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Savannah Environmental Public Process

From: Serame Motlhake <MotlhakeS@sentech.co.za>

Sent: 01 August 2018 11:58 AM

To: Savannah Environmental Public Process

Cc: 'Shaun Taylor'; Gabriele Stein; Abidan Sango; Tshifularo Sigwavhulimu; Hennie Tolsma

Subject: RE: APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION:

KARREEBOSCH WIND FARM AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE

Attachments: SENTECH Letter of Approval for Karreebosch Wind Farm_01 Agust 2018.pdf

Importance: High

Good Day,

The preliminary study indicates that there will be no interference caused to our networks. Attached please find
letter of approval.

Regards,

Serame

From: Savannah Environmental Public Process [mailto:publicprocess@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 01 August 2018 09:35 AM
To: Serame Motlhake <MotlhakeS@sentech.co.za>
Cc: 'Shaun Taylor' <shaun@savannahsa.com>; Gabriele Stein <gabriele@savannahsa.com>
Subject: RE: APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION: KARREEBOSCH WIND FARM
AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE

Good day,

Please find attached as requested.

Kind regards,

From: Serame Motlhake [mailto:MotlhakeS@sentech.co.za]
Sent: 01 August 2018 8:09 AM
To: Savannah Public Process <publicprocess@savannahsa.com>
Subject: RE: APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION: KARREEBOSCH WIND FARM
AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE
Importance: High

Good Morning Rozanne Els,

Can you kindly send us the layout of the planned Wind Farm in kml format so that a study could be done
determine if any of our networks will be affected.

Regards,

Serame
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From: Savannah Public Process [mailto:publicprocess@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 31 July 2018 04:26 PM
Subject: APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION: KARREEBOSCH WIND FARM AND
ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE

Dear Stakeholder

Karreebosch Wind Farm (Pty) Ltd received an Environmental Authorisation (EA) for the construction of the
Karreebosch Wind Farm and associated infrastructure in the Northern and Western Cape Provinces (DEA Ref:
14/12/16/3/3/2/807) on the 29thof January 2016. The applicant is considering an updated turbine model for the
project and is proposing the following:

» an increase in the rotor diameter for each turbine from 140m, to up to 160m;

» an increase in the hub height from 100m, to up to 125m; and

» an increase the generating capacity of each turbine from 2MW - 3.3MW, to 2MW up to 5.5MW.

It is also requested that the wind measuring mast height is increased from 100m to 125m. The height of the wind
measuring mast is to be increased in line with the hub height to take accurate wind measurements. Savannah
Environmental (Pty) Ltd have been appointed to submit the amendment application and motivation report to the
National Environmental Affairs. Please refer to the attached notification letter for details regarding the
amendments applied for and the availability of the motivation report for a 30-day review period.

Please do not hesitate to contact us should you require further information.

Kind regards,

Rozanne Els

Public Participation Co-ordinator | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 (0)11 656 3237 | Fax: +27 (0)86 684 0547

SAWEA Award for Leading Environmental Consultant for Wind Projects in 2013 & 2015
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Eskom requirements for work at or near Eskom infrastructure. 
 

 
1. Eskom’s rights and services must be acknowledged and respected at all 

times. 
 

2. Eskom shall at all times retain unobstructed access to and egress from its 
servitudes. 
 

3. Eskom’s consent does not relieve the developer from obtaining the necessary 
statutory, land owner or municipal approvals. 
 

4. Any cost incurred by Eskom as a result of non-compliance to any relevant 
environmental legislation will be charged to the developer. 

 
5. If Eskom has to incur any expenditure in order to comply with statutory 

clearances or other regulations as a result of the developer’s activities or 
because of the presence of his equipment or installation within the servitude 
restriction area, the developer shall pay such costs to Eskom on demand. 
 

6. The use of explosives of any type within 500 metres of Eskom’s services shall 
only occur with Eskom’s previous written permission. If such permission is 
granted the developer must give at least fourteen working days prior notice of 
the commencement of blasting. This allows time for arrangements to be made 
for supervision and/or precautionary instructions to be issued in terms of the 
blasting process. It is advisable to make application separately in this regard. 
 

7. Changes in ground level may not infringe statutory ground to conductor 
clearances or statutory visibility clearances. After any changes in ground 
level, the surface shall be rehabilitated and stabilised so as to prevent 
erosion. The measures taken shall be to Eskom’s satisfaction. 
 

8. Eskom shall not be liable for the death of or injury to any person or for the loss 
of or damage to any property whether as a result of the encroachment or of 
the use of the servitude area by the developer, his/her agent, contractors, 
employees, successors in title, and assignees. The developer indemnifies 
Eskom against loss, claims or damages including claims pertaining to 
consequential damages by third parties and whether as a result of damage to 
or interruption of or interference with Eskom’s services or apparatus or 
otherwise. Eskom will not be held responsible for damage to the developer’s 
equipment. 
 

9. No mechanical equipment, including mechanical excavators or high lifting 
machinery, shall be used in the vicinity of Eskom’s apparatus and/or services, 
without prior written permission having been granted by Eskom.  If such 
permission is granted the developer must give at least seven working days’ 
notice prior to the commencement of work. This allows time for arrangements 
to be made for supervision and/or precautionary instructions to be issued by 
the relevant Eskom Manager  
 
Note: Where and electrical outage is required, at least fourteen work days are 
required to arrange it. 
 



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

11. Under no circumstances shall rubble, earth or other material be dumped 
within the servitude restriction area. The developer shall maintain the area 
concerned to Eskom’s satisfaction. The developer shall be liable to Eskom for 
the cost of any remedial action which has to be carried out by Eskom. 
 

12. The clearances between Eskom’s live electrical equipment and the proposed 
construction work shall be observed as stipulated by Regulation 15 of the 
Electrical Machinery Regulations of the Occupational Health and Safety Act, 
1993 (Act 85 of 1993). 
 

13. Equipment shall be regarded electrically live and therefore dangerous at all 
times. 
 

14. In spite of the restrictions stipulated by Regulation 15 of the Electrical 
Machinery Regulations of the Occupational Health and Safety Act, 1993 (Act 
85 of 1993), as an additional safety precaution, Eskom will not approve the 
erection of houses, or structures occupied or frequented by human beings, 
under the power lines or within the servitude restriction area. 
 

15. Eskom may stipulate any additional requirements to highlight any possible 
exposure to Customers or Public to coming into contact or be exposed to any 
dangers of Eskom plant. 
 

16. It is required of the developer to familiarise himself with all safety hazards 
related to Electrical plant. 
 

17. Any third party servitudes encroaching on Eskom servitudes shall be 
registered against Eskom’s title deed at the developer’s own cost.  If such a 
servitude is brought into being, its existence should be endorsed on the 
Eskom servitude deed concerned, while the third party’s servitude deed must 
also include the rights of the affected Eskom servitude. 
 

 
 
John Geeringh (Pr Sci Nat) 
 
Senior Consultant Environmental Management 
Eskom GC: Land Development 
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The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature 

Board Members: Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairperson), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite Bond-Smith, Mr Mervyn 

Burton, Dr Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
Savannah Environmental 

P.O. Box 148  

Sunninyhill  Tel.: (011) 656 3237 

Johannesburg  Fax: 086 684 0547 

2157 

publicprocess@savannahsa.com 

 

Attention: Ms Rozanne Els 

 
CONSULTATION IN TERMS OF SECTION 24(O) AND (3), IN TERMS OF THE NEMA 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS (AS AMENDED), FOR THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION AMENDMENT APPLICATION FOR THE 
PROPOSED KAREEBOSCH WIND ENERGY FACILITY, NORTHERN AND WESTERN 
CAPE PROVINCES, LAINGSBURG LOCAL MUNICIPALITY. 
 
DEA EA Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/807 
 
CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the application and 

would like to make the following comments. Please note that our comments only pertain to 

the biodiversity related impacts and not to the overall desirability of the application.  

 

Given that the amendment is required in order to change technical aspects of the turbine 

specifications, it is deemed that there are no major additional environmental impacts other 

than those already evaluated in the environmental assessment associated with the 

development application as authorised.  

 

The following table was extracted from the documentation supplied by the consultant 

illustrates the proposed amendment application request: 

 
 

In addition to which, the location of the various turbines and infrastructure has not changed 

and only the holder of the Environmental Authorisation details are changing. It is noted that 

no additional Listed Activities will be triggered by the proposed amendments. 

 

The Avifaunal Impact Assessment and the Bat Impact Assessments have been revised 

accordingly, both finding in favour of the proposed changes.  

 

SCIENTIFIC SERVICES 

postal Private Bag X6546, George, 6530 

physical 4th Floor, York Park, Building,  

York Street, George, 6530 

website www.capenature.co.za  

enquiries Colin Fordham 

telephone +27 44 802 5328 fax +27 44 802 5313 

email  cfordham@capenature.co.za  

reference 14/2/6/1/5/2_LAIN/KAREE_WEF_2018/CF033 

date 6th September 2018 

 

mailto:publicprocess@savannahsa.com
http://www.capenature.co.za/
mailto:cfordham@capenature.co.za
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The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature 

Board Members: Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairperson), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite Bond-Smith, Mr Mervyn 

Burton, Dr Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack 

Since the Environmental Authorisation was granted, the Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial 

Plan (WCBSP 2017)1 and its associated Land Use Advice (LUA) Handbook (Pool-Stanvliet 

et al. 2017)2 have been published. It is therefore recommended these documents/maps be 

referenced accordingly and all relevant sections of the various reports be updated where 

necessary. These documents/maps are particularly relevant to the impact assessment 

sections of these reports and are current considered best available science in the field of 

conservation planning for the Western Cape. 

 

Given the above CapeNature does not object to the proposed amendment application. 

 

CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information 

based on any additional information that may be received. 

 
Yours sincerely 

 
Colin Fordham 
For:  Manager (Scientific Services) 

                                                 
1 Pence, G.Q.K. (2017). The Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan: Technical Report. In Prep. Western Cape Nature 
Conservation Board (CapeNature), Cape Town. 
2 Pool-Stanvliet, R., Duffell-Canham, A., Pence, G. & Smart, R. (2017). The Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan Handbook. 

Stellenbosch: CapeNature. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Final Comment
In terms of Section 38(4), 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999)

Attention: Karreebosch Wind Farm (Pty) Ltd

5th Floor, 125 Buitengracht Street
Cape Town 8001

Project Name: Karreebosch Wind Farm and Associated Infrastructure within the Karoo Hoogland Local
Municipality and the Laingsburg Local Municipality in the Northern Cape Province and Western Cape
Province. Applicant: Karreebosch Wind Farm (Pty) Ltd Proposed Activity: The establishment of a wind
energy facility on a site located approximately 30km north of Matjiesfontein, and approximately 40 km
south of Sutherland. Project Location: The site falls within the Karoo Hoogland Local Municipality,
Northern Cape and Laingsburg Local Municipality, Western Cape. The following properties form part
of the project development footprint: The following properties form part of the project development
footprint: Farm Appelsfontein 201, Remainder and Portion 1 and 2 of Ekkraal 199, Remainder and
Portion 1 of Karreebosch 200, Portion 1 of Karreekloof 196, Remainder and 1 of Klipbanksfontein 198,
Farm Kranskraal 189, Farm Oude Huis 195, Farm Rietfontein 197, Farm Roode Wal 187, Portion 2 of
Standvastigheid 210, Remainder of Wilgebosch Rivier 188, Farm Aprils Kraal 105 and Remainder and
Portion 1 of Bon Espirange 73. Application for Environmental Authorisation: Karreebosch Wind Farm
(Pty) Ltd has appointed Savannah Environmental as the independent environmental consultant to
complete the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process. In terms of sections 24 and 24D of
NEMA, as read with Government Notices R982, R983, R984 and R985, a Scoping and EIA process is
required for the proposed project.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed by Karreebosch Wind Farm (Pty) Ltd to conduct an
Environmental Authorisation (EA) Amendment Application process for the authorised Karreebosch Wind Farm,
near Sutherland, Northern Cape Province (DEA Ref: 14/12/16/3/3/2/807). A draft Motivation for Amendment
Report has been submitted in terms of the National Environmental Management Act, No 107 of 1998 (NEMA)
and the NEMA 2017 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations. The proposed amendments
include the following:

Wind turbine generation capacity from 2MW – 3.3MW to 2MW – 5.5MW;
Rotor diameter from 140 m to 160 m;
Hub height from 100 m to 125 m;

Karreebosch Wind Farm

Our Ref:

Enquiries: Natasha Higgitt Date: Wednesday September 26, 2018

Tel: 021 462 4502

Email: nhiggitt@sahra.org.za

Page No: 1

CaseID: 7379



 

 

 

 

 

 

Blade length from 70 m to 80 m;
Wind measuring mast height from 100 m to 125 m;
Change in contact details of the holder of the authorisation.

No proposed amendment to the physical layout and footprint is being requested.

In a Final Comment issued on SAHRIS Case ID 4503
(https://www.sahra.org.za/sahris/cases/roggeveld-wind-farm-phase-1), SAHRA stated that Turbines 28 and 29
would need to be removed from the footprint, which was supported in the EA submitted to the case, however
the EA Reference number (DEA Ref: 12/12/20/1988/1) differs from the current application i.e. before the
original Roggeveld WEF was split into three phases (Karreebosch is phase 2 of the Roggeveld WEF. See
Case ID 473 https://www.sahra.org.za/sahris/cases/roggeveld-wind-farm) and EIA in Case ID 6884 
https://www.sahra.org.za/sahris/cases/karreebosch-roggeveld-phase-2-wind-farm).

Final Comment

The SAHRA Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorites (APM) Unit notes the proposed amendment and is
satisfied that the proposed changes to the project will not impact significant heritage resources. The comments
provided in the Final Comment for Case ID 4503 with regards to turbines 28 and 29 are still valid and must be
adhered to. The following additional conditions must be included in the Environmental Management
Programme (EMPr):

The final Amendment Report must be submitted to the SAHRIS Case application for record purposes;
The condition provided in SAHRIS Case ID 473 with regards to the 3 km buffer from the R354 for the
original Roggeveld WEF is amended to 1 km so that Phase 2 (Karreebosch) is aligned with the
condition provided for Phase 1 of the project as per the Final Comment issued on SAHRIS Case ID
4503;
If any evidence of archaeological sites or remains (e.g. remnants of stone-made structures, indigenous
ceramics, bones, stone artefacts, ostrich eggshell fragments, charcoal and ash concentrations), fossils
or other categories of heritage resources are found during the proposed development, SAHRA APM
Unit (Natasha Higgitt/Phillip Hine 021 462 5402) must be alerted. If unmarked human burials are
uncovered, the SAHRA Burial Grounds and Graves (BGG) Unit (Thingahangwi Tshivhase/Mimi
Seetelo 012 320 8490), must be alerted immediately. A professional archaeologist or palaeontologist,
depending on the nature of the finds, must be contracted as soon as possible to inspect the findings. If
the newly discovered heritage resources prove to be of archaeological or palaeontological significance,

Karreebosch Wind Farm
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a Phase 2 rescue operation may be required subject to permits issued by SAHRA;
Should the project be granted the amended Environmental Authorisation, SAHRA must be notified and
all relevant documents submitted to the case file.

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

Yours faithfully

________________________________________ 
Natasha Higgitt
Heritage Officer
South African Heritage Resources Agency

________________________________________ 
Phillip Hine
Acting Manager: Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorites Unit
South African Heritage Resources Agency

ADMIN:
Direct URL to case: http://www.sahra.org.za/node/255743
(, Ref: )

Terms & Conditions:

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

2. If any heritage resources, including graves or human remains, are encountered they must be reported to SAHRA immediately.

Karreebosch Wind Farm
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3. SAHRA reserves the right to request additional information as required.
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