
Please see Plate 1 below for photographs of the proposed 
location for Substation Alternative 5 and Plate 2 below for 
Alternative 6. 

It is also noted from the Draft BAR that from an ecological perspective, 
Alternative 5C and Alternative 6C are the only route alternatives that 
are acceptable from a combined avifaunal, ecological and heritage 
sensitivity perspective. However, these alternatives link to the Central 
Hub SS, which in itself is not supported because it is located in a 
region of high ecological sensitivity. The Central Hub CC furthermore 
only bears merit if both the Rietkloof and Brandvalley WEFs are to be 
authorised. 

Please note that the other alternatives might not be 
preferred, but these are not considered flawed by the 
specialists as mitigation is feasible. Therefore, Alternative 
5A and substation 5 are acceptable if the EMPr are 
implemented and adhered to. 

In furtherance to the above, the Brandvalley WEF electrical distribution 
line application, indicated that the Central Hub SS is not the preferred 
alternative, and has also not been supported by this Directorate 
(DEA&DP Reference: 16/3/3/6/4/1C1/7/0087/16). If the Central Hub 
SS was not the environmentally acceptable option for the Brandvalley 
WEF distribution line, then it can also not be the environmentally 
acceptable option from the Rietkloof WEF distribution line. 

Please note that the central hub substation is not the 
preferred option for either project. The preferred option for 
Riektloof is substation position 5 and distribution line 5A to 
connect to Bon Espirange Substation. 

In light of the above, this Directorate does not support any of the 
proposed alternatives and therefore supports the No-go alternative for 
this application. 

Please note that a distribution line would be required in 
order to connect the proposed Rietkloof WEF to the 
national grid. The specialists assessed more than 21 
different connection alternative options. Out of the 21 
options, the preferred alternative is substation 5 and 
distribution line 5A as informed by environmental and 
technical input. The impacts can be avoided through micro-
sitting and where not possible, be mitigated through 
additional mitigation measures recommended by the 
specialists. No specialist indicated the preferred options as 
flawed and is therefore accepted for authorisation.  

Kindly quote the abovementioned reference number in any future 
correspondence in respect of the application. 

Please note that the DEA&DP reference number will be 
used in future correspondence. 

This Department reserves the right to revise initial comments and 
request further information from you based on any new or revised 
information received. 

 

8 Thabile 
Sangweni (DEA) 

Please ensure that all relevant listed activities are applied for, are 
specific and that it can be linked to the development activity or 
infrastructure as described in the project description. 

Mon 
2016/07/11 

Please refer to table B, page 28 of the BAR, for a 
comprehensive listing of the listed activities and how they 
relate to the project description.  
 
A revised application form (including original signed pages) 
were enclosed with the submission of the Final BAR to 
DEA. 

Mon 
2016/08/08 

If the activities applied for in the application form differ from those 
mentioned in the final BAR, an amended application form must be 
submitted. Please note that the Department's application form 
template has been amended and can be
 downloaded from the following link  
https://www.environment.gov.za/documentsiforms. 

An amended application form was submitted with the Final 
BAR. The activities applied for in the BAR correspond to 
the activities applied for in the amended application form. 

Please ensure that all issues raised and comments received during All issues raised by organs of state have been included in 

https://www.environment.gov.za/documentsiforms.


 

the circulation of the draft BAR from registered I&APs and organs of 
state which have jurisdiction (including this Department's Biodiversity 
Section) in respect of the proposed activity are adequately addressed 
in the Final BAR. Proof of correspondence with the various 
stakeholders must be included in the Final BAR. Should you be unable 
to obtain comments, proof should be submitted to the Department of 
the attempts that were made to obtain comments. The Public 
Participation Process must be conducted in terms of Regulation 39, 
40, 41, 42, 43 and 44 of the EIA Regulations 2014. 

this document, and are either addressed here or in the 
BAR. Should issues have been addressed in the BAR, 
they will be referred to here. Additionally, all registered 
I&AP's comments are included in this report in Appendix 
E4. 
 
Proof of correspondence can be found in Appendix E4. 
Please note that not all I&APs provided comments and 
proof that attempts were made to obtain comments are 
included in Appendix E4. 
 
The public participation process was undertaken in terms 
of Regulation 39, 40, 41, 42, 43 and 44 of the EIA 
Regulations 2014 and fully met, and exceeded, the 
requirements. 

Please provide a description of any identified alternatives for the 
proposed activity that are feasible and reasonable, including the 
advantages and disadvantages that the proposed activity or 
alternatives will have on the environment and on the community that 
may be affected by the activity as per Appendix 1 (2) (e) and 3 (1) (h) 
(i) of GN R.982 of 2014. Alternatively, you should submit written proof 
of an investigation and motivation if no reasonable or feasible 
alternatives exist in terms of Appendix 1. 

Please refer to the comprehensive environmental 
screening conducted for the different alternatives proposed 
in the dBAR, under the 'alternatives'' section of the fBAR. 
Please note, no significant differences in community 
impacts were determined during the impact rating process, 
and as such this consideration was regarded as roughly 
equal between all proposed alternatives. 

In accordance with Appendix 1 (3) (1) (a) of the EIA Regulations 2014, 
the details of-a. the EAP who prepared the report; and 

b. the expertise of the EAP to carry out Scoping and 
Environmental Impact assessment procedures; must be 
submitted 

Please consult Appendix H - Details of EAP and Expertise, 
attached to this BAR, for the details and expertise of the 
EAP. 

You are further reminded that the final BAR to be submitted to this 
Department must comply with all the requirements in terms of the 
scope of assessment and content of Basic Assessment reports in 
accordance with Appendix 1 and Regulation 19(1) of the EIA 
Regulations, 2014. 

The fBAR as submitted fully complies with Appendix I of 
regulation 19(1) of the EIA regulations, 2014. 

The following specialist studies will be included in the final BAR: 

 Avifaunal impact assessment; 

 Archaeological impact assessment; 

 Social impact assessment; 

 Traffic impact assessment and, 

 Ecological impact assessment. 

The following specialist reports are attached to the fBAR 
submission:  
 

 Avifaunal impact assessment; 

 Archaeological impact assessment (included in 
the Heritage Impact Assessment); 

 Traffic impact assessment; 

 Ecological Impact Assessment; 
 
A social impact assessment conducted for the Wind Farm 
applications (Rietkloof Wind Energy Facilities) has been 
included. The social impact assessment considered the 
33kV power lines, however the report clearly states that 
offsite power lines were not considered. The majority of the 
proposed 132kV power line routes are within the project 
boundary and where it is offsite, it follows the existing 
Eskom power lines. The SIA already describes the existing 
power lines in the area and assessed the 33kV power lines 
to have a low (-) impact. A specialist opinion letter from Mr. 
Tony Barbour (the social specialist that conducted the SIA 



 

for the Wind Farm applications) is attached to the FBAR, 
confirming the 132kV power lines have similar social 
impact as the 33kV lines assessed in his report. In the 
context of the greater development, existing land use and 
presence of Eskom 400 and 765kV power lines, it is 
argued that the social impact (visual impacts particularly) 
will be similar to the proposed 33kV lines for the Wind 
Farm, rated as low negative.  

It is noted that the need and desirability of the proposed power line is 
to support the proposed Rietkloof Wind Energy Facility 
(14/12/16/31312/899) currently undergoing environmental impact 
assessment. Please note that the final BAR for this application must 
be submitted with the final EIAr for the Rietkloof Wind Energy Facility 
to prevent incremental decision making. 

Applications for extension have been submitted for both 
Wind Farm applications (Rietkloof and Brandvalley). As 
such, the timeframes for submission of the basic 
assessment report and the EIR do not coincide. Therefore, 
in order to comply with the timeframes stipulated in the EIA 
Regulations the BAR will need to be submitted prior to the 
submission of the EIR for the wind energy facility. 
However, the decision making timeframe will overlap 
sufficiently to allow the case officer to consider both reports 
before issuing a decision. 

It is also noted that although the entire property was subject to 
various specialist assessment as part of another impact assessment 
process, not all identified impacts associated with the preferred 
powerline corridor have been subjected to specialist assessment. As 
such, the final BAR must include impact statements for all phases of 
the development from the relevant specialists on the preferred 
corridor for the following identified impacts: 

 visual; 

 watercourses; 

 noise; and 

 soil, land capability and agricultural impact 
assessment. 

Please see Table 8 of the BAR for the impact assessment, 
including the impact statements for the following impacts: 
visual, watercourses, noise and agriculture. Please refer to 
Section D and Appendix D of the fBAR for exemptions for 
undertaking a Visual Impact Assessment, a Social Impact 
Assessment and a Palaeontological Impact Assessment.   
 
An Agricultural Impact Assessment was undertaken as part 
of the EIA for the WEF. The substation positions were 
included in the assessment. The pole placement for the 
power lines have minimal footprints and are placed in 
agricultural areas that are typically grazing areas for 
livestock as opposed to irrigation / crop land. It is therefore 
anticipated that the agricultural impacts of the power lines 
are minimal and thus an Agricultural Assessment was not 
done as part of this Basic Assessment. 
 
The noise emissions from the power lines are barely 
audible to the human ear. The noise impacts are therefore 
limited to the construction phase of the project. Due to the 
remote location of the proposed projects, the noise impacts 
as a result of construction are expected to be minimal. A 
Noise Impact Assessment was therefore not undertaken as 
part of the Basic Assessment.  

The BAR must identify and assess all proposed watercourse 
crossings. 

Please see Figure 1 and Table 3 below (also included in 
Appendix A of the FBAR) for the all potential watercourse 
crossings. Note that this is the worst case scenario as the 
pylons may potentially be micro-sited outside of the 
drainage lines. 

Due to the number of similar proposed and existing activities in the 
area, all the specialist assessments must include a cumulative 
environmental impact statement. Identified cumulative impacts must 
be clearly defined, and where possible the size of the identified impact 
must be indicated, i.e. hectares of cumulatively transformed land. 

Specialist provided a cumulative environmental impact 
statement and significance rating in their reports or in 
addendum letters to their reports. Please see Appendix D. 
 
The cumulative impact significance rating has informed the 
need and desirability of the proposed development in 



 

Section 5 of the fBAR. 

The cumulative impacts significance rating must inform the need and 
desirability of the proposed development. 

Specialist provided a cumulative environmental impact 
statement and significance rating in their reports or in 
addendum letters to their reports. Please see Appendix D. 
 
The cumulative impact significance rating has informed the 
need and desirability of the proposed development in 
Section 5 of the fBAR. 

The specialists in their studies conducted, must indicate their preferred 
substation location and preferred power line route. 

Please refer to the environmental screening process 
conducted for the different proposed alternatives in Section 
A, 2(b) of the fBAR. These location and layout alternatives 
are included in the BAR. The preferred option is from the 
proposed substation 5 to the Bon Espirange substation.  

Based on the above, the final BAR must indicate the preferred 
substation location as well as the preferred power line route and this 
must be motivated based on the assessment conducted. 

Specialists provided their preferred substation location and 
power line routes, where applicable. Please see specialist 
assessments and addendum letters in Appendix D. 
The preferred option is from the proposed substation 5 to 
the Bon Espirange substation. 

The final BAR must provide the technical details for the proposed 
power line in a table format as well as their description and/or 
dimensions, as attached to this comments letter. 

Please see page 8 of the fBAR. 

The final BAR must provide the four corner coordinate points for the 
proposed development site (note that if the site has numerous bend 
points, at each bend point coordinates must be provided) as well as 
the start, middle and end point of all linear activities. 

This has been provided in Appendix A. 

The BAR must provide the following: 

- Clear indication of the envisioned area for the proposed 
powerline route and all associated infrastructure should be 
mapped at an appropriate scale. 

- Clear description of all associated infrastructure. This 
description must include, but is not limited to the following: 

 Power lines; 

 Internal roads infrastructure; and; 

 All supporting onsite infrastructure such as laydown area, 
guard house and control room etc. 

This information is available in Section A of the Final BAR. 
Please note that a guard house will not be required and the 
control room would form be part of the substation footprint 

A copy of the final preferred route layout map. All available biodiversity 
information must be used in the finalisation of the layout map. Existing 
infrastructure must be used as far as possible e.g. roads. The layout 
map must indicate the following: 
 

 Wetlands, drainage lines, rivers, stream and water crossing 
of roads and cables indicating the type of bridging structures 
that will be used; 

 The location of sensitive environmental features on site e.g. 
CBAs, heritage sites, wetlands, drainage lines etc. that will 
be affected by the facility and its associated infrastructure; 

 Substation(s) and/or transformer(s) sites including their 
entire footprint; 

 Connection routes (including pylon positions) to the 
distribution/transmission network; 

 All existing infrastructure on the site, especially roads; 

 Buffer areas; 

The layout map has been included in Appendix A of this 
report. 



 

 Buildings, including accommodation; and 

 All "no-go" areas. 

An environmental sensitivity map indicating environmental sensitive 
areas and features identified during the assessment process. 

This is included as Figure 5 in the ecological assessment. 
Please also see Appendix A. 

A map combining the final layout map superimposed (overlain) on the 
environmental sensitivity map. 

This is included in the final layout map included in 
Appendix A of the BAR. 

A shapefile of the preferred development layout/footprint must be 
submitted to this Department. The shapefile must be created using the 
Hartebeesthoek 94 Datum and the data should be in Decimal Degree 
Format using the WGS 84 Spheroid. The shapefile must include at a 
minimum the following extensions i.e. shp; .shx; .dbf; .prj; and, .xml 
(Metadata file). If specific symbology was assigned to the file, then the 
.avl and/or the .1yr file must also be included. Data must be mapped 
at a scale of 1:10 000 (please specify if an alternative scale was 
used). The metadata must include a description of the base data used 
for digitizing. The shapefile must be submitted in a zip file using the 
EIA application reference number as the title. The shape file must be 
submitted to: 
 
Postal Address: 
Department of Environmental Affairs Private Bag X447 
Pretoria 
0001 
Physical address: Environment House 473 Steve Biko Road Pretoria 
For Attention: Muhammad Essop 
Integrated Environmental Authorisations Strategic Infrastructure 
Developments 
Telephone Number: (012) 399 9406 
Email Address: MEssop@environment.gov.za 

The Shapefile is included on the CD submitted with this 
Final BAR 

EMPr  

The Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) to be submitted 
as part of the BAR must include the following: i. All 
recommendations and mitigation measures recorded in the BAR and 
the specialist studies conducted. 

All recommendations as cited by the specialists have been 
included into both the draft EMPr, as well as the final 
document.  

The final preferred route layout map. This map has been included under chapter 4.3.3, figure 4-
5 in the final EMPr. Please also see Appendix A. 

Measures as dictated by the final route layout map and micro-siting. A 200m corridor are applied for to allow for micro-siting. 
This is a condition listed in the EMPr and through this 
walkthrough there will be additional measures to inform the 
final site development layout.  

An environmental sensitivity map indicating environmental sensitive 
areas and features identified during the assessment process. 

These maps can be found under chapter 4, specifically 
figures 4-1 to 4-5, in the final EMPr. 

A map combining the final preferred route layout map superimposed 
(overlain) on the environmental sensitivity map. 

This map has been included under chapter 4.3.3, figure 4-
5 in the final EMPr. 

An alien invasive management plan to be implemented during 
construction and operation of the powerline. The plan must include 
mitigation measures to reduce the invasion of alien species and 
ensure that the continuous monitoring and removal of alien species is 
undertaken. 

This section has been expanded and can be found under 
chapter 12.2 – alien vegetation management plan.  

A plant rescue and protection plan which allows for the maximum 
transplant of conservation important species from areas to be 
transformed. This plan must be compiled by a vegetation specialist 
familiar with the site and be implemented prior to commencement of 

Measures for a Search and Rescue Plan has been 
incorporated into the EMPr (please see chapter 12 of the 
EMPr)). 

mailto:MEssop@environment.gov.za


 

the construction phase. 

A re-vegetation and habitat rehabilitation plan to be implemented 
during the construction and operation of the facility. Restoration must 
be undertaken as soon as possible after completion of construction 
activities to reduce the amount of habitat converted at any one time 
and to speed up the recovery to natural habitats. 

This plan was included in Chapter 12.1 –rehabilitation and 
landscape management plan.  

A traffic management plan for the site access roads to ensure that no 
hazards would result from the increased truck traffic and that traffic 
flow would not be adversely impacted. This plan must include 
measures to minimize impacts on local commuters e.g. limiting 
construction vehicles travelling on public roadways during the morning 
and late afternoon commute time and avoid using roads through 
densely populated built-up areas so as not to disturb existing retail and 
commercial operations. 

This plan was included in Chapter 12.3 –Traffic 
management plan, of the EMPR.  

A transportation plan for the transport of components, main assembly 
cranes and other large pieces of equipment. 

Please find attached to the EMPr a transportation 
management plan conducted by Aurecon, which includes 
the transport of distribution line components and 
machinery.  

A fire management plan to be implemented during the construction 
and operation of the power line. 

This plan was included in Chapter 12.4 –Fire management 
plan, of the EMPR. 

An erosion management plan for monitoring and rehabilitating erosion 
events associated with the power line. Appropriate erosion mitigation 
must form part of this plan to prevent and reduce the risk of any 
potential erosion. 

This plan was included in  Chapter 12.5 –Erosion 
management plan, of the EMPR. 

An effective monitoring system to detect any leakage or spillage of all 
hazardous substances during their transportation, handling, use and 
storage. This must include precautionary measures to limit the 
possibility of oil and other toxic liquids from entering the soil or storm 
water systems. 

This plan was included in Chapter 12.6 –Hazardous 
substances management plan, of the EMPR. 

Measures to protect hydrological features such as streams, rivers, 
pans, wetlands, dams and their catchments, and other environmental 
sensitive areas from construction impacts including the direct or 
indirect spillage of pollutants. 

General and specialist measures may be found in Chapter 
11, as well as in the Chapter 12.7 substances 
management plan, of the EMPR. 

The EAP must provide detailed motivation if any of the above 
requirements is not required by the proposed development and not 
included in the EMPr. 

All these plans and measures have been included into the 
EMPr as requested. No motivation is thus required.  

Please ensure that all the relevant Listing Notice activities are applied 
for, that the Listing Notice activities applied for are specific and that 
they can be linked to the development activity or infrastructure in the 
project description. 

Please refer to the table in Section A, (b) of the BAR, for a 
comprehensive listing of the listed activities and how they 
relate to the project description as well as the revised 
application form. 

You are hereby reminded that should the BAR fail to comply with the 
requirements of this acceptance letter, the environmental authorisation 
may be refused. 

The BAR fully complies with the requirements of the 
acceptance letter. 

The applicant is hereby reminded to comply with the requirements of 
Regulation 45 with regard to the time period allowed for complying 
with the requirements of the Regulations, and Regulations 43 and 44 
with regard to the allowance of a comment period for interested and 
affected parties on all reports submitted to the competent authority for 
decision-making. The reports referred to are listed in Regulation 43(1). 

Please refer to the BAR, Section C for all information 
related to the 30-day mandatory public participation 
undertaken for the proposed project. 

Furthermore, it must be reiterated that, should an application for 
Environmental Authorisation be subject to the provisions of Chapter II, 
Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act, Act 25 of 1999, 
then this Department will not be able to make nor issue a decision in 

An application has been uploaded to SAHRIS and 
submitted to HWC. Comment has been received from 
SAHRIS and comment from HWC will be provided in due 
course. 



 

terms of your application for Environmental Authorisation pending a 
letter from the pertinent heritage authority categorically stating that the 
application fulfils the requirements of the relevant heritage resources 
authority as described in Chapter II, Section 38(8) of the National 
Heritage Resources Act, Act 25 of 1999. Comments from SAHRA 
and/or the provincial department of heritage must be provided in the 
BAR. 

You are requested to submit two (2) electronic copies (CD/DVD and 
two (2) hard copies of the BAR to the Department as per Regulation 
23(1) of the EIA Regulations, 2014. 
 
Please also find attached information that must be used in the 
preparation of the BAR. This will enable the Department to speedily 
review the BAR and make a decision on the application. 
 
You are hereby reminded of Section 24F of the National 
Environmental Management Act, Act No 107 of 1998, as amended, 
which stipulated that no activity may commence prior to an 
Environmental Authorisation being granted by the Department. 
 
Further note that in terms of Regulation 45 of the EIA Regulations 
2014, this application will lapse if the applicant fails to meet any of the 
timeframes prescribed in terms of these Regulations, unless an 
extension has been granted in terms of Regulation 3(7). 

Please note that two hard copies and two electronic copies 
were submitted to DEA for decision making. 
 
 
Thank you. Please see responses below. 
 
 
 
 
Noted. No activity will commence prior to an EA. 
 
 
Noted. The fBAR will be submitted to the Department prior 
to the lapse of the timeframes as stipulated in the 
Regulations. 

  EIA INFORMATION REQUIRED FOR POWERLINE 
1. General site information 
 
The following general site information is required: 

 Description of all affected farm portions 

 21-digit Surveyor General codes of all affected farm portions 

 Copies of deeds of all affected farm portions 

 Photos of areas that give a visual perspective of all parts of 
the sits 

 Photographs from sensitive visual receptor (tourism routes, 
tourism facilities etc.) 

 Powerline design specifications including: 
o Line evacuation capacity 
o Structure height 
o Surface area to be covered by servitude 
o Structure orientation 
o Laydown area dimensions (construction period 

and thereafter) 
o Connection points 

This information must be indicated on the first page of the EIAr. It is 
also advised that it be double checked as there are too many mistakes 
in applications that have received that take too much time for 
authorities to correct. 
 
2. Sample of technical details for the proposed facility 

Component Description/ dimensions 

Length of powerline  

Area of servitude  

1. General site information and where it can be found in 
the fBAR 

 Description of all affected farm portions 

(Appendix J and Table 2 in Section A)  

 21-digit Surveyor General codes of all affected 

farm portions (Appendix J and Table 2 in Section 

A) 

 Copies of deeds of all affected farm portions 

(Appendix M) 

 Photos of areas that give a visual perspective of 

all parts of the sits (Appendix B) 

 Photographs from sensitive visual receptor 

(tourism routes, tourism facilities etc.) (Appendix 

B) 

 Powerline design specifications including 

(Technical Information on page 8 of the fBAR 

and in Appendix C) 

2. Technical Details can be found on page 8 of the fBAR in 
the Technical Information Table. 
 
3. Site Maps can be found in Appendix A and within the 
fBAR in the relevant sections. The required shape files will 
be provided electronically on CDs submitted with the fBAR. 
 
4. Regional Maps can be found in Appendix A and within 
the fBAR in the relevant sections. The required shape files 



 

Clearance height of powerline  

Area occupied by inverter/ 
transformer stations / substations 

 

Capacity of power line   

Area occupied by both 
permanent and construction 
laydown areas 

 

 
3. Site maps and GIS Information 
Site maps and GIS information should include at least the following: 

 All maps/information layout 

 All affected farm portions must be indicated 

 The exact site of the application must be indicated (the 
areas that will be occupied by the application) 

 A status quo map/ layer must be provided that includes the 
following: 

o Current use of land on the site including: 
 Buildings and other structures 
 Agricultural fields 
 Grazing areas 
 Natural vegetation areas (natural veld 

not cultivated for the preceding 10 
years) with an indication of the 
vegetation quality as well as fine scale 
mapping in respect of Critical 
Biodiversity Areas and Ecological 
Support Areas 

 Critically endangered and endangered 
vegetation areas that occur on the site 

 Bare areas which may be susceptible to 
soil erosion 

 Cultural historical sites and elements 
o Rivers, streams and water courses 
o Ridgelines and 20m continuous contours with 

height references in the GIS database 
o Fountains, boreholes, dams (in-stream as well as 

off-stream) and reservoirs 
o High potential agricultural areas as defined by the 

Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 
o Buffer zones (also where it is dictated by 

elements outside the site): 
 500m from any irrigated agricultural 

land 
 1km from residential areas 

o Indicate isolated residential, tourism facilities on 
or within 1km of the site 

 A slope analysis map/layer that include the following slope 
ranges: 

o Less than 8% slope (preferred areas for PV and 
infrastructure) 

o Between 8% and 12% slope (potentially sensitive 
to PV and infrastructure ) 

o Between 12% and 14% slope (highly sensitive to 

will be provided electronically on CDs submitted with the 
fBAR. 
 
5. Thank you for providing the relevant contact information 
for Eskom and DAFF. We have added the relevant 
persons to the I&AP database for the proposed project and 
will inform them accordingly. 
 



 

PV and infrastructure) 
o Steeper than 18% slope (unsuitable for PV and 

infrastructure) 

 A site development proposal map(s)/layer(s) that indicate: 
o Foundation footprint 
o Permanent laydown area footprint 
o Construction period laydown footprint 
o Internal roads indication width (construction 

period width and operation period width) and with 
numbered sections between the other site 
elements which they serve (to make commenting 
on sections  possible) 

o River, stream and water crossing of roads and 
cables indicating the type of bridging structures 
that will be used 

o Substation(s) and/or transformer(s) sites including 
their entire footprint 

o Cable routes and trench dimensions (where they 
are not along internal roads) 

o Connection routes to the distribution/transmission 
network (the connection must form part of the EIA 
even if the construction and maintenance thereof 
will be done by another entity such as ESKOM) 

o Cut and fill areas at PV sites along roads and at 
substation/transformer sites indicating the 
expected volume of each cut and fill 

o Borrow pits 
o Spoil heaps (temporary for topsoil and subsoil and 

permanently for excess material) 
o Buildings including accommodation 

With the above information authorities will be able to assess the 
strategic and site impacts of the application. 
 
4. Regional map and GIS information 
 
The regional map and GIS information should include at least the 
following: 

 All maps/information layers must also be provided in ESRI 
Shapefile format 

 The map/layer must cover an area of 20km around the sire 

 Indicate the following: 
o Roads including their types (tarred or gravel) and 

category (national, provincial, local or private) 
o Railway lines and stations 
o Industrial areas 
o Harbours and airports 
o Electricity transmission and distribution lines and 

substations 
o Pipelines 
o Water sources to be utilised during the 

construction and operation phases 
o A visibility assessment of the areas from where 



 

the facility will be visible 
o Critical Biodiversity Areas and Ecological Support 

Areas 
o Critically Endangered and Endangered Vegetation 

Areas 
o Agricultural fields 
o Irrigated areas 
o An indication of new road or changes and 

upgrades that must be done to existing roads in 
order to get equipment onto the site including cut 
and fill areas and crossing of rivers and streams 

5. Important stakeholders 
 
Amongst other important stakeholders, comments from the National 
Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries must be obtained 
and submitted to the Departments. Any application , documentation, 
notification etc. should be forwarded to the following officials: 
Ms Mashudu Marubini 
Delegate of the Minister (Act 70 of 1970) 
Email: MashuduMa@daff.gov.za 
Tel 012-319 7619 
 
Ms Thoko Buthelezi 
AgriLand Liaison Office 

Email:ThokoB@daff.gov.za 
Tel 012-319 7634 
 
All hardcopy applications/documentation should be forwarded to the 
following address: 
 
Physical Address: 
Delpen Building 
Cnr Annie Botha and Union Street 
Office 270 
Attention : delegate of the Minister Act 70 of 1970 
 
Postal Address: 
Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 
Private Bag x120 
Pretoria 0001 
 
Attention: Delegate of the Minister Act 70 of 1970 
 
In addition, comments must be requested from Eskom regarding grid 
connectivity and capacity. Request for comment must be submitted to: 
 
Mr John Geeringh 
Eskom Transmission 
Megawatt Park D1Y38 
PO Box 1091 
JOHANNESBURG 
2000 



 

 
TEL: 011 516 7233 
FAX: 086 661 4064 
John.geeringh@eskom.co.za 

 B.  AGRICULTURE STUDY REQUIREMENTS 

 Detailed soil assessment of the site in question, 

incorporating a radius of 50 m surrounding the site, on a 

scale of 1:10 000 or finer. The soil assessment should 

include the following: 

o Identification of the soil forms present on site 

o The size of the area where a particular soil form is 

found 

o GPS readings of soil survey points 

o The depth of the soil at each survey point 

o Soil colour 

o Limiting factors 

o Clay content 

o Slope of the site 

o A detailed map indicating the locality of the soil 

forms within the specified area, 

o Size of the site 

 Exact locality of the site 

 Current activities on the site, developments, buildings 

 Surrounding developments/land uses and activities in a 

radius of 500 m of the site 

 Access routes and the condition thereof 

 Current status of the land (including erosion, vegetation and 

a degradation assessment) 

 Possible land use options for the site 

 Water availability, source and quality (if available) 

 Detailed descriptions of why agriculture should or should not 

be the land use of choice 

 Impact of the change of land use on the surrounding area 

A shape file containing the soil forms and relevant attribute data as 
depicted on the map 

An Agricultural Impact Assessment was undertaken as part 
of the EIA for the WEF. The substation positions were 
included in the assessment. The pole placement for the 
power lines have minimal footprints and are placed in 
agricultural areas that are typically grazing areas for 
livestock as opposed to irrigation / crop land. It is therefore 
anticipated that the agricultural impacts of the power lines 
are minimal and thus an Agricultural Assessment was not 
done as part of this Basic Assessment. 
 
The concluding statements of the agricultural assessment 
are as follows: 
The agricultural impacts of all the aspects of the proposed 
Brandvalley Wind Farm were considered and deemed to 
be acceptable, provided that the mitigation measures 
provided in this report are implemented. 
 
Although limited agricultural output (livestock, crop 
irrigation and game) within the affected area will be 
impacted by the proposed development, no problematic 
areas or fatal flaws were identified for the site The 
proposed impacts on cultivated land are limited in that only 
access areas will transect cultivated land in existing 
impacted areas (existing farm roads through cultivated 
land). . No new development must impact on cultivated 
land. 
 
All the identified impacts on agriculture are considered to 
have high reversibility because the land will be able to be 
returned to agriculture after closure, with very little change 
in agricultural potential. Impacts on agriculture are also 
considered to have low irreplaceability of resource loss 
because: 

 of the small area of land involved,  

 low suitability for crops outside small areas along 

dry riverbeds that are currently under irrigation,  

 it is highly unlikely to be irreplaceably lost to 

agriculture, 

 of a low agricultural potential for livestock, 

the proportion of surface area likely to be affected is 
minimal and therefore the overall impact on the carrying 
capacity/agricultural potential of the site will be minimal. 

9 Natasha Higgitt 
(SAHRA) 

Once the final layout of the powerline has been confirmed, an 
archaeological walk-through must be conducted to determine the 
positioning of the pylons and make further recommendations and 
mitigation measures if necessary. 
It must be noted that the Northern Cape section of the development is 

Tues 
2016/07/19 

A Letter for Exemption from the Palaeontological specialist 
can be found in Appendix D. A copy of the Final BAR will 
be uploaded onto SAHRIS. 

Mon 
2016/08/08 



 

located within an area of very high palaeontological sensitivity. 
 
A Palaeontological Impact Assessment or a Letter for Exemption for 
further studies completed by a qualified palaeontologist must be 
completed before further comments can be provided. Additionally, the 
BAR and all appendices must be submitted to the case file so that an 
informed decision can be made. 

10 Andrew 
September 
(HWC) 

You are hereby notified, that since there is reason to believe that the 
proposed electrical distribution power lines will impact on heritage 
resources, HWC requires that a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) 
that satisfies the provisions of section 38(3) of the NHRA be 
submitted. This HIA must have specific reference to the following:   

Wed 
2016/06/22 

A Letter for Exemption from the Palaeontological specialist 
can be found in Appendix D. An HIA has been submitted to 
Heritage Western Cape. An integrated HIA will be 
submitted and comment from HWC will be provided to the 
DEA for decision making. 

Mon 
2016/08/08 

-Impacts on archaeological heritage resources; 

-Impacts to paleontological heritage resources; 

-Visual impacts of the proposed development; 

The required HIA must have an integrated set of recommendations.  

The comments of relevant registered conservation bodies and the 
relevant municipality must be requested and included in the HIA, 
where provided. Proof of these requests must be supplied 

11 CapeNature 
Benjamin Walton 

CapeNature, as custodian of biodiversity in the Western Cape
1
, would 

like to thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed change of 
land use and development activities, and wish to make the following 
comment. The covering letters dated 24 March with draft 
Environmental Impact Assessment Reports (EIARs) concerning the 
abovementioned WEF applications, received per mail from Coastal 
and Environmental Services (Pty) Ltd by Scientific Services on the 
31st of May 2016; and covering letters dated 6 June 2016 with draft 
Basic Assessment Reports (BARs) concerning the abovementioned 
Electrical network applications, received per mail from Coastal and 
Environmental Services (Pty) Ltd by Scientific Services on the 13th of 
June 2016; and previous comment issued by CapeNature on the 25th 
of February 2016, respectively refer. 

29 July 2016 Thank you for the comments submitted on the proposed 
applications. 

Mon 
2016/08/08 

For ease of brevity CapeNature has issued a single comment here 
concerning the proposed Wind Energy Facilities (WEF) and 
dependent 132 kV Overhead Distribution Lines and associated 33/ 
132 kV ESKOM substations for G7 Rietkloof and Brandvalley 
developments. 

BIOPHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT  
The mapped vegetation units

2
 predominantly occurring at the affected 

properties in the Western Cape are: unprotected Central Mountain 
Shale Renosterveld (FRs 5); hardly protected Koedoesberge-
Moordenaars Karoo (SKv 6); and moderately protected Tanqua Wash 
Riviere (AZi 7). 
Figure 1: Showing the domain of the draft REDZ Komsberg focus 
area

3
 in context of the National Protected Area Expansion Strategy 

and Protected Area network. 

Agreed.  

3. Fatal flaws  The Present Ecological State scores (PES) for the 

                                                 
1 Section 9, Western Cape Nature Conservation Board Act 15 of 1998 
2 Mucina L & Rutherford MC (eds) (2006) Vegetation of South Africa, Lesotho and Swaziland. Strelitzia 19. South African National Biodiversity Institute, Pretoria 
3
 Wind and Solar PV Energy Strategic Environmental Assessment- REDZs Database 



 

3.1. The combined project area straddles numerous Upstream River 
Freshwater Ecosystem Priority Areas (FEPA) and associated 
subquaternary catchment areas.  
 
The project area has a high degree of topographical variability, with 
many kloofs (ravines) and is a high priority un-fragmented landscape 
being the source area for the Groot River, amongst others.  
 
The proposed road network (12 metre width once completed) will 
severely alter and compromise wetlands and landscape connectivity.  
 

respective sub-quaternary catchments within the study 
area were rated as Natural by DWS (2014) and listed as 
having high ecological importance and high to very high 
ecological sensitivity.  
The likely impacts with regard the riparian areas and water 
courses include:  
* Loss of riparian systems and alluvial water courses in the 
construction, operation and decommissioning phases  

* Impact on riparian systems through the possible increase 
in surface water runoff on riparian form and function during 
the operation and decommissioning phases  

* Loss of wetlands and wetland function in the construction 
phase  

*Increase in sedimentation and erosion in the construction, 
operation and decommissioning phases  

* Potential impact on localised surface water quality during 
the construction and decommissioning phases  

* Storage of hazardous substances particular in the 
construction phase  

 

The proposed layout would seem to have limited impact on 
the aquatic environment as the proposed structures for the 
most part have either avoided the delineated watercourses 
and wetlands with the exception of a number of water 
course crossings by the proposed access roads. Use of 
any existing roads will further support this conclusion, 
particularly with regard the wetland crossings, although the 
wetlands concerned are already impacted by the 
surrounding roads, dams and farming activities.  
 
Please note that the road width has been reduced from the 
initially proposed 12meters to the current proposed 
9meters.  Where any road upgrades are required it is 
understood that these current crossings may be upgraded 
by increasing the current size of the culverts and provide 
additional erosion protection, thus a possible net benefit to 
the local aquatic systems. Should any of the present road 
crossings need to be upgraded then the opportunity exists 
to improve the current state (lack of habitat continuity) for 
example by replacing pipe culverts with box culverts, while 
also reducing the height of the bridge footings (culvert 
bases) to reinstate natural water course levels.  
 
The wetland areas, were dominated by impacts such as 
the dam, and the conversion to agricultural lands, thus 
most were Moderately Modified (PES = C), Largely 
Modified (PES = D) or somewhere between (PES = C/D). 
These systems do still contain value in terms of acting as 
sponge areas within an arid environment, provide 
additional aquatic habitat (mostly for birds) and filter any 
runoff during peak flow periods. For this reason, all the 
wetlands were rated as having a Moderate Ecological 
Sensitivity and Importance Score (EIS). 



 

Impact on the possible loss of wetlands due to the potential 
need to upgrade the existing crossing through the most 
northern wetland. The southern-most structures are 
outside of the wetland boundary and the proposed 50m 
buffer, but located within 500m of the wetland boundaries. 
The potential impacts could occur during the construction 
and again in the decommissioning phase. The impact is 
likely to be a MODERATE (-) without mitigation and a LOW 
(-) with mitigation.  
 
Based on the above the EAP does not consider the project 
as fatally flawed due to impacts on FEPA and wetlands 
within the project area.  
 

3.2. Most of the property falls within designated sensitive areas 
selected for various criteria. It should be noted that industrial WEFs 
are incompatible with conservation objectives for Critical Biodiversity 
Areas and related Ecological Support Areas.  
 

This was assessed by the ecologist who stated the 
following: “Within the study area, the extensive CBA within 
the Western Cape portion of the site is based on several 
different criteria.  A large proportion of this CBA is related 
to the fact that is has been identified as a priority area 
within the National Protected Area Expansion Strategy for 
South Africa (NPAES).  This area was identified as a 
priority area on the grounds that apart from being an 
extensive tract of unfragmented natural vegetation, it is 
also an area of high climate and landscape variation which 
is likely to be resilient to climate change.  Such areas are 
likely to be more climatically stable over time, providing 
refugia where plants and animals can persist.  As such, it 
is important to recognize that the site is therefore not 
replaceable due to the fact that there are not similar areas 
that can perform the same function and which contain a 
similar set of species available elsewhere.  In addition, the 
highest-lying ridges are considered most important in 
terms of ecological patterns and processes in the area and 
these occupy a very small proportion of the site with the 
result that these are likely to experience a disproportionate 
impact from the development which also targets these 
areas for development.   
 
Overall, the CBA maps for the study area are considered 
inadequate for use at a fine scale and the data collected 
on-site is considered to be of greater weight than the CBA 
status.  Therefore, the CBA status of the site is considered 
secondary to the actual assessed biodiversity status of the 
different parts of the site.  Within the Western Cape, the 
higher ridges are identified as the most important and the 
lower lying areas are generally considered significantly 
less sensitive.  Where CBAs have been designed for 
connectivity and not to capture high biodiversity areas, 
they are less vulnerable to habitat loss and in the current 
case, there are significant gaps in the strings of turbines 
and it is not likely that the development would disrupt the 
connectivity of the landscape for the majority of species.   
 
In terms of the impact of the development on the NPAES 



 

Focus Area, the total extent of habitat lost to the current 
development is not highly significant and would not 
compromise the overall availability of land to meet 
conservation goals within the affected NPAES.  However, 
the density of renewable energy developments in the area 
is high and the cumulative impact of development may 
have an impact on future conservation options in the area.  
It is however also pertinent to consider the extent to which 
wind energy development is compatible with biodiversity 
conservation.  The actual footprint of the development is 
low and the majority (98%) of the affected area will remain 
intact.  With mitigation and avoidance, the impact on 
vegetation and plant species can be reduced to an 
acceptable level and as such, the development can be 
considered compatible with the maintenance of plant 
diversity.    The area is a priority area for flora and there 
are no faunal species within the development area that are 
a very high conservation priority, the overall impact on 
biodiversity features of concern would be relatively low.  
Furthermore, as the total footprint of the development is 
low, the potential for future rehabilitation of the area after 
decommissioning of the facility is high and so in the long-
term, the potential future conservation value of the area 
would remain largely intact”.

4
   

3.3. The conflict between protection of biodiversity patterns of the 
National Protected Area Expansion Strategy (NPAES) areas and 
promotion of industrial development of WEFs (see Figs. 1 and 2) 
within the Komsberg Renewable Energy Development Zone (REDZ). 
CapeNature supports the implementation and declaration of further 
protected areas within the Lower Karoo areas.  
 

The proposed WEF is located in an area where the 
Komsberg Renewable Energy Development Zone overlaps 
with the Western Karoo NPAES focus area which are both 
areas identified through broad scale planning. The closest 
protected area to the proposed site is the Anysberg Nature 
Reserve. The goal of NPAES is to achieve cost-effective 
protected area expansion for ecological sustainability and 
increased resilience to climate change. The document 
does not list conflicting land uses. 
 
The strategic planning goals of the REDZ are to earmark 
areas where large scale wind and solar PV energy facilities 
can be developed in a manner that limits the potential for 
significant negative impact on the natural environment, 
while yielding the highest possible social and economic 
benefits to the country. These REDZs were identified to 
support the Strategic Infrastructure Plan (SIP) 8 of the 
National Infrastructure Plan.  
 
Increased Renewable Energy development in South Africa 
indirectly supports sustainability and increased resilience 
to climate change as it reduces reliance on coal-fired 
power generation.  
 
On a local scale, the development footprint of 92km

2
 for 

Brandvalley WEF and electrical infrastructure and 240km
2
 

                                                 
4 Todd, S. Environmental Impact Assessment for the Proposed Brandvalley Wind Energy Facility: 
Fauna & Flora Specialist Impact Assessment Report.  



 

for Rietkloof WEF and electrical infrastructure amounts to a 
fraction of the total Western Karoo NPAES area. Of these 
areas the actual footprint would only be approximately 
200ha per WEF (including electrical infrastructure).  
 
The ecologist assessed the impact of the development on 
the NPAES Focus Area, and determined that the total 
extent of habitat lost to the current development is not 
highly significant and would not compromise the overall 
availability of land to meet conservation goals within the 
affected NPAES.   
 
Additionally: 
1. Based on the mapping information there is no continuity 
between the expansion focus area and the nature reserve.  
2. It is important to note that the focus areas do not 
preclude development from occurring in these areas. As 
stated in the BGIS information sheet, “These areas should 
not be seen as future boundaries of protected areas, as in 
many cases only a portion of a particular focus area would 
be required to meet the protected area targets set in the 
NPAES.” As can be seen from the map included below 
only a portion of the NPAES in this area is affected by the 
proposed development, thus still allowing for expansion 
should this be required.  
3. It is important to note that the proposed development 
footprint is small and limited to the sites for substations and 
pylons for overhead lines, thus still allowing for ecological 
connectivity and thus can still be used for conservation 
purposes.  
4. The SEA undertaken for the REDZ did take 
environmentally sensitive areas into account in order to 
“identify areas where large scale wind and solar PV energy 
facilities can be developed in a manner that limits 
significant negative impacts on the environment, while 
yielding the highest possible socio-economic benefits to 
the country”.  
 
Therefore, it is concluded that on a local scale the REDz 
and NPAES Focus Areas are compatible. 

3.4. The cumulative impacts on, inter alia, the presently un-
fragmented, unprotected and pristine Central Mountain Shale 
Renosterveld (FRs 5); Roggeveld Shale Renosterveld (FRs 3); and 
Tanqua Escarpment Shrubland (SKv 4) are unprecedented (see Fig. 
3); and are not supported. 

We note the lack of support from CapeNature. Please note 
the findings of the ecology impact assessment and the 
cumulative impact statement: “Cumulative impacts are a 
concern at the site due to the large amount of wind energy 
development in the area. Furthermore the powerline 
development is within CBAs and could result in increased 
habitat fragmentation and reduced landscape connectivity. 
Overall, though the predicted footprint from powerlines is 
low and the cumulative impact of the development is 
considered to be Low after mitigation.” 

Based on the available information CapeNature strongly objects to the 
proposed development of the Brandvalley and Rietkloof WEFs and 
associated infrastructure.   

Please note that CapeNature is a registered I&AP and will 
receive future correspondence to inform any revised 
comments. 



 

 
CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comment and request 
further information based on any additional information that may be 
received. Your concern for the environment is appreciated.  

 



 

 

Figure 1: Location of proposed infrastructure (all alternatives) in respect to the proposed windfarm  



 

 
Figure 2: Location of both the Brandvalley and Rietkloof WEFs and associated infrastructure. 



 

 
Figure 3: Watercourse crossings for the Rietkloof WEF 132kV Distribution Line. 

  



 

Table 1: Rietkloof WEF 132kV Distribution Line Watercourse Crossings. 

Potential watercourse crossings associated with the proposed 
132kV distribution lines proposed for Rietkloof WEF 

id Lattitude Longitude id Lattitude Longitude 

1 -33.0361232 20.50031094 36 -32.9816707 20.50762594 

2 -33.0331401 20.49875707 37 -32.9787411 20.5076422 

3 -33.0273708 20.49761177 38 -32.9846788 20.50357248 

4 -33.0243908 20.4968434 39 -32.9813645 20.5019091 

5 -33.0203709 20.49596882 40 -32.9769162 20.50025224 

6 -33.0157351 20.49470522 41 -32.9844314 20.48910883 

7 -33.0117606 20.49338189 42 -32.9805655 20.49126151 

8 -33.008353 20.49205543 43 -32.9767014 20.49386248 

9 -33.0039537 20.49084692 43 -32.9704783 20.49737352 

10 -32.9987487 20.48908241 44 -32.9660488 20.50042554 

11 -32.9930249 20.4875454 45 -32.966506 20.49661125 

12 -32.9900912 20.4865531 46 -32.9620554 20.49439442 

13 -33.0387439 20.50579399 47 -32.9452663 20.50255994 

14 -33.0355841 20.50732629 48 -32.9424788 20.51468009 

15 -33.0306808 20.51010224 49 -32.9345673 20.52167159 

16 -33.0238923 20.51412226 50 -32.9292896 20.52551012 

17 -33.0189537 20.52003858 51 -32.9239266 20.53181388 

18 -33.0165512 20.52195854 52 -32.9332639 20.52683372 

19 -33.0124613 20.52747682 53 -32.9399719 20.52634969 

20 -33.0093542 20.53052181 53 -32.944503 20.52498055 

21 -33.0056348 20.5341306 54 -32.9493205 20.52439435 

22 -33.0045574 20.53665982 55 -32.9513059 20.5246079 

23 -32.9979246 20.54476924 56 -32.9578228 20.52356412 

24 -32.9937374 20.54978115 57 -32.9637576 20.51859961 

25 -33.0223033 20.50655883 58 -32.9719263 20.50498922 

26 -33.0195769 20.51016366 59 -32.9549322 20.50923149 

27 -33.0131418 20.52007007 60 -32.952554 20.52975745 

28 -33.0095668 20.52429558 61 -32.9492197 20.5481575 

29 -33.0058116 20.53087705 62 -32.9449357 20.56600041 

30 -33.0022866 20.53594268 63 -32.9410023 20.57644285 

31 -33.0172958 20.50686716 64 -32.9565013 20.54946561 

32 -33.0121927 20.50689556 65 -32.9718197 20.55185442 

33 -33.0098297 20.50679655 66 -32.9831661 20.55347906 

34 -33.0050119 20.50727199 67 -32.9874224 20.55446686 

35 -32.989801 20.50836577       
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East-Facing 

 
South-Facing 

 
West-Facing 

Plate 1: Photographs of the Proposed Location for Substation Alternative 5. 
 



 

  

 
  

Plate 1: Photographs of the Proposed Location for Substation Alternative 6. 
 



 

 
CORRESPONDENCE WITH I&APs AND COMMENTS 

 
 

 
 

 



 

 
 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 
 



 

 
 
 

  



 

 

 



 

  



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 
 
 



 

 
 
 



 

 
 



 

 
  



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 
 
See attachment below. 
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See attachment below. 
 

 
 
 



 

 



 

 
 

 
 



 

 
 

 



 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 

 
 



 

 
 

 
 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 

 
 
Reminder Sent to Government/ Organs of State for Comment 

 



 

 
 



 

 
 
 

 



 

  



 

APPENDIX E5 – MINUTES FROM PRE-APPLICATION MEETING WITH DEA 
The pre-application meeting conducted was conducted simultaneously with the pre-application 
meeting for the Rietkloof Wind Farm. As such, the following minutes are the record for both the 
wind farm and the distribution line project.  
 

 
Coastal & Environmental Services 
 
An EOH Company.  
 
The Point, Suite 408,  
4th Floor, 76 Regent Road, Sea Point, 8005 
Cape Town  | Western Cape  |  South Africa 
tel: +27 (21) 045 0900 | fax: +27 (46) 622 
6564 

MEETING MINUTES  
 

PRE-APPLICATION MEETING 

DATE  14 July 2015 

VENUE Department of 
Environmental Affairs, 
A2-2-14, 473 Steve 
Biko Rd, Environmental 
House, Pretoria. 

TIME OF MEETING 11h00 

MINUTES BY Amber Jackson 

PROJECT Brandvalley and 
Rietkloof Wind Farms 

 

ATTENDED BY 

NAME AFFILIATION 
CONTACT DETAILS 

Email Number 

Mmamohale 
Kabasa 

DEA (Case officer) MKabasa@environment.gov.za 012 399 
8801 

Dikeledi Mokotong DEA DMokotong@environment.gov.za 012 399 
9420 

Herman Alberts DEA HAlberts@environment.gov.za 012 399 
9371 

Kilian Hagemann G7 Renewable 
Energies (Pty) Ltd 

kilian@g7energies.com 021 300 
0610 

Amber Jackson EOH Coastal and 
Environmental Services  

a.jackson@cesnet.co.za 021 045 
0900 

Via telecom 

Methuli Mbanjwa G7 Renewable 
Energies (Pty) Ltd 

methuli@g7energies.com 021 300 
0610 

Sebastian 
Hirschmann 

G7 Renewable 
Energies (Pty) Ltd 

sebastian@g7energies.com 021 300 
0610 

 
A pre-application meeting was held with the applicant, environmental consultant and DEA to 
determine and clarify the appropriate way forward to conduct the Environmental Impact 
Assessment for the proposed Brandvalley and Rietkloof Wind Energy Facilities (WEF). Topics of 
discussion and outcomes are outline below. 
 

Topic Discussion Outcome  

Application The applications discussed are 
for the next two phases of the 
Roggeveld WEF. The Roggeveld 
WEF received a positive 
environmental authorisation in 
June 2010.  

 

The applications will be lodged 
by two separate entities:  

 Brandvalley (Pty) Ltd 

 Rietkloof (Pty) Ltd 
Both a subsidiary of G7 Renewable 

 

tel:%2B27%2021%20300%200610
tel:%2B27%2021%20300%200610
tel:%2B27%2021%20300%200610
tel:%2B27%2021%20300%200610
tel:%2B27%2021%20300%200610
tel:%2B27%2021%20300%200610


 

Energies (Pty) Ltd 

 Refer to Figure 1 below.  
The Brandvalley WEF (green) 
and Reitkloof WEF (red) are on 
neighbouring properties. Both 
WEF’s occupy a portion of the 
adjoining properties (blue).  
I.e. each WEF has some 
infrastructure (a few turbines, 
powerlines and/or roads) on 
different portions on the 
adjoining properties. Brandvalley 
the northern portion and Rietkloof 
the southern portion of the same 
adjoining properties.  

DEA confirmed that the two separate 
applications can have the same 
property portions.  

Grid 
connection 

Eskom have proposed a new 
grid connection hub at 
Komsberg (not yet existing) to 
allow all renewable energy 
projects in the area, sufficient 
access to the grid.  

 Both the proposed 
Brandvalley and Rietkloof WEF 
projects electrical infrastructure 
are proposed to feed into 
Eskom at Komsberg.  

 There are 3 grid connection 
alternatives proposed for each 
WEF.  

 Should both applications 
receive positive authorisation 
the facilities would ideally 
share one grid connection 
rather than develop two 
separate grid connects for 
each individual WEF.   

 Should only one WEF receive 
authorisation it is likely the grid 
connection will differ from the 
shared alternative connection. 

DEA confirmed that the same grid 
connection can be authorised for two 
separate applications. 
 
Should only one of the two WEF’s 
achieve BID status and be approved 
the authorised connection may be 
different to that required of the 
approved facility. DEA confirmed that 
only an amendment to the authorisation 
would be required, provided all 
amendment required was adequately 
accessed and clearly stated in the 
reporting. 

Pre-
construction 
Bird and Bat 
Monitoring.  

The bird and bat monitoring 
requirements continually have 
shifting goal posts as time goes 
on with new and improved 
information. Due to the new 
Regulated EIA timeframes the 
entire environmental 
assessment timeframe hinges 
on the finalisation of the 
monitoring. G7 and CES would 
prefer to not begin the 
monitoring and have the 
guidelines change halfway into 
the monitoring delaying the 
process as a whole.  

DEA confirmed that provided: 

 The most recent guidelines are used 
when the monitoring commences, 

 The monitoring complies to those 
guidelines and  

 The monitoring is representative of 
the site.  

The monitoring would not be required to 
adjust or be redone retrospectively if 
new guidelines or monitoring criteria are 
released.  



 

WUL 
requirements 
in Scoping 
phase 

Are there any new requirements 
to pre-empt the application of 
the water-use licence in the 
scoping phase?  

Scoping phase is only required to 
assess the normal environmental 
factors such as the presence of any 
drainage lines, rivers and wetlands.  

Timelines Should more information be 
required on the Scoping report, 
do the timeframes start again or 
is there a prescribed amount of 
time to address the request 

The DEA will comment on the Draft 
Scoping report and should they request 
any information it must be included in 
the Final Scoping report.  
The DEA will decide if the request has 
been adequately addressed in the FSR 
and will either accept or reject the FSR. 
Should the report be: 

 Accepted- the applicant can proceed 
to EIA phase.  

 Rejected- the applicant will need to 
start again and lodge a new 
application.  

 Accepted with conditions- the 
applicant can proceed with the EIA 
provided the conditions are adhered 
to.   

Report 
submissions 

Quantity and method of report 
submission 

Only 2 colour bound hard copies and 2 
cd’s are required for submission of 
reports. 

PPP Language of the public 
participation information: 
Newspapers adverts, site 
notices and BIDs. Is English 
sufficient or just the language of 
the area?  

The information needs to be 
disseminated in the language most 
accessible to the population living in the 
affected area. The information must be 
presented in English and/or the local 
language (Afrikaans and/or Xhosa) 

Closing 
remarks 

Note When submitting the application and 
scoping report CES should submit a 
copy of these minutes with them. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

APPENDIX E6 – PUBLIC MEETING 
PUBLIC MEETING AND PRESENTATION G7 BRANDVALLEY AND RIEKTLOOF 

POWERLINES: Wednesday 22nd June 2016. 

EIA AND BA FOR THE PROPOSED 140MW BRANDVALLEY WIND ENERGY FACILITY AND 

ELECTRICAL INFRASTRUCTURE, NORTHERN AND WESTERN CAPE PROVINCES AND 

THE EIA AND BA FOR THE PROPOSED 140MW RIETKLOOF WIND ENERGY FACILITY AND 

ELECTRICAL INFRASTRUCTURE, WESTERN CAPE PROVINCES, SOUTH AFRICA 

Notes from the Public Meeting and Presentation of the draft Environmental Impact 

Assessment Reports and Draft Basic Assessment Reports 

LOCATION: Laingsburg Flood Museum, Laingsburg 

DATE: 22nd June 2016 

TIME: Formal presentation 18:00 to 19:00 followed by questions and answers session. 

ATTENDEES: Please see register of attendees below 

 
Agenda: 

1. Both project Draft EIR's and Draft BAR’s were presented. 

2. The presentation was followed by a questions and answer session.  

3. The questions and answers are not repeated verbatim, but notes are recorded in Table 2. 

 

Table 1: Notes on questions and answers 

 

MH – Marc Hardy (Environmental Assessment Practitioner from EOH CES), MM – Methuli 

Mbanjwa (Representative from G7 Renewable Energies (Pty) Ltd), CB - Christi Botha 

(Representative from G7 Renewable Energies (Pty) Ltd), KdB – Karen de Bruyn (Representative 

from G7 Renewable Energies (Pty) Ltd); GR – Gideon Raath (EOH CES)  

Item Question / Issue – Participant Response 

1 Mr. Francois Conradie noted that often 
with construction projects an immediate 
result is the emergence of invasive alien 
species, which the companies then do 
not manage over the long term referring 
to Eskom as an example. These issues 
are long term in nature and the farmer is 
stuck with the resulting invasion while 
the developer does not attempt any long 
term control. The exact same concern 
was also noted for erosion.  

GR: Both issues were incorporated into 
both projects' EMPRs, providing 
mitigation measures and plans for both. 
In both instances the developer does 
have clear responsibility towards the 
control of the IAP and the prevention 
and minimisation of erosion.   

2 No other concerns or questions were 
raised 

- 

MM thanked everyone for coming and said that people will be kept involved and should contact 

EOH CES if they have any questions.  

 



 

REGSITER OF I&APS WHO ATTENDED THE OPEN DAY AND PUBLIC MEETING HELD ON 

22nd June 2016 

 



 

  PHOTOGRAPH TAKEN AT THE PUBLIC MEETING 

 

 
 

 

 PRESENTATION GIVEN AT THE PUBLIC MEETING 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

 
 
 
 



 

 
 

 
 



 

 
 

 
 



 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



 

 
 

 
 



 



 

APPENDIX E7: LIST OF SGIDS  

 

LANDOWNERS 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 3 0 0 0 0 1 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 4 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 4 0 0 0 0 3 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 5 0 0 0 0 1 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 6 0 0 0 0 1 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 7 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 3 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 4 0 0 0 0 1 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 5 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 6 0 0 0 0 1 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8 4 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 

1            2   3      4      5   

 

NEIGHBOURS 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 9 9 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 9 9 0 0 0 0 1 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 9 0 0 0 0 3 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 9 0 0 0 0 2 

C 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 9 7 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 2 0 0 0 0 2 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 6 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 7 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 8 0 0 0 0 1 

C 0 1 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 1 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 9 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 7 0 0 0 0 2 

C 0 1 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 

C 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 8 5 0 0 0 0 0 

1            2   3      4      5   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 

APPENDIX E8: BACKGROUND INFORMATION DOCUMENT 
 
 
 

BASIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
 ASSESSMENT FOR THE 

 
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF THE RIETKLOOF 132 KV ELECTRICAL DISTRIBUTION 

LINE 
 

ASSOCIATED WITH THE RIETKLOOF WIND ENERGY FACILITY OF THE WESTERN CAPE 
PROVINCE, SOUTH AFRICA 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION DOCUMENT 
&  

INVITATION TO COMMENT:  
 
 
Return address for comments: 
 
EOH Coastal & Environmental Services 
Mr. Gideon Raath 
The Point, Suite 408, 4th Floor 
76 Regent Road 
Sea Point 
Cape Town 
8005 
 
Tel:   (021) 045 0900 
Fax:   (046) 622 6564 
Email: g.raath@cesnet.co.za  
 
 

mailto:g.raath@cesnet.co.za


 

AIM OF THIS DOCUMENT 
 
The purpose of this document is to ensure that people interested in or affected by the proposed 
project are provided with information about the proposal, the process being followed and 
provided with an opportunity to be involved in the EIA process.   
 
Registering as an Interested and/or Affected Party (I&AP) allows individuals or groups the 
opportunity to contribute ideas, issues, and concerns regarding the project. I&APs also have 
an opportunity to review all reports and submit comments on those reports.  All comments 
received are included in the reports submitted to the Competent Authority. 

THE PROPONENT 
 
Rietkloof Wind Farm (Pty) Ltd is a subsidiary of G7 Renewable Energies (Pty) Ltd, a leader in the 
South African renewable energy industry. G7’s main focus is on wind energy generation with a 
portfolio of wind projects in excess of 500 MW of installed capacity 
(http://www.g7energies.com/projects).  
 

 
THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PRACTITIONER  

 
EOH COASTAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES (CES) specialises in impact assessments 
and environmental management. We were established in 1990 when we were involved as the lead 
consultants for a large mineral mining Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in South Africa. 
Since completing that first EIA, we have expanded our scope of work to provide a wide variety of 
environmental advisory services to public and private-sector clients, both within South Africa and 
internationally. This has included numerous renewable energy (RE) projects for both government 
and the private sector. 
 
Environmental Impact Assessments in the renewable energy (RE) sector is a challenging and 
dynamic procedure, with on-going improvements in the understanding of RE-related impacts on 
the broader environment. Appropriate environmental management strategies in this sector require 
a sound understanding of the unique issues related to RE (e.g. avifaua and bats), and the major 
impacts associated with RE and the human environment (e.g. noise, cultural heritage and visual 
impacts). As such, careful stakeholder and local community engagement is key to the successful 
completion of project assessments within the RE field. EOH CES also has experience in 
environmental control officer (ECO) duties for environmental management of RE projects post-
authorisation. This will be of significance especially as the RE sector matures and construction of 
these facilities begins. 
 

THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT PROCESS 
 
EOH Coastal and Environmental Services (CES) have been appointed by G7 Renewable Energies 
(Pty) Ltd to undertake the necessary environmental investigation for the above-ground electricity 
distribution cables associated with the Rietkloof Wind Energy Facility (WEF), and to apply for 
approval from the Competent Authority - in this case the Department of Environmental Affairs 
(DEA) - for the construction and operation of the distribution line, as required by South Africa’s 
environmental legislation.  

RELEVANT LEGISLATION 



 

 
The Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) regulations, promulgated in terms of Section 24(5) of 
Chapter 5 of the National Environmental Management Act (NEMA) (Act No 107 of 1998, as 
amended), and the related Lists of Activities (Government Notices (GN) R.983 R.984 and R.985 of 
04 December 2014) identify activities that require environmental authorisation through undertaking 
either a Basic Assessment (BA), or a full Scoping and Environmental Impact Assessment.  
 
The proposed project is subject to a Basic Assessment, in terms of the following activities listed in 
GNR 983 or GNR 985. 
 

Number of 
the 

relevant 
listing 
notice 

Activity 
No(s) 

Description 

GNR 983 – 
Listing 
Notice 1 

11 

The development of facilities or infrastructure for the transmission and 

distribution of electricity- 

(i) Outside urban areas or industrial complexes with a capacity of more 

than 33 but less than 275 kilovolts; 

The project entails the evacuation of electricity via a 132kV distribution 

line in a rural region. 

GNR 983 – 
Listing 

Notice 1 
12 

The development of- 
(x) buildings exceeding 100 square metres in size; 

(xii) infrastructure or structures with a physical footprint of 100 

square metres or more; 

where such development occurs – 
(a) within a watercourse; 

(c)  if no development setback exists, within 32 metres of a watercourse, 
measured from the edge of a watercourse;  

The siting and footprint of the distribution line could be such that it 
occupies more than 100m2, and/or occurs within 32m of a watercourse.  

GNR 983 – 
Listing 

Notice 1 

19 The infilling or depositing of any material of more than 5 cubic metres 
into, or the dredging, excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, 
shell grit, pebbles or rock of more than 5 cubic metres from- 
(i) a watercourse; 

The siting and footprint of the distribution line could be such that it 
occupies more than 100m2, and/or occurs within 32m of a watercourse. 

GNR 983 – 
Listing 

Notice 1 

24 The development of- 
 (ii) a road with a reserve wider than 13,5 meters, or where no reserve 
exists where the 
road is wider than 8 metres; 

Access roads to the pylons of the distribution line may require widening 
of existing roads to an area greater than 8 metres. 

GNR 983 – 
Listing 

Notice 1 

27 The clearance of an area of 1 hectares or more, but less than 20 
hectares of indigenous vegetation, except where such clearance of 
indigenous vegetation is required for- 

(i) the undertaking of a linear activity 

A distribution line is regarded as a linear activity, and may occupy a 
footprint greater than 1 hectare. Additionally, the construction of 
substations may also induce clearing of greater than 1 hectare.  

GNR 983 – 28 Residential, mixed, retail, commercial, industrial or institutional 



 

Listing 
Notice 1 

developments where such 
land was used for agriculture or afforestation on or after 01 April 1998 
and where such 
development: 
(ii) will occur outside an urban area, where the total land to be 
developed is bigger than 1 
hectare; 

The distribution line and substation construction may cumulatively or 
individually amount to an area of greater than 1 hectare being cleared. 

GNR 983 – 
Listing 

Notice 1 

56 The widening of a road by more than 6 metres, or the lengthening of a 
road by more than 1 
kilometre- 

(i) where the existing reserve is wider than 13,5 meters; or 

(ii) where no reserve exists, where the existing road is wider than 8 

metres 

Access roads to the pylons of the distribution line may require widening 
of existing roads to an area greater than 6 metres.  

GNR 985 – 
Listing 

Notice 3 

 

(4) 

The development of a road wider than 4 metres with a reserve less than 

13,5 metres.  

(a) In Free State, Limpopo, Mpumalanga and Northern Cape provinces: 

ii. Outside urban areas, in: 

(ee) Critical biodiversity areas as identified in systematic biodiversity 

plans adopted by the 

competent authority or in bioregional plans; 

 

f) In Western Cape: 

i. Areas outside urban areas; 

(aa) Areas containing indigenous vegetation; 

 

 

The access roads will likely be wider than 4 meters with a reserve less 

than 13.5 metres, during construction phase. 

 

GNR 985 – 
Listing 

Notice 3 

 

(12) 

The clearance of an area of 300 square metres or more of indigenous 

vegetation except where such clearance of indigenous vegetation is 

required for maintenance purposes undertaken in accordance with a 

maintenance management plan. a) Western Cape provinces: 

i. Within any critically endangered or endangered ecosystem listed in 

terms of section 52 of the NEMBA or prior to the publication of such a 

list, within an area that has been identified as critically endangered in the 

National Spatial Biodiversity Assessment 2004; 

ii. Within critical biodiversity areas identified in bioregional plans; or 

iv. On land, where, at the time of the coming into effect of this Notice or 

thereafter such land was zoned open space, conservation or had an 

equivalent zoning. 

 

(d) In Northern Cape: 

ii. Within critical biodiversity areas identified in bioregional plans; 

 



 

Land clearance of an area of 300 square meters or more of indigenous 

vegetation if likely to take place during the construction phase of the 

project with potential sections of i, ii & iv. 

GNR 985 – 
Listing 

Notice 3 

14 The development of- 

(x) buildings exceeding 10 square metres in size; 

(xii) infrastructure or structures with a physical footprint of 10 square 

metres or more; 

 

Where such development occurs- 

(a) within a watercourse 

 

(a) In Free State, Limpopo, Mpumalanga and Northern 

Cape: 

ii. Outside urban areas, in: 

 

(ff) Critical biodiversity areas or ecosystem service 

areas as identified in systematic biodiversity plans 

adopted by the competent authority or in 

bioregional plans; 

 

(f) In Western Cape: 

i. Outside urban areas, in: 

 

(ff) Critical biodiversity areas or ecosystem service areas as identified in 

systematic biodiversity plans adopted by the competent authority or in 

bioregional plans; 

 

The construction of substation and associated infrastructure may occur 

within 32 metres of a watercourse and/or Critical Biodiversity Areas. 

GNR 985 – 
Listing 

Notice 3 

18 The widening of a road by more than 4 metres, or the lengthening of a 

road by more than 1 kilometre. 

 

(a) In Free State, Limpopo, Mpumalanga and Northern 

Cape provinces: 

i. Outside urban areas, in: 

(ee) Critical biodiversity areas as identified in systematic biodiversity 

plans adopted by the 

competent authority or in bioregional plans; 

 

(f) In Western Cape: 

All areas outside urban areas: 

(aa) Areas containing indigenous vegetation; 

 

Upgrading of access roads infrastructure may necessitate the increase 

of width and length beyond that of this trigger. 

APPROACH TO THIS BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT 



 

The Basic Assessment (BA) for the proposed project is presently in the Inception phase. This 
phase serves primarily to inform the public and relevant authorities about the proposed project and 
to determine any impacts. These impacts will then be extensively addressed during the 
environmental impact assessment studies. Only after the full Basic Assessment Report has been 
submitted will the relevant authorities make a decision. 

A Draft Basic Assessment Report (dBAR) will be compiled which will comprehensively describe the 
activities and impacts that the project may have on the receiving environment, including specialist 
reports and details from the Public Participation Process (PPP). The dBAR and Environmental 
Management Programme (EMPr) will be submitted for a 30 day public comment period. 

Subsequent to the review and commenting period, a Final BAR (fBAR) will be compiled for 
submission to Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA). This will include all public comments 
and response to issues raised by I&APs.  

Should the authorities grant approval via an environmental authorisation, all registered I&APs will 
be notified accordingly and given the opportunity to appeal against the decision, should they so 
wish. The entire process is summarised below. 

Basic Assessment Process 
 

Advertisement & Registration of IAPs 
↓ 

Distribution of BID Document to IAPs for comment 
↓ 

Compilation of IAP comments 
↓ 

Review of Basic Assessment Report by IAPs 
↓ 

Submission of Basic Assessment Report to DEA 
↓ 

Review of BAR by authorities and issue of Environmental Authorisation if project is approved 
↓ 

Appeals process 
↓ 

Commencement of project 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
Rietkloof Wind Farm (Pty) Ltd, a subsidiary of G7 Renewable Energies (Pty) Ltd, propose to 
develop a 132kV above-ground electricity distribution line, in order to evacuate up to 140 megawatt 
(MW) energy from the Rietkloof Wind Energy Facility (WEF) near Laingsburg, bordering and 
adjacent to the Northern and Western Cape Province, South Africa. The proposed power line will 
connect the Rietkloof WEF to the national grid at the ESKOM Komsberg substation, currently 
proposed to be expanded. 
 
The power line will cross properties of land in the Karoo Hoogland, the Witzenberg (Ceres) and the 
Laingsburg Local Municipalities, which fall within the Namakwa, the Cape Winelands and the 
Central Karoo District Municipalities, respectively.  
 
The electrical distribution infrastructure related to this Basic Assessment process is:  
 

 High voltage components of a 132kV onsite substation including transformers, isolators, 
cabling, light mast and other as required by Eskom. The total footprint of this substation will 
be approximately 200m x 200m. 

 132kV above-ground electricity distribution line to connect the onsite substation to the 
Komsberg substation, Bon Espirange Substation, or the central hub Substation. 

We are 

here! 



 

 
A number of potential electrical 33/132kV substation locations onsite would be assessed, 
depending on the electrical design approved for the WEF. The onsite substations would have a 
footprint of 200m x 200m each that would also house site offices, storage areas, ablution facilities 
and the maintenance building. The high voltage components of these substation locations will be 
assessed in this Basic Assessment process whereas the low voltage components will be assessed 
in the EIA process as it will remain under control of the applicant and will unlikely be ceded to 
Eskom.  
 
132kV overhead distribution line(s) will be required to connect the WEF from the onsite 33/132kV 
substation, to the Eskom 400kV Komsberg substation (See infrastructure map, Figure 1.2). 
Extension of the existing 400kV Komsberg substation with several electrical components to be 
defined by Eskom (e.g. additional feeder bay, transformer bay) on the existing substation property 
is currently being processed for authorisation. Only limited infrastructure additions (feeder bay and 
limited roads) to the Komsberg Substation is proposed under this project however.   
 
A generalised depiction of the infrastructure under this application is shown in Figure 1.1 below. 
Please note, only the section under ‘distribution’ is applied for with this application. The WEF and 
other associated infrastructure will be applied for under a separate Environmental Impact 
Assessment process.  
 
Four onsite substation location alternatives were identified during preliminary designs for 
assessment during the BA phase (see Figure 1.2): 
 

 Substation alternative 1 is proposed adjacent and to the south of the main access road 
alternative 1, approximately 2.7km from the R354. 

 Substation alternative 2 is proposed adjacent and to the south of a secondary road 
extending from the main access road alternative 1. 

 Substation alternative 3 is proposed adjacent to a secondary road north-east from the 
centre of the facility. 

 Substation alternative 4 is proposed adjacent to a secondary road in close proximity to 
construction camp alternative 3. 

 The NO-GO alternative (i.e. the option of no development being authorised) will be 
assessed as a final alternative to the proposed development.  

 

 
Figure 1.1 Typical WEF electricity evacuation process.  

POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND BENEFITS 
 
Site-specific assessments will be undertaken as part of the assessment process in order to confirm 
the expected impacts of the proposed development in terms of the environment, and to delineate 
any areas of environmental sensitivity within the study area. The exact positioning of the 
distribution lines and the associated infrastructure will be informed by the results of the specialist 
studies and impact assessment process.  
 
The following specialist studies will be conducted for the proposed development, to ascertain any 
potential impacts, positive and negative, that may occur as a result of the potential authorization of 
the project: 



 

 

 Ecological Impact Assessment 
The location of any species of special concern will be identified, and the location noted in 
order to inform the mitigation and management measures recommended for the project, as 
well as pylon siting. 

 

 Avifaunal Impact Assessment 
Potential impacts on birds, particularly migratory species, will be assessed in order to 
inform mitigation measures during construction and operation, as well as line location and 
pylon siting.  

 

 Heritage Impact Assessment 
Potential impacts on South African cultural, heritage, archaeological and palaeontological 
features will be assessed. 

 
Potential benefits of the electrical distribution lines 
 
The South African Government has recognised the country’s high level of renewable energy 
potential and presently has in place targets of 17.8 GW of renewable energy by 2030 (to be 
produced mainly from wind and solar). This amounts to ~42% share of the new electricity 
generation capacity to be brought online by 2030. 
 
Electricity distribution 
 
The proposed project, although not a power producing project (rather a distribution project), will be 
required in order to realise the goals of the Rietkloof WEF. As such, the main benefit to this project 
is thus making the electricity produced through the Rietkloof WEF available to South African 
residents through distribution to the national grid. Should the distribution lines not be authorised, 
alternative means of evacuating the power would need to be investigated, but would likely render 
the WEF unfeasible.  
 
Electricity supply 
 
Over the last few years, South Africa has been adversely impacted by interruptions in the supply of 
electricity. The creation of a ‘decentralized’ power generation facility (i.e. not located in the 
traditionally centralized power producing regions of the Republic of South Africa) in the vicinity of 
the loads it proposes to supply, will secure a supplementary energy source for the area, especially 
during cold fronts and during the winter season when consumption is higher and wind yields are 
higher. Moreover, Rietkloof WEF will contribute towards meeting the national energy target as set 
by the Department of Energy (DoE) in its 2010 Integrated Resource Plan, of a 42% share of all 
new power generation being derived from Renewable Energy produced by independent power 
producers (IPPs) by 2030. This project, by being related and necessary infrastructure to the 
Rietkloof WEF, will be required in order to realise the electricity supply benefits gained through the 
Rietkloof WEF project.  
 
Other benefits 
 
Further benefits to the local community may include various forms of short term job creation and 
contributions to local socio-economic and economic development programmes. 

HOW CAN YOU BE INVOLVED? 
 
A Public Participation Process (PPP) is being conducted as part of this Basic Assessment. The aim 
of the PPP is to allow everyone who is interested in, or likely to be affected by, the proposed 
development to provide input into the process.  
 
The Public Participation Process will include: 



 

 Advertisements in two newspapers; 

 Notice Boards placed on site; 

 Circulation of the BID (this document) to all I&APs and stakeholders 

 Community and focus group meetings; and 

 Review of all comments by registered I&APs and stakeholders, for inclusion into the Basic 
Assessment report for decision making.  

 
If you consider yourself an interested and/or affected person/party, it is important that you become 
and remain involved in the PPP. In order to do so please follow the steps below in order to ensure 
that you are continually informed of the project developments and will ensure your opportunity to 
raise issues and concerns pertaining to the project. 
 
STEP 1: Please register by responding in writing to our notification and invitation, with your name 
and contact details (details provided on cover page and below). As a registered I&AP you will be 
informed of all meetings, report reviews and project developments throughout the EIA process. 
 
STEP 2: Please send us any comments, concerns or queries you may have in relation to the 
proposed 132kV distribution line (this project). 
 
STEP 3: Attend meetings that will be held throughout the Basic Assessment process. As a 
registered I&AP, you will be invited to these meetings. 
 
EOH CES is required to engage with all private and public parties that may be interested and/or 
affected by the proposed G7 132kV distribution power line, in order to distribute information for 
review and comment in a transparent manner. 
 
In the same light, it is important for I&APs to note the following: 
 

1. In order for EOH CES to continue engaging with you, please ENSURE that you register on 

our database by contacting the representative below. 

2. As the Basic Assessment process is regulated by legally mandated and specific review and 

comment timeframes, it is your responsibility to submit your comments within these 

timeframes.  

Who to contact for enquiries and/comments: 
 
Mr Gideon Raath – Environmental Consultant 
 
Address: The Point,  Suite 408,  4th Floor,  76 Regent Road,  Sea Point, Cape Town,  8005. 
 
Tel: (021) 045 0900 ; Fax: (046) 622 6564 ; Email: g.raath@cesnet.co.za 



 

 
Figure 3: Properties and location of the G7 Rietkloof distribution line project. Located on the border of the Northern and 
Western Cape, South Africa. 



 

 

 
Figure 4a: Fine-scale map indicating the Bon Espirange distribution line alternatives. Located on the border of the Northern 
and Western Cape, South Africa. 
 



 

 

 
Figure 4b: Fine-scale map indicating the Central Hub Substation distribution line alternatives. Located on the border of the 
Northern and Western Cape, South Africa. 
 



 

 
 

 
Figure 4c: Fine-scale map indicating the Eskom Komsberg distribution line alternatives. Located on the border of the 
Northern and Western Cape, South Africa. 
 



 

 
Figure 4d: Fine-scale map indicating the Overview of all distribution line alternatives. Located on the border of the Northern 
and Western Cape, South Africa. 
 



 

I hereby wish to register as an Interested and Affected Party (I&AP) for the  

G7 Rietkloof 132kV electrical distribution power line Basic Assessment process 

Name: 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Organization:  

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

Postal address: 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

Email: 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Phone #: ____________________________________ Fax 

#:___________________________________ 

My initial comments, issues or concerns are: 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Other individuals, stakeholders, organisations or entities that should be registered are:  

Name: 

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Organization:  

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Postal address: 

___________________________________________________________________________________

___ 

Email: 

___________________________________________________________________________________



 

 


