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

KwaZulu-Natal Heritage Act (Act 4 of 2008)

Attention: Eskom Holdings SOC Limited
Limpopo Operating Unit
Land Development and Environment  Section

Project Name: Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) Applicant: Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd
(Eskom) Location: The development is proposed on Portion 2 and Portion 4 of Erf 11376 which is
situated within Phase 1D of the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (RIDZ) located
approximately 6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton. The project site is
situated in the City of uMhlathuze Local Municipality which falls within jurisdiction of the King
Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province. Proposed Activity: The development of a
Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW on a project site with
an extent of 71ha. The development footprint will be up to 60ha in extent.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this development proposal as outlined above. The
Archaeological Scoping Report by Jan van der Walt and the field-based Paleontological Report by Elize Butler
have been considered . While the Paleontologist did not find any fossiliferrous material on the development
footprint , it is noted that both the palontological study and the archaeological desktop study confirm that the
area is generally sensitive in terms of heritage values. For this reason a field based Heritage Impact
Assessment is required. While the field-based paleontological study did not record any surface finds, the
possibility of sub-surface finds cannot be ruled out in the dune area and therefore a protocol for finds should
be submitted as part of the Heritage Impact Assessment Report to be conducted during the EIA phase . The
field-based survey that covers a comprehensive history of occupation of the area and living heritage aspects
should be submitted as part of the HIA report as the general area has yielded such sites. 

The HIA Study should cover:

Identification of all heritage resources in the development area and its surroundings -50m
Assessment of the impact of the development on such heritage
Evaluation of the impact of the development on heritage resources relative to the sustainable social
and economic benefits to be derived from the development
Results of consultation with communities affected by the proposed development  and other interested
and affected parties regarding the impact of the development on heritage resources.
Consideration of alternatives if heritage resources are affected by the development
Mitigation plans for any adverse effects during and after completion of the project
Table of all heritage resources identified .This should show Heritage resource type, description,
location, significance and reasons for this rating.

Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP)

Our Ref: SAH17/11535

Enquiries: Bernadet Pawandiwa Date: Wednesday March 14, 2018
Tel: 033 394 6543
Email: bernadetp@amafapmb.co.za Page No: 1
CaseID: 11535



 

 
 

 
   

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 
 

 
   

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Please download our list of Heritage Practitioners from our website www.heritagekzn.co.za.

Amafa will therefore provide further comment on the field-based full Heritage Impact Assessment Report once
its submitted.

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

Yours faithfully

________________________________________ 
Bernadet Pawandiwa
Senior Heritage Officer
Amafa/Heritage KwaZulu Natal

________________________________________ 
James van Vuuren
Deputy Director: Support Services, Technical
Amafa/Heritage KwaZulu Natal

ADMIN:
Direct URL to case: http://www.sahra.org.za/node/406986
(DEA, Ref: )

Terms & Conditions:

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

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

Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP)

Our Ref: SAH17/11535

Enquiries: Bernadet Pawandiwa Date: Wednesday March 14, 2018
Tel: 033 394 6543
Email: bernadetp@amafapmb.co.za Page No: 2
CaseID: 11535
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Savannah Public Process

From: Sharin Govender <Sharin.Govender@umhlathuze.gov.za>

Sent: Monday, March 4, 2019 2:29 PM

To: nicolene@savannahsa.com; Savannah Public Process; shaun@savannahsa.com

Cc: Almè du Plessis; Diaan Roode; Percy Langa

Subject: Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant Project: IDZ 1D

Good day Savannah colleagues

You may be aware that there is a feasibility study underway for the Oil and Gas development in Richards Bay. In lieu

of 1D being of strategic significance in this regard, please provide a link with all the specialist studies that have been

released in the public domain.

Regards

Sharin Govender

Projects Manager : Environmental Planning

Department: City Development

City of uMhlathuze

+2735 9075174 | +27824504187 | Sharin.Govender@umhlathuze.gov.za

>>> Savannah Public Process <publicprocess@savannahsa.com> 2/19/2019 2:31 PM >>>

RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE NEAR RICHARDS

BAY, KWAZULU-NATAL PROVINCE

DEA Ref.No.: To be issued

Dear Stakeholder,

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and associated

infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known as the Richards Bay

Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the

Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately 6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km

south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King

Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.

This e-mail serves to inform you as a registered Interested and Affected Party (RI&AP) and/or the organisation which

you represent, that it is Eskom's intent to re-submit the application for Environmental Authorisation to continue at

the initiation of the Environmental Impact Assessment Phase.

The attached letter will provide you with more information regarding the re-submission of the application for

Environmental Authorisation.

Please do not hesitate to contact us should you require any additional information at this stage.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter



COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT REVIEW AND COMMENT 

PERIOD 
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Savannah Public Process

From: Lizell Stroh <StrohL@caa.co.za>

Sent: Tuesday, April 30, 2019 8:58 AM

To: Savannah Public Process; nicolene@savannahsa.com; mabel@savannahsa.com

Subject: RE: EXTENSION OF REVIEW PERIOD: PROPOSED RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE

POWER PLAN

Attachments: Development around an Airport.pdf

Kindly note that application have to be send to obstacles@caa.co.za and (Please see “Obstacle Applications,
Management & Control” on http://www.caa.co.za/Pages/Contact%20Us/Contact-Us-Midrand.aspx .

The Obstacle Application process & procedure is published on http://www.caa.co.za/Pages/Obstacles/Urgent-
notices.aspx. Also see “Obstacle Application Process” under “Important Links” on the right hand side of the page
which explains the process. Also see “Guidance documents” (1.Development Around Aerodromes) & “Forms”
(CA139-27) published under “Important Links”.

When submitting the Obstacle Application Form (CA139-27) please attach all the supporting documents you
attached to this email. Please copy myself (strohl@caa.co.za) when submitting the applications.

Please contact me should you have any questions regarding this matter as we will gladly try to assist.

Please correspond with the Airport Management as an effected party.

Kind regards

Lizell Stroh

Obstacle Inspector

PANS-OPS Section

Air Navigation Services Department

Tel: +27 11 545 1232 | Mobile: +27 083 461 6660

Email: Strohl@caa.co.za| www.caa.co.za

Follow us on

From: Savannah Public Process <publicprocess@savannahsa.com>
Sent: Monday, 29 April 2019 11:52
To: nicolene@savannahsa.com; mabel@savannahsa.com
Subject: EXTENSION OF REVIEW PERIOD: PROPOSED RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLAN

Dear Stakeholders and Interested and Affected Parties,

The public participation process for the above-mentioned project has reference.

Please note that the original review period on the draft EIAr, as communicated, is being extended by 2
weeks until Friday, 10 May 2019 in order to accommodate requests from various parties.
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You are kindly requested to please submit your written comments before, but no later than Friday, 10
May 2019.

Thank you to those stakeholders and Interested and Affected Parties who submitted their written
comments on the draft EIAr.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter

Public Participation and Social Consultant | 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

Confidentiality and Disclaimer Notice: This email contains the South African Civil Aviation Authority
(�SACAA�) confidential information intended only for the person to whom it is addressed and access to this e-mail
by anyone else is unauthorized. Any recipient who is not a named addressee is not entitled to read the rest of the
email or disclose its contents to any person or take copies. An incorrect addressee is requested to notify SACAA
immediately by return email. Whilst all reasonable steps are taken to ensure the accuracy and integrity of information
and data transmitted electronically and to preserve the confidentiality thereof, no liability or responsibility whatsoever
is accepted if information or data is, for whatever reason, corrupted or does not reach its intended destination. In the
event that this e mail is of a personal nature and not business related, the recipient must note that this e-mail is not
authorised by, or sent on behalf of the senders employer.

This email has been scanned for email related threats and delivered safely by Mimecast.
For more information please visit http://www.mimecast.com
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Savannah Public Process

From: Savannah Public Process

Sent: Friday, June 21, 2019 7:58 AM

To: Stephanus Petrus Viljoen

Cc: Ross Hoole

Subject: RE: Comment on EIA Report: Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant

Dear Stephanus.

Thank you for the feedback below.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter
Public Participation & Social Consultant | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 (0)11 656 3237 | Cell: +27 (0)60 978 8396 | Fax: +27 (0)86 684 0547
SAWEA Award for Leading Environmental Consultant for Wind Projects in 2013 & 2015

From: Stephanus Petrus Viljoen <Stephanus.Viljoen@drdlr.gov.za>
Sent: Thursday, June 20, 2019 12:33 PM
To: Savannah Public Process <publicprocess@savannahsa.com>
Cc: Ross Hoole <ross.hoole@drdlr.gov.za>
Subject: RE: Comment on EIA Report: Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant

Hi Nicolene,

We were able to download the documentation.

From our side we will only comment on issues related to Land Reform.
It is important to note that a land claim was lodged against the property.
We are looking into the status of this claim and will provide additional information shortly.

We trust the above to be in order but should you require any further information please do not hesitate to contact our offices
on (033) 264 1401 or (033) 264 1419.

Kind Regards

Stephan Viljoen Pr. Pln A/077/2008 (BTRP)
Chief Town and Regional Planner
Spatial Planning and Land Use Management (KZN)
Dept. of Rural Development & Land Reform

Cell: 072 074 7218
Tel: 033-264 1419
Fax: 033-264 1413

Website: www.ruraldevelopment.gov.za
e-mail: stephanus.viljoen@drdlr.gov.za

From: Savannah Public Process [mailto:publicprocess@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 20 June 2019 12:25
To: Stephanus Petrus Viljoen <Stephanus.Viljoen@drdlr.gov.za>
Cc: Ross Hoole <ross.hoole@drdlr.gov.za>
Subject: RE: Comment on EIA Report: Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant

Dear Stephan,
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With reference to our e-mail trail below, I am just following up whether your Department was successful with
downloading the Report and relevant Appendices.

Would you also please be so kind and inform us whether your Department will be submitting written comments.

Please do not hesitate to contact us should your Department require any additional information.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter
Public Participation & Social Consultant | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 (0)11 656 3237 | Cell: +27 (0)60 978 8396 | Fax: +27 (0)86 684 0547
SAWEA Award for Leading Environmental Consultant for Wind Projects in 2013 & 2015

From: Savannah Public Process
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2019 4:35 AM
To: Stephanus Petrus Viljoen <Stephanus.Viljoen@drdlr.gov.za>
Cc: Ross Hoole <ross.hoole@drdlr.gov.za>
Subject: RE: Comment on EIA Report: Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant

Dear Stephan,

Please find herewith the Release Code to access the Report and Appendices on our website: TYFyYd^C8t

I am also sending the documents to you via WeTransfer.

Please do not hesitate to contact us should you experience any problems with downloading the documents.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter
Public Participation & Social Consultant | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 (0)11 656 3237 | Cell: +27 (0)60 978 8396 | Fax: +27 (0)86 684 0547
SAWEA Award for Leading Environmental Consultant for Wind Projects in 2013 & 2015

From: Stephanus Petrus Viljoen <Stephanus.Viljoen@drdlr.gov.za>
Sent: Tuesday, June 11, 2019 12:56 PM
To: Savannah Public Process <publicprocess@savannahsa.com>
Cc: Ross Hoole <ross.hoole@drdlr.gov.za>
Subject: Comment on EIA Report: Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant

Good Day Nicolene,

We have been tasked to comment on the “Proposed Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) And Associated

Infrastructure near Richards Bay, Kwazulu Natal Province”.

We received the letter requesting comment from our national office but not the CD.

Could you please make the documentation available via Dropbox (or similar method)?

We trust the above to be in order but should you require any further information please do not hesitate to contact our offices
on (033) 264 1401 or (033) 264 1419.

Kind Regards

Stephan Viljoen Pr. Pln A/077/2008 (BTRP)
Chief Town and Regional Planner
Spatial Planning and Land Use Management (KZN)
Dept. of Rural Development & Land Reform
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Cell: 072 074 7218
Tel: 033-264 1419
Fax: 033-264 1413

Website: www.ruraldevelopment.gov.za
e-mail: stephanus.viljoen@drdlr.gov.za



Department of Agriculture, Land Reform & Rural Development 1 

 
 

Directorate: Spatial Planning and Land Use Management, KwaZulu-Natal, Branch SPLUM, 
83 Peter Kerchhoff (Chapel) Street, Pietermaritzburg, Private Bag X9000, Pietermaritzburg, 3200. 

Tel (033) 264 1400, Fax (033) 264 1413. 

Enquires: SP Viljoen 
File Ref: RBCCPP 

Savanah Environmental (Pty) Ltd. 

First Floor, Block 2 

5 Woodlands Drive Office Park 

WOODMEAD 

2191 

 

Attention:  Nicolene Venter 

 

Dear Madam/Sir 

 

COMMENT ON THE PROPOSED RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT 

 

With reference to the above-mentioned matter, the Department of Agriculture, Land Reform and Rural 

Development (The Department) thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Proposed Development 

of the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (RBCCPP). 

 

From a socio-economic perspective the Department supports in principle the proposed RBCCPP based 

on the following aspects: 

 Number of direct and indirect employment opportunities created during the construction phase 

(temporary employment) as well as the opportunities created during the operational Phase 

(Permanent employment),  

 The skills development programme during the construction phase which leads to empowerment 

of the neighbouring community, and the long term positive impact this will have on general 

household income. 

 The potential increased production capability of the Richards Bay Special Economic Zone 

(RBSEZ), and the subsequent realisation of the Strategic Plans of the uMhlathuze Local 

Municipality. 

 The limited negative impact the proposed development will have on the surrounding environment, 

since the site is situated within the area earmarked for the RBSEZ. 

 

It needs to be noted that a Restitution Land Claim was lodged against the property, it is still under 

investigation and it has not yet been gazetted. The claim covers a large portion of land, and due to the 

complexity thereof, we can unfortunately not give timeframes for processing and finalisation of this claim. 

 

We trust the above to be in order. Should you require any additional information, please contact us at 

your earliest convenience. 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

_____________________________ 

Mr SP Viljoen 

Chief Town and Regional Planner 

Spatial Planning and Land Use Management (KZN) 

Department of Agriculture, Land Reform & Rural Development 

Date: 2019 / 06 / 28 
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Lisa Opperman

From: Sharin Govender <Sharin.Govender@umhlathuze.gov.za>

Sent: Monday, July 8, 2019 9:40 AM

To: Tobile Bokwe; Warren Funston; 'Koogendran Govender'; Tinyiko Masondo; Mpho

Muswubi; 'nelsonpa@eskom.co.za'; 'Anita Rautenbach';

Dominic.wieners@kznwildlife.com; Percy Langa; Jo-Anne Thomas; Lisa Opperman;

Andrew Husted

Cc: Thobeka Dlamini; Neeran Maharaj; Siboniso Zungu; Brenda Strachan

Subject: 000000Re: Richards Bay CCPP Project - Telecon to discuss the Wetland Offset Strategy

Dear Lisa

Unfortunately I am committed on other work engagements and would not be able to participate in the telecon.

As uMhlathuze Municipality, and further to our EIA comment submission relating to the subject matter, we wish to

provide the following inputs

1. Based on the specialists findings, as well as historic agreements with Ezemvelo re Phase ID, Portion 1 of Erf 11376

does not adequately address the biodiversity offset requirements for the CCPP.

2. Additional areas must be investigated. It would be preferred if such area is spatially and ecologically connected to

Portion 1.

3. We accept there are challenges in fulfilling the previous Pulp United MoA (ie in terms of proclaiming the 3 lakes

in question)

4. Without preempting resolutions from today's discussion, a biodiversity offset around Lake Nsezi would be a

viable option.

5. the uMhlathuze water stewardship partnership (uWASP) COULD be a vehicle to implement management actions

relating to the above. Details regarding the uWASP can be forwarded on to this committee for

further consideration of its appropriateness.

6. If agreed, a needs assessment would need to be undertaken to clearly determine net biodiversity gains of the

offset, nature of activities to achieve such, roles and responsibilities and even associated capital costs involved

I hope these inputs would assist resolve this matter

Kind regards

Sharin
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Planning Division: IEM Section 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Draft Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIR), and the associated specialist reports for the 

abovementioned application has been reviewed by the Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife (Ezemvelo) IEM Planning 

Committee.  

It is submitted that the significance of the cumulative loss of wetlands and associated biodiversity has been 

adequately assessed, and the recommendation for a plan to consider the cumulative loss for the larger 

catchment is supported. In addition, the conclusion drawn that the applicant should involve themselves in the 

conservation of other wetland opportunities is also supported, and Ezemvelo supports the realization of this 

through an Offset Plan for the project. 

It must be noted however that the review of the specialist reports has highlighted some concerns with 

regards the proposed offset areas. The report refers to an “MOU Offset Area”, and additionally to Option 2 

receiving areas. It is brought to your attention that through the historical IDZ EIA process (the receiving site 

falls on an IDZ land parcel), offset areas were agreed to and it was resolved through an MOU between 

Ezemvelo and the Umhlatuze Municipality which receiving areas would be proclaimed – MOU Attached. It 

should be noted that progress has been halted since the signing of the MOU. During the initial engagements 

with stakeholders, the proposal was mooted that, as part of the offset discussions required for developing the 

proposed Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP), that Eskom would be able to assist the Municipality with 

support for the proclamation of these areas. These discussions were held in absence of the baseline 

information presented in the EIR, that the wetlands on Portion 1 would not suffice to address the residual 

impact resulting in the loss of wetlands on Portion 2. In addition, the risk of the CCPP to Portion 1, has been 

identified to render this as a sub-optimal choice as a wetland offset receiving area. 

Enquiries: Dominic Wieners                                          Your Ref: None Provided 
 
Savannah Environmental 
PO Box 148 
Sunninghill 
2157 

09 July 2019 
ATTENTION: NICOLENE VENTER 
 
Dear Ms Venter 
 
PROPOSED RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT (CCPP) AND ASSOCIATED 
INFRASTRUCTURE 
District Municipality: King Cetshwayo 
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In the context of the above, it is strongly advised that the project team draft an offset management plan, 

which clearly outlines: 

• The objectives of the offset,   

• The possible alternatives for offset receiving areas with an assessment of respective positive and 

negative attributes for each potential alternative. The list should also indicate land ownership and 

possible constraints, how the area is to be secured, what the outcomes of each alternative would be 

in terms of contribution to the required offset, what finance mechanisms and controls would be 

required for the long term provisions and possible liabilities, and what involvement would be required 

from other stakeholders. 

• The best recommended offset receiving alternative. 

• Recommended management interventions to achieve best practicable conservation outcomes on the 

ground, which satisfy the objectives of the offset. 

• Recommended programme for offset implementation, with realistic timeframes and measurable 

stages for auditing purposes. 

• Recommended appropriate legal mechanism for securing offset receiving area in perpetuity, or for 

the length of the impact. 

• Recommended members of the Offset Oversight Committee. 

It should be noted that programmes such as clearing of alien invasive weeds for a period of 2 years on their 

own, for example, would not suffice as an acceptable on the ground conservation outcome. It is however, 

recommended as part of a management approach for rehabilitation of the offset receiving area.  

Ezemvelo looks forward to working together with the applicant in securing suitable offset receiving areas 

which would address the requirements above, and which would satisfy offset principlesi and the specific 

objectives. 

Should you wish to discuss any of the points raised above or should any further biodiversity issues arise 

please do not hesitate to contact our offices. 

Yours sincerely 
 
pp 
 
Coordinator IEM 
For CEO : EZEMVELO KZN WILDLIFE 
DATE : 09 July 2019 
 
C:\Dom\Alternative Energy\11636_RichardsBayCCPP\11636_RichardsBayCCPP_OfficialComment_090719 
cc: Sharin Govender (City of Umhlatuze), Warren Funston (Eskom) 

                                                 
i You are referred to Section 2.3 of Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife (2013) Comprehensive Guideline for Biodiversity Offsets: KwaZulu-Natal Province, South 
Africa for a list of principles guiding biodiversity offsets, adapted and drawn from internationally used principles. 
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>>> Lisa Opperman 7/5/2019 9:20 AM >>>

Good Day,
Please note that the wetland specialist is not available for the call today (05 July) due to a family emergency. Please
can we move the call to Monday 08 July @ 11:00?
Kindly accept the calendar invitation for the telecon to be held on Monday 08 July 2019 at 11:00.
The purpose of the call is to discuss the wetland offset strategy of the Richards Bay CCPP project.
Please use the dial-in details below:
1). Participants to call: 0862 000 000 | +27 862 000 000 (international callers)
2). Select option 1
3). Dial 19735#
Please let me know should you require any further information.
Kind regards
Lisa

Lisa Opperman
Environmental Consultant

t: +27 (0) 11 656 3237

f: +27 (0) 86 684 0547

e: lisa.o@savannahsa.com
c: +27 (0) 84 920 3111

SAWEA Award for Leading Environmental Consultant on Wind Projects in 2013 & 2015



COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE REVISED 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT 

REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD 

(24 July 2019 to 26 August 2019) 



DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, FORESTRY AND 

FISHERIES 





Department of Water and Sanitation 







Department of Environmental Affairs







Department of Economic Development, Tourism and 

Environmental Affairs 







King Cetshwayo District Municipality 
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Nicolene Venter

From: Londeka Ngcobo <ngcobolo@kingcetshwayo.gov.za>

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 3:47 PM

To: Nicolene Venter; Savannah Public Process

Cc: Wisdom Mpofu

Subject: COMMENTS ON ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR ESKOM’S

COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT ON PORTION 2 11376, PHASE 1D, RICHARDS

BAY

Good Day Nicolene

Kindly note the official EIA comments below from King Cetshwayo District Municipality.

COMMENTS ON ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR ESKOM’S
COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT ON PORTION 2 11376, PHASE 1D, RICHARDS BAY

King Cetshwayo District Municipality (KCDM) wishes to thank you for the extension to comment

on the proposed above mentioned development. The report is acknowledged and supported

based on the proposed development being in line with Conference of Parties (COP) climate

change signing of the Paris Agreement to committing to reducing Global Climate Change

impacts which South Africa is part of with below mentioned recommendations:

i. The granting of this application however must be subject to the availability of natural gas to supply the Gas

plant.

ii. Clarity is required as to whether the Baseline Grid Emission Factor refers to CO2 e/ per unit

energy from conventional coal fired power stations as per climate change assessment

iii. Clear mitigation outline on whether there would be a need for translocation and recreation of

habitat to offset unavoidable impacts as per Biodiversity assessment.

Should you have further enquiries, please contact the Control Environmental Officer, Ms

Londeka Ngcobo at Tel: 035-799 2684, or email: ngcobolo@kingcetshwayo.gov.za

Londeka Ngcobo

The Department of Environmental Affairs

CD: Environmental Sector Performance

D: Local Government Support

seconded to King Cetshwayo District family of municipalities, Richards Bay( kzn)

Tel: 035 799 2684
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Cell: 081 547 9435

"...Still I rise..." Maya Angelou



Key Stakeholders and Interested and Affected 

Parties 
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Savannah Public Process

From: Savannah Public Process

Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 12:42 PM

To: Nicola Botha

Subject: Richards Bay CCPP Project: Acknowledgement of Comment and Questions for

Clarification

Dear Nicola,

Please receive herewith our acknowledgement of your comments in your e-mail below.

To ensure that we respond correctly to your comments submitted, would you please be so kind to confirm our
understanding of:

 We built more biogas power stations in South Africa
Can it please be confirmed whether this is a statement that biogas power stations have been built in South
Africa; or
That South Africa must rather build power stations using biogas?

 Do a EIA on Trasnet natural gas
The undertaking of an EIA for Transnet for natural gas does not form part of Savannah Environmental’s
Scope of Work and therefore we cannot respond to the request formally.

Hope you find above-mentioned in order.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter
Public Participation & Social Consultant | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 (0)11 656 3237 | Cell: +27 (0)60 978 8396 | Fax: +27 (0)86 684 0547
SAWEA Award for Leading Environmental Consultant for Wind Projects in 2013 & 2015

From: Nicola Botha <nicolabothacao@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2019 9:17 AM
To: Savannah Public Process <publicprocess@savannahsa.com>
Subject: Natural Gas

Dear Savannahsa
No to gas power station in South Africa and do a EIA on Transnet natural gas . We built more biogas power station in
South Africa.
Thanks
Nicola Botha
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     P O Box 10299, Meerensee, 3901 Tel: +27 (35) 7892471 or +27 (83) 515 2384 

     Office A6-A7, Smart Plan Building, 95 Dollar Drive, Richards Bay 

     E-mail: info@rbcaa.co.za Web Site: www.rbcaa.org.za 

      

 

                                                                                                                                                     

26 August 2019                                       
                                   

 
Savannah Environmental 
P.O.Box 148 
Sunninghill 
2157 
 
 
 
Attention:  Nicolene Venter publicprocess@savannahsa.com 
       

   
                    
RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT (CCPP) AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE 

Applicant: Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd 

 

 

COMMENT:   REVISED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT (EIAR): 

 

The comments provided below are based on the Richards Bay Clean Air Association’s (RBCAA) review of the 

Revised Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR), prepared by Savannah Environmental, dated July 

2019, and associated Appendices.   

 

The issues raised in the RBCAA’s submission, dated 10 May 2019, have been correctly captured in the Revised 

EIAR, and the Comments and Responses Report. 

 

The RBCAA is satisfied that the impacts of emissions from the proposed Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) 

have been adequately assessed in the Revised Atmospheric Impact Report. 

 

It is noted that emergency events are likely to result in off-site exceedances of SO2 and NOx. 

 

The RBCAA remains concerned that H2S emissions will contribute to off-site TRS exceedances, and odour 

complaints. 
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Although predicted concentrations for other pollutants demonstrate compliance, it has to be noted that the 

proposed CCPP will nonetheless contribute to existing concentrations. 

  

RECOMMENDATIONS:   
      
Should the proposed CCPP receive authorisation the RBCAA recommends that the Authorisation should be  

subject to; 

 

1. Approval and construction of LNG facility, Pipeline and Transmission Infrastructure. 

2. Submission of a Carbon Emissions Management Plan. 

3. Submission of an Air Quality Monitoring Plan.  

4. The CCPP may only operate as a mid-merit plant, and not a baseload plant.  

5. Stringent conditions regarding the operation of the CCPP using diesel as a source of fuel, in order to 

mitigate off-site exceedances. 

6. Membership of the RBCAA 

 

Thank you for affording the Richards Bay Clean Air Association (RBCAA) the opportunity to comment on the 

above proposed project. 

 

The RBCAA reserves the right to amend and \or provide further comment.  

 
 
Yours faithfully, 

 
MS S CAMMINGA 
CHAIRMAN EIA COMMITTEE  



 

 

Nicolene Venter                                                             Date: 26 August 2019 

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd 

1st Floor, Block 2,  

5 Woodlands Drive Office park,  

Cnr of Woodlands Drive & Western Service Road,  

Woodmead, 2191 

Email: nicolene@savannahsa.com 

 

Project Name: Richards Bay Combined Cycle 

Power Plant (CCPP) and 

Associated Infrastructure near 

Richards Bay 

DEA Ref. No: 14/12/16/3/3/2/1123  

 

Dear Sirs and Mesdames  
 
Comments on the Revised EIAr for the proposed Richards Bay 
Combined Cycle Power Plant project, KwaZulu-Natal Province, by 
Eskom (Pty) Ltd:  
Revised Environmental Impact Assessment Report; Environmental 
Management Programme; Waste Management Licence Application 
Report; and Atmospheric Emission Licence Application  
 
Introduction  
 
We make these submissions on behalf of groundWork. groundWork is a non-
profit environmental justice service and developmental organization working 
primarily in Southern Africa in the areas of Climate & Energy Justice, Coal, 
Environmental Health, Global Green and Healthy Hospitals, and Waste. 

mailto:nicolene@savannahsa.com


 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

groundWork is the South African member of Health Care Without Harm and 
Friends of the Earth International.  
 
Below, we elaborate on a few of the deficiencies in the Revised Environmental 
Impact Assessment report (Revised EIAr).  
  

1. Failure to adequately assess cumulative impacts 

 “The preceding impact assessment chapter has reported on the 

assessment of the impacts associated with the RB CCPP only, not 

taking into account similar surrounding developments from a 

cumulative perspective. This chapter therefore considers the potential 

cumulative impacts associated with the development of the project.” 
1The lack of adequate assessment of cumulative impacts in 

consideration of other existing activities in the area. Richards Bay is the 

home of other polluting processing plants such as Foskor Phosphoric 

acid and Phosphate processing plant, Mondi wood processing plant, 

and Aluminium smelter, ““Hillside Aluminium uses the Hall-Héroult 

process and Pechiney Technology (AP-30 electrolytic pots) to produce 

aluminium from alumina by electrolysis. The major emissions which are 

contained, treated and monitored are:- 

Solid Particulates: These include carbon, alumina (aluminium 
oxide), fluorides and condensed hydrocarbons. 
Carbon Dioxide and Carbon Monoxide: These gases are 
generated during the electrolysis process as the carbon in the 
anode reacts with oxygen in the molten electrolytic liquid. 
Gaseous Fluorides: These have evaporated from the molten 
electrolytic liquid. 
Sulphur Dioxide: Sulphur dioxide is generated during the 
anode oxidation (as above) and during the baking of the anodes 
before they are used in the pots.”2 

2. The construction of the RB CCPP project in the area already occupied 

by polluting industries will exacerbate the pollution problem. According 

to the report, ‘The cumulative water resource impacts, considering the 

                                                 
1
 Assessment of Potential Cumulative Impacts p248 

2
 https://www.environment.co.za/environmental-issues/richards-bay-faqs.html 

https://www.environment.co.za/environmental-issues/richards-bay-faqs.html


 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

development of RB CCPP within the surrounding area will be of High 

significance. However, a wetland offset plan (Appendix E) has been 

compiled in consultation with the local conservation authority 

(Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife). The wetland offset plan offers a long-term 

conservation solution to conserve other wetlands in the region through 

offsetting the significant residual impacts to wetlands on the project 

site.’3 

 
3. The lands targeted to be used to offset the lost wetlands were already 

existing wetlands. It is questionable how a lost wetland could be offset 

with another one that is already existing. This clearly shows that a 

wetland cannot be offset. The targeted land for construction of the 

project would be a lost wetland with no replacement. 

Market 

 

4. Offsets are internationally defined as market-based instruments. The 

DEA discussion paper implies that offsets may also be non-market (we 

will call them ‘direct offsets’) but does not distinguish between them. 

  
5. Market-based offsets subordinate nature – and ultimately the biosphere 

as a whole - to the law of value determined by the market since “it is 

only through this that nature can be ‘valued’ and thus efficiently 

managed and allocated”. Effectively, this is handing power to the 

market. This power will be increasingly remote and indifferent to 

ecological values as tradable offsets and offset derivatives may be 

traded on global securities markets. 

  
6. Direct offsets – where a specified offset is required as a condition of 

project approval and is not to be traded or sold – do not necessarily 

escape market power. Rather, that power may be expressed by the 

unequal market value of what is damaged and what is preserved, and 

by the impermanence of the latter when market values change. 

 

                                                 
3
 P 255  



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

7. Further, offsets are supposed to be based on equivalent ecological 

values which can then be exchanged ‘like for like’ as if the place has no 

consequence. The calculation of such equivalences is not only 

reductive and generally specious, but also a necessary precursor to 

trading. Direct offsets may therefore facilitate the development of 

markets even if they are excluded. Assuming that ecological functions 

do acquire market value, it may be anticipated that business lobbies 

will emerge to convert non-tradable to tradable assets. 

A unique context? 

 

8. It is argued that South African context makes the prospects for 

offsetting different to other locations. We agree. We think that the risks 

exposed elsewhere are magnified and multiplied in the local context. 

This is because regulatory capacity is weak and economic power is 

highly concentrated within the minerals-energy complex (MEC). Hence, 

handing power to the market hands more power to the MEC which is 

noted for its disdain for anything perceived as an impediment to profits 

– including environmental or social ethics and legal prohibitions. 

 
9. We think the challenge is to strengthen existing regulatory capacity and 

planning processes rather than taking on new and more complex 

regulatory tasks in a context where the regulator is already 

disempowered by being made to play by market rules. 

The poor record of offsets 

 

10. The argument that South Africa is different also side-steps the problem 

that there is no real evidence that offsets work. To the contrary, they 

have a dismal record. Carbon offsets are associated with 

dispossession in southern countries and the pervasive ‘gaming of the 

system’ or outright corruption. It has served as a subsidy to big 

polluters without reducing emissions. 

 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

11. Australia is often cited as demonstrating biodiversity offset benefits. 

However, Dr Philip Gibbons and Professor Jochen Zeil of the 

Australian National University comment on the irony that “conserving 

our biodiversity is becoming dependent on its destruction”. They 

conclude that government is using offsets to save money “at the 

expense of threatened species”. 

 
12. And while there is no evidence that they do work, there is evidence that 

they don’t. Friends of the Earth and FERN4 cite several case studies 

from the UK, Europe and Australia. 

 
13. The record in South Africa appears even worse. Projects such as the 

Vele mine offset agreement with CoAL confirm our comments about 

regulatory capacity above. This is made worse by the inclination for 

secrecy and the exclusion of civil society from the relevant committees. 

 

Polluter pays 

 

14. It is also argued that offsets are a way of making the polluter pay. We 

think that the end result of giving power to the market, is that the 

polluter will conjure up an additional profit paid for by the public – as is 

the case with carbon offsetting. 

Options 

 

15. At the DEA’s offset workshop, civil society organisations called for a 

moratorium on offsetting. 

 
16. The facilitator repeatedly suggested that this would imply that all 

development must stop. In so far as much of what is called 

development profits the rich at the cost of poor people and the 

environment, this is not a bad idea. The suggestion, however, is a 
                                                 
4
 FoE and FERN, Case studies of biodiversity offsetting: voices from the ground, 2 June 2014. 

 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

decoy since most environmental authorisations, thus far, have been 

issued without offsets. We are concerned that offsets will become 

routine and will be routinely abused as the numbers increase 

exponentially but monitoring and enforcement capacity does not. 

  
17. At present, there is no register and no knowing how many 

authorisations do include offsets. Moreover, the workshop was told that 

some – also an unknown number - are negotiated in secret. We 

strongly support the proposal that existing offsets should be registered 

and made public. 

 
18. As groundWork, we wish to go beyond the civil society call for an end 

to all offsets. We believe that the resources of the state should rather 

go into strengthening the regulatory and spatial planning processes. 

 
19. At the workshop, there was a call to distinguish different kinds of offset 

according to the ecological and regulatory context: 

20. It was generally agreed that the air offsets will not work. Those 

proposed by Eskom and Sasol are viewed as a way of shifting blame 

onto communities. There is no comparison in the scale of emissions 

from industrial and domestic sources and it was argued that 

interventions to reduce domestic emissions are a responsibility of 

government and should not depend on offsets. It is particularly galling 

that government has failed to address domestic emissions in any 

meaningful way but, over the last decade, has tried to do it on the 

cheap with the risible Basa programme. 

 
21. Water and wetland offsets were also seen as problematic. The Sasol 

water offset, for example, was seen as a resource grab justified by 

fixing leaks in Emfuleni while wetland offsets seem to have a short 

shelf life with no effective monitoring. 

 
22. Several participants had a more favourable view of bio-diversity offsets 

arguing that there is potential for good offset projects. We are 

concerned that there may be a very wide gap between potential and 

realisation. Beyond that, we believe these good projects should be 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

done anyway – just as the Emfuleni leaks should be fixed anyway – 

and not left to the lottery of offsets. 

 
23. The remaining justification for offsets is that none of these things 

happen anyway because government doesn’t or can’t do its job. But if it 

can’t do its job, it won’t manage offsets either. In that case, future 

offsets will be much like past offsets – like the wetland destroyed by the 

mine that used it to offset an earlier development. 

 
24. We believe that government needs to strengthen its primary regulatory 

and planning capacity rather than trying to offset them. Spatial planning 

is particularly important for biodiversity and healthy wetlands and rivers 

which can provide clean water. We think that the rigorous application of 

the environment right in the Bill of Rights to all planning and processes 

will provide a more coherent approach for good projects and give better 

results all round than offsets. 

 

Summary of concerns: 

 

25. The use of offsets inverts the mitigation hierarchy. Offsets will always 

be preferred to mitigation measures if they are cheaper (e.g. Eskom 

and Sasol’s air quality offset proposals). Hence, there will be pressure 

to cut costs of the offset. 

 
26. Offsets are used to justify the unjustifiable: projects that should be 

rejected are permitted on the basis of offset proposals; illegal practices 

(e.g. exceedance of minimum emission standards) are permitted on the 

basis of offsets. 

 
27. Regulatory capacity is inadequate to the task and provides no 

oversight. The assumption that offsetting compensates for weak 

regulatory and planning capacity is false. To the contrary, it 

exacerbates it. 

 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

28. Offsets will tempt government to abandon responsibilities rather than 

build capacity to meet them – thus playing into the arms of the 

business lobby (next item). 

 
29. Offsets will call forth a business lobby for weak regulation of a new 

market in offset buying and selling on the argument that the market will 

be more ‘efficient’ than regulation – that is efficient in money terms, not 

biodiversity terms but proponents will elide the difference. In the UK, 

business proponents are lobbying against government establishing a 

central registry of offsets – which will prevent any national overview 

and inhibit evaluation.5 

 
30. Destruction from the original project is certain, benefits of the offset are 

not – indeed, some offsets may themselves be destructive. Offsets 

usher in the commodification and financialization of nature. 

 
31. If there is real money involved (as proponents hope) big capital will 

move in. Offset providers will not be restricted to small and ethical 

biodiversity practitioners. It will be profit driven. 

 
32. Offsets will not be maintained if profits or securities (bought and sold 

globally) decline, offset providers are bankrupted or property values 

favour different land-use. In the UK, business proponents are already 

arguing for time limited offsets to avoid ‘sterilising’ land – meaning 

removing it from the market. In this context, it is striking that what is 

economically sterile is ecologically fecund and vice versa. 

 
33. The use of offsets will depend on a series of false equivalences – 

between what is destroyed and what is preserved and between 

ecological and money values. (How many chameleons are worth a 

hawk and what’s the price?) 

 

                                                 
5
 Sian Sullivan and Mike Hannis, Nets and frames, losses and gains: Value struggles in engagements 

with biodiversity offsetting in England, Leverhulme Centre for the Study of Value, University of 

Manchester, June 2014. 

 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

34. Offsetting will mask the fact that habitat and species loss is 

irreplaceable. ‘No net loss’ is merely an advertising slogan. 

 
35. Calculation of offsets and equivalences will depend on reductive 

simplifications of complex ecological systems. 

 
36. This will start with delimiting the supposed area of impact: e.g. focusing 

on a wetland and its immediate surrounds and excluding cumulative 

impacts on the catchment. (Note: this is already common practice in 

EIAs so it is very likely to be transferred to offsets.) 

 
37. People may be removed for the original project (e.g. to make way for 

mines) and then again for the offset itself. This may be because people 

lose jobs with the change of land-use (already observed on the change 

from farms to game farms and the eviction of farmworkers) or because 

people who used land and natural resources in the offset area are 

excluded from doing so (as is likely in former Bantustan areas). 

 
38. People will lose access to natural areas and resources turned over to 

development and offset at distant locations. 

 
39. Within specific catchments or airsheds, the offsets may be 

overwhelmed by the accumulation of destructive activities – e.g. acid 

mine drainage ruins wetlands preserved as offsets to the mining 

projects; air quality offsets fall far short of the scale and geographic 

spread of industrial pollution (e.g. the Eskom and Sasol proposed 

offsets).    

 
Excessive Water Consumption  
 

40. According to this EIA report, the proposed RB CCPP project will require 

an excessive amount of water to operate. ‘For the Operations of the 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

Power Plants, the volumes of water required is between 2000 -

5000m3/day to be provided by the municipality’6 

41. The country is susceptible to drought owing to climate change. 

KwaZulu-Natal suffered a crippling drought throughout 2015 and 2016, 

leaving farms, town and rural areas with JoJo tanks as the only source 

of water. The project will require a walloping 2millions to 5millions litres 

of water per day for operation. This is so unacceptable because 

community people would surely be deprived of water to some extent 

when it is hit by drought as they will be competing with the power plant. 

The report does not disclose where the water would be fetched from. 

The disclosure of the water source is significant in order to establish 

who else is depending on that particular water source and whether or 

not the source would be able to supply all those who depend on it and 

even during the drought seasons.  

Since the country often experience drought, the report does not 
provide any guarantee that during that time it would not use 
water which is supposed to be provided to communities in 
desperate need.7  

 
Failure to guarantee cheap and affordable electricity to community 
 

42. The report states that the facility would supply cheap and affordable 

electricity. ‘There are on-going collaborations with the Department of 

Energy to ensure that the province of KwaZulu-Natal contribute 

significantly to the diversification of the energy mix and supply of clean 

and affordable electricity.’8 

 

                                                 
6
 p31  

7
 https://www.ecr.co.za/news/news/protestors-block-jozini-roads-water-woes-continue  

http://www.umhlathuze.gov.za/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=89:water-users-

urged-to-conserve-as-drought-continues&catid=30&Itemid=385  

www.umhlathuze.gov.za › index.php › media-manager › news-updates 
 
8
 P5 

https://www.ecr.co.za/news/news/protestors-block-jozini-roads-water-woes-continue/
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http://www.umhlathuze.gov.za/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=89:water-users-urged-to-conserve-as-drought-continues&catid=30&Itemid=385
http://www.umhlathuze.gov.za/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=89:water-users-urged-to-conserve-as-drought-continues&catid=30&Itemid=385
http://www.umhlathuze.gov.za/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=89:water-users-urged-to-conserve-as-drought-continues&catid=30&Itemid=385


 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

43. The report does not afford any guarantee that the communities at least 

located adjacent to facility would benefit from this cheap and affordable 

electricity. The report should quantify how the electricity would be 

cheap and affordable to the community, not industries. Furthermore, 

the report should develop a commitment document (to the effect of 

cheap and affordable electricity) which is signed by both the community 

and the facility for future reference, or else this promise would be 

nothing but one of those talk shops to elicit support to the project.  

 
 
 
Wetland Delineation  
 

44. In your report it is stated that, ‘The proposed project will result in the 

loss of wetland area, and the subsequent loss of ecological services. 

This loss is the key consideration for the impact assessment, with the 

loss of wetland area unavoidable. No mitigation is possible for the loss 

of wetlands, and a wetlands offset plan is therefore required. A wetland 

offset plan (Appendix E) has been compiled in consultation with the 

local conservation authority (Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife). The wetland 

offset plan offers a long term conservation solution to conserve other 

wetlands in the region through offsetting the high residual impacts to 

wetlands on the project site.’ 9 

 
45. Wetlands are biologically diverse ecosystems that provide a habitat for 

many important species, act as buffers against coastal storms, and 

naturally filter water by breaking down harmful pollutants. One of the 

most significant role of wetlands in the ecosystem is that they are 

natural water purification system and can never be replaced.  

 
46. There is nothing in the Draft EIA Report of this project illustrating how 

the offset of the wetlands are going to be carried out and offset the 

wetlands that are going to be destroyed for the project. So the report 

has to explain and be convincing that the offset plans for this valuable 

                                                 
9
 Potential Impacts on Wetlands p175 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

resource can be legally accepted and are in line with the objectives 

pursued by the regulatory laws.  

 
47. It is important that the offset plans be substantially equivalent or greater 

to the loss of the wetlands on the site. The offset plans of wetlands 
should be justifiable in law as to why this significant water resource 
should be degraded and why the law should allow the loss to happen.  
  
 

Public health impacts study on surrounding communities.  
 

48. The Report makes a general comment that the public health impacts 

would be minimal goes on to claim that that on balance the social 

benefits outweigh the potential public health impacts. We submit that 

this is over-simplistic and in the context of our greatest existential threat 

from climate change the EIA report fails in that it does not undertake a 

full health risk assessment to determine the public health risks posed 

by climate change which are elaborated in the section below. We 

submit that this is an even greater threat to development and will in fact 

result in maldevelopment of the communities that this EIA report 

purports will benefit from such a facility. 

 
49. In fact the EIA report does not adequately determine the public health 

impacts from an additional industrial installation in Richards Bay in 

general - where the ambient air quality is generally in exceedance of 

our National Ambient Air Quality regulations.  

 
50. For this reason we submit that a dedicated Health Impact Assessment 

by a qualified public health professional taking into account the 

cumulative health risk from the existing industrial facilities in the 

Greater Richards Bay area is required at a minimum to determine the 

potential cumulative health impacts on the surrounding communities 

from the existing and potential pollution emissions from the proposed 

facility. 

 
51. There has to be a health study done on the type of pollution impacts 

onto the communities, i.e. the types of diseases they are going to suffer 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

and who is going to carry the costs of taking care of them. The findings 

of such health study should be communicated to those who would be 

potentially affected. 

 
Climate Change impacts (local and regional) 
 

52. All fossil fuel-fired electric power plants, including CCPPs, emit 

greenhouse   gases (GHGs) at different levels, making them the main 

contributor to climate change. As the CCPPs burn natural gas, their 

emission rates are lower compared to other fossil fuels. While natural 

gas produces less carbon dioxide and other dangerous air pollutants 

per energy unit than coal, these plants carry their own environmental 

and health risks, especially when they operate in areas that are already 

suffering under disproportionate and unfair pollution burdens. 

 
53. The carbon intensity of this plant will be 4.6 million tonnes CO2e and 

will make a significant contribution to the SA GHG inventory. There is 

simply no more carbon budget left for an additional fossil fuel emitting 

electricity plant considering the availability and price of renewable 

energy. 

 
54. We also emphasise, in light of the growing body of research, and 

increasing evidence of the dire impacts of climate change – particularly 

on South Africa – that taking urgent and effective steps to substantially 

reduce the country’s GHG emissions without delay is a legal obligation 

on the state – including National Treasury - and a Constitutional 

imperative. 

 
55. A landmark report released on 8 October 2018 by the United Nations 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change10 (IPCC) on Global 

Warming of 1.5 °C (“the IPCC Report”),  confirms, inter alia, that:  
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 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change(IPCC) on 8 October 2018 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

56. human activities have already caused approximately 1.0°C of global 

warming above pre-industrial levels, resulting in increased natural 

disasters, droughts, and rising sea levels; 

 
57. the risks of allowing temperature increases to reach even 1.5 degrees 

Celsius are dire (the Paris Agreement currently sets the target at 2 °C); 

 
58. limiting global warming to 1.5°C would require “rapid and far-reaching” 

transitions in land, energy, industry, buildings, transport, and cities; and 

  
59. global net human-caused emissions of carbon dioxide (CO2) must fall 

by about 45 percent from 2010 levels by 2030, reaching ‘net zero’ 

around 2050. 

 
60. The IPCC report essentially confirms that drastic GHG emission 

reductions are needed, and these are needed urgently. The IPCC 

envisages a 60-80% reduction in the use of coal and fossil fuels in the 

energy sector by 2030 and negligible use of coal and fossil fuels by 

2050. 

 
61. The IPCC report emphasises the following climate change impacts to 

southern Africa: 

 
62. “At 1.5°C, a robust signal of precipitation reduction is found over the 

Limpopo basin and smaller areas of the Zambezi basin, in Zambia, as 

well as in parts of Western Cape, in South Africa, while an increase is 

projected over central and western South Africa as well as in southern 

Namibia (Section 3.3.4)”.  

 
63. The IPCC report also includes Southern Africa as one of the “hot spots 

of change” when comparing a global warming of 1.5°C and 2° C.  It 

states: 

64. “The southern African region is projected to be a climate change hot 

spot in terms of both hot extremes (Figures 3.5 and 3.6) and drying 

(Figure 3.12). Indeed, temperatures have been rising in the subtropical 

regions of southern Africa at approximately twice the global rate over 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

the last five decades (Engelbrecht et al., 2015). Associated elevated 

warming of the regional land-based hot extremes has occurred 

(Section 3.3; Seneviratne et al., 2016). Increases in the number of hot 

nights as well as longer and more frequent heat waves are projected 

even if the global temperature increase is constrained to 1.5°C (high 

confidence), with further increase at 2°C of global warming and beyond 

(high confidence) (Weber et al., 2018)  

65. Moreover, the region is likely to become generally drier with reduced 

water availability under low mitigation (Niang et al., 2014; Engelbrecht 

et al., 2015; Karl et al., 2015; James et al., 2017), with this particular 

risk also prominent under 2°C of global warming and even 1.5ºC of 

warming (Gerten et al., 2013). Risks are significantly reduced, 

however, under 1.5°C of global warming (Schleussner et al., 2016b). 

There are consistent and statistically significant projected increases in 

risks of increased meteorological drought in southern Africa at 2°C vs 

1.5°C of warming (medium confidence). Despite the general rainfall 

reductions projected for southern Africa, daily rainfall intensities are 

expected to increase over much of the region (medium confidence), 

and increasingly so with further amounts of global warming. There is 

medium confidence that livestock in southern Africa will experience 

increased water stress under both 1.5ºC and 2°C of global warming, 

with negative economic consequences (e.g., Boone et al., 2017). The 

region is also projected to experience reduced maize, sorghum and 

cocoa cropping area suitability as well as yield losses under 1.5°C of 

warming, with further decreases towards 2°C of warming (World Bank, 

2013). Generally, there is high confidence that vulnerability to 

decreases in water and food availability is reduced at 1.5°C versus 2°C 

for southern Africa (Betts et al., 2018), whilst at 2°C these are expected 

to be higher (Lehner et al., 2017; Betts et al., 2018; Byers et al., 2018; 

Rosenzweig et al., 2018) (high confidence)” (emphasis added).  

66. What the IPCC report makes clear is that aiming for a 2° C temperature 

increase, as per the Paris Agreement, is not sufficient to protect people 

and the planet from irreversible harm. South Africa’s own Nationally 

Determined Contribution (NDC) notes that a global average 

temperature increase of 2°C translates to up to 4°C for South Africa by 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

the end of the century.  South Africa is not even on track to meeting the 

(now confirmed inadequate) 2°C target, with its current NDC ambitions 

being rated as highly insufficient by Climate Action Tracker.  

 
67. South Africa’s own Climate Change Response White Paper states that: 

“even under emission scenarios that are more conservative than 
current international emission trends, it has been predicted that by mid-
century the South African coast will warm by around 1 to 2°C and the 
interior by around 2 to 3°C. By 2100, warming is projected to reach 
around 3 to 4°C along the coast, and 6 to 7°C in the interior. With such 
temperature increases, life as we know it will change completely: parts 
of the country will be much drier and increased evaporation will ensure 
an overall decrease in water availability. This will significantly affect 
human health, agriculture, other water-intensive economic sectors such 
as the mining and electricity-generation sectors as well as the 
environment in general. Increased occurrence and severity of veld and 
forest fires; extreme weather events; and floods and droughts will also 
have significant impacts” (emphasis added).    

68. Evidently much more needs to be done by the state to firstly, ensure 

that the people of South Africa are protected from the impacts of 

climate change and the country’s GHG emissions reduced and, 

secondly, to ensure that the country’s international climate 

commitments are adequate and honoured.  

 
69. The recent Dutch case of the State of the Netherlands v the Urgenda 

Foundation11, demonstrates the obligations of the state to protect its 

people from the impacts of climate change. In the judgment handed 

down on 9 October 2018 the court confirmed that the state was acting 

unlawfully, and in contravention of the duty of care by failing to pursue 

a more ambitious GHG emission reduction plan. The court held, inter 

alia, that: “the State has a positive obligation to protect the lives of 

citizens within its jurisdiction …. This obligation applies to all activities, 

public and non-public, which could endanger the rights protected …, 

                                                 
11

 [2015] HAZA C/09/00456689 (June 24, 2015); aff’d (Oct. 9, 2018) (District Court of the Hague, and 

The Hague Court of Appeal (on appeal)) 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

and certainly in the face of industrial activities which by their very 

nature are dangerous” (emphasis added);   

 
70. “the Court believes that it is appropriate to speak of a real threat of 

dangerous climate change, resulting in the serious risk that the current 

generation of citizens will be confronted with loss of life and/or a 

disruption of family life. …..[T]he State has a duty to protect against this 

real threat” (emphasis added); and “up till now the State has done too 

little to prevent a dangerous climate change and is doing too little to 

catch up, or at least in the short term (up to end-2020). Targets for 

2030 and beyond do not take away from the fact that a dangerous 

situation is imminent, which requires interventions being taken now. In 

addition to the risks in that context, the social costs also come into play. 

The later actions are taken to reduce, the quicker the available carbon 

budget will diminish, which in turn would require taking considerably 

more ambitious measures at a later stage…., to eventually achieve the 

desired level of 95% reduction by 2050”(emphasis added).  

 
71. Negative impacts on air quality can be expected during the construction 

of the RB CCPP due to release of particulate and gaseous pollutants. 

This impact was rated to have a potentially low impact (after 

mitigation). During the operation phase, negative impacts as a result of 

sulphur dioxide emissions, and other atmospheric pollutants due to the 

RB CCPP can be expected; and were assessed to be of medium to 

Low significance (after mitigation), respectively.’12 

 
72. Eskom, just like any other polluting industry, has a responsibility to 

reduce ambient air pollution. RB CCPP need not to contribute to any 

pollutions levels in the Richards Bay area, not even anywhere else. 

 
73. Section 24 of the Constitution13  and section 28 of the National 

Environmental Management Act, 1998 (NEMA)14 impose the same 

                                                 
12

 Assessment of Impact on Air Quality p165 
13

 Act No. 108 of 1996 
14

 No. 107 of 1998 



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

duty of care and obligation on the state to take reasonable measures to 

protect the people of South Africa from harmful impacts to their health 

and/or wellbeing and to protect the people and future generations from 

the irreversible impacts of climate change. In line with the above, we 

confirm that adopting effective and adequate climate change mitigation 

measures is in fact a legal – and Constitutional - obligation on the state. 

Simply adhering to inadequate targets, making provision for carbon 

offsets and otherwise imposing loose and ineffectual regulations, which 

are unlikely to give rise to a meaningful reduction of GHG emissions, 

does not, in any way, discharge the state’s Constitutional duties to 

implement proper GHG emission reduction measures to protect the 

people of South Africa from the impacts of climate change, or its 

international commitments. 

 
 
Costs of the Project 
 

74. There is lack of information about the costs of the project. Eskom is 

currently having an estimated R 248 billion in debts. The question is, 

who is carry the costs of the project? Is Eskom expecting the 

taxpayers’ money to bail them out again? This is a very important 

information to be included in this report for the public to know whether 

or not the costs would be incurred by the public and what does this 

mean regarding the inflation rate. 

 

Source of the natural gas 
 

75. The document does not indicate where the natural gas intended to be 

used in the project comes from. This failure of disclosure for the source 

of the gas does not give us confidence that the gas provider does not 

cause environmental destruction. The document should disclose this 

information so that the public can make an informed decision that they 

are benefitting or approving the project which is indirectly causing 

environmental harm elsewhere and to some community.   



 

 

 

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

76.  Kindly keep us updated. 

 
Yours sincerely 
 
groundWork 
 
per 
 
Robby Mokgalaka 

Coal Campaign Manager 

groundWork, Friends of the Earth, South Africa 

P.O. Box 2375 

Pietermaritburg 

3200 

South Africa 

Tel: +27-33-342 5662 

Fax: +27-33-342 5665 

Cell: +27-73-774-3362 

E-mail: robs@groundwork.org.za 

www.groundwork.org.za 

 

 
 

tel:+27-33-342
mailto:robs@groundwork.org.za
http://www.groundwork.org.za/
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Nicolene Venter

From: Percy Langa <Percy.Langa@rbidz.co.za>

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 12:03 PM

To: Savannah Public Process; Nicolene Venter

Cc: Zakithi Ngcobo; Ntando Mtshali

Subject: RE: REMINDER: Richards Bay CCPP Project: Revised EIAr Review and Comment

period ending soon

Hi Nicolene,

Thank you for the reminder to submit comments.

I have four comments -

1. EIAR, Table 2.2: Add a third bullet to the component below and mention that the powerlines to
connect the power station to the grid are subject to a separate EIA (DEA Ref: xx)

2. EIAR, Table 2.2: Stormwater
a. Page 27: The sea outfall pipeline is owned and operated by Mhlathuze Water, not the

municipally.
b. Page 28: “The location of the storage facility – storage will be in bunded tanks and sumps” –

The yellow bit does not talk to the green bit.
3. EIAR, Section 10.7, page 284: 2nd last bullet should state a maximum of 8 hours per day
4. The use of diesel as backup during emergencies

a. There is general concern from members of the public about the use of diesel as a backup for
the gas-fired power plant. The concern is mainly air quality. However, it is noted that it will
used as backup for a limited period, under emergency conditions.

i. It would be helpful to include examples of emergency conditions for information and
awareness

b. The use of low sulphur content diesel (50 ppm) is noted. Question: was 10 ppm diesel,
which has been available in SA for a while, considered? Although not available in SA yet,
ultra-low sulphur diesel (5 ppm and lower) is available in Europe / EU members and North
America [1]. It is only a matter of time until is available in SA.

Notes:
[1] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ultra-low-sulfur_diesel

Regards,
Percy

From: Savannah Public Process [mailto:publicprocess@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 22 August 2019 12:09 PM
To: nicolene@savannahsa.com
Subject: FW: REMINDER: Richards Bay CCPP Project: Revised EIAr Review and Comment period ending soon

PROPOSED RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT (CCPP) AND ASSOCIATED
INFRASTRUCTURE NEAR RICHARDS BAY, KWAZULU NATAL PROVINCE

(DEA REF: 14/12/16/3/3/2/1123)
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Dear Stakeholder and Interested and Affected Party,

With reference to our e-mail below, this e-mail serves as a reminder that the review and comment period on
the Revised EIAr is ending on Monday, 26 August 2019.

The Revised EIAr can be downloaded from the following websites:

 Eskom Holdings SOC
Ltd: http://www.eskom.co.za/OurCompany/SustainableDevelopment/EnvironmentalImpactAssessme
nts/RichardsBayCCPP/Pages/default.aspx

 Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd: https://www.savannahsa.com/public-documents/energy-
generation/richards-bay-combined-cycle-power-plant-ccpp/

The Revised EIAr is also at the following public places:

 Richards BayPublic Library, No. 5 Kruger Rand Road, Richards Bay; and

 Empangeni Public Library, Cnr Union & Maxwell Streets, Empangeni

Thank you to those Stakeholders and Interested and Affected Parties who already submitted their written
comments and we urge those who have not yet submitted their written comments to do so before or
on Monday, 26 august 2019, by close of business day.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter

Public Participation and Social Consultant | 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

> From: Savannah Public Process <publicprocess@savannahsa.com>
> Date Sent: 15/08/2019 13:13
> To: nicolene@savannahsa.com
> Cc:
> Subject: REMINDER: Richards Bay CCPP Project: Revised EIAr Review and Comment period ending
soon
>

PROPOSED RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT (CCPP) AND
ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE NEAR RICHARDS BAY, KWAZULU NATAL PROVINCE
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(DEA REF: 14/12/16/3/3/2/1123)

Dear Stakeholder and Interested and Affected Party,

With reference to the attached notification letter sent on Monday, 22 July 2019, this e-mail serves as a
reminder that the review and comment period on the Revised EIAr will be ending soon. The Revised EIAr
can be downloaded from the following websites:

o Eskom Holdings SOC
Ltd: http://www.eskom.co.za/OurCompany/SustainableDevelopment/EnvironmentalImpact
Assessments/RichardsBayCCPP/Pages/default.aspx

o Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd: https://www.savannahsa.com/public-documents/energy-
generation/richards-bay-combined-cycle-power-plant-ccpp/

The Revised EIAr is also at the following public places:

o Richards BayPublic Library, No. 5 Kruger Rand Road, Richards Bay; and

o Empangeni Public Library, Cnr Union & Maxwell Streets, Empangeni

The review and comment period for the Revised EIAr was from Wednesday, 24 July and will be ending
on Monday, 26 August 2019.



4

Thank you to those Stakeholders and Interested and Affected Parties who already submitted their written
comment.

For those who had not yet submitted written comments, we kindly request that you do so before or on
Monday, 26 august 2019, by close of business day.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter

Public Participation and Social Consultant | 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

> From: Savannah Public Process
> Date Sent: 22/07/2019 17:15
> To: nicolene@savannahsa.com
> Cc:
> Subject: Richards Bay CCPP Project: Notification of Availability of Revised EIAr for Review and
Comment
>

PROPOSED RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT (CCPP) AND
ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE NEAR RICHARDS BAY, KWAZULU NATAL PROVINCE

(DEA REF: 14/12/16/3/3/2/1123)

Dear Stakeholder and Interested and Affected Party,
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Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be
known as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (RB CCPP). The Project site is to be located
on Portion 2 and Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase
1D, approximately 6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the
jurisdiction of the City of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality,
KwaZulu-Natal Province.

An EIA Report (revision 0) was made available for the RB CCPP project for a 30-day review period
from Sunday, 24 March to Friday, 26 April 2019. The review period of the EIA Report was extended to
Friday, 10 May 2019 in order to accommodate various requests from I&APs in terms of extending the
review period. All registered I&APs were notified of the extension on Monday, 29 April 2019.

Following the end of the 30-day review period of the EIA Report (revision 0) and through the
consideration of all comments received on the EIA Report, the need for the release of a revised EIA
Report was identified.

This e-mail serves to inform you that the revised EIAr will be available for your review and comment
from Wednesday, 24 July to Monday, 26 August 2019.

More information is available in the letter attached to this e-mail notificaiton.

Please do not hesitate to contact us should you require any additional information at this stage.

Kind regards,

Nicolene Venter

Public Participation and Social Consultant | 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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Disclaimer

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and
others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or
taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an
innovator in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful place for your human generated
data. Specializing in; Security, archiving and compliance. To find out more Click Here.
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Gabriele Stein

From: Futhi Mathebula Transnet Freight Rail JHB <Futhi.Mathebula@transnet.net>

Sent: 21 August 2017 13:23

To: Gonnie Nadasen Transnet Freight Rail DBN

Cc: gabriele@savannahsa.com; Vuyo Keswa Transnet Freight Rail JHB; Benny

Molaba Transnet Freight Rail JHB; Basil Louw Transnet Freight Rail JHB

Subject: FW: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN -

NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Attachments: Reply Form.pdf; Eskom CCPP Scoping Review & PM_21.08.17.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Hi Gabriele

Do you have a locality plan depicting the proposed activities versus Transnet Freight Rail properties so that we are
able to comment comprehensively? Gonnie, who at Central Region is the area manager of this area. So that they can
assist attend public participation if need be?

Futhi

From: Gabriele Stein [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 21 August 2017 12:46 PM
Subject: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF
SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Stakeholder

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known
as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and
Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately
6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City
of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.
The Richards Bay CCPP is approximately 71ha in extent.

The development of the Richards Bay CCPP requires that Environmental Authorisation (EA) be obtained
from the National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), the Competent Authority (CA), in
consultation with the KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs
(EDTEA), the Local Commenting Authority, in accordance with the National Environmental Management
Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the provisions of the 2014 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
Regulations, as amended on 07 April 2017, published in GNR 324 to GNR 327.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner (EAP), responsible for undertaking an Impact Assessment process (Scoping and EIA) to identify
and assess all potential environmental impacts associated with the project for the area as identified, and
propose appropriate mitigation and management measures in an Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr). As part of these environmental studies, Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) will be actively
involved through the public participation process.
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A Scoping Report is available for review and comment. The report can be viewed at the Richards Bay Public
Library, Civic Centre, 05 Mark Strasse, from 21 August 2017 – 20 September 2017. Please refer to the
attached letter for details regarding the availability of the Scoping Report for review and comment and the
public meetings details.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.

Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com



1

Gabriele Stein

From: Gabriele Stein <gabriele@savannahsa.com>

Sent: 24 August 2017 08:58

To: 'Futhi Mathebula Transnet Freight Rail JHB'; 'Gonnie Nadasen Transnet Freight

Rail DBN'

Cc: 'Vuyo Keswa Transnet Freight Rail JHB'; 'Benny Molaba Transnet Freight

Rail JHB'; 'Basil Louw Transnet Freight Rail JHB'

Subject: RE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN -

NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Attachments: Richards Bay CCGT Project - Landowners Map - 22.08.17.jpg

Hi Futhi,

Please find the landowners map attached as requested. We will be meeting with Vuyo Keswa on 30 August 2017 to
discuss the project further.

Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein
Public Participation and Social Consultant | 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

From: Futhi Mathebula Transnet Freight Rail JHB [mailto:Futhi.Mathebula@transnet.net]
Sent: 21 August 2017 13:23
To: Gonnie Nadasen Transnet Freight Rail DBN <Gonnie.Nadasen@transnet.net>
Cc: gabriele@savannahsa.com; Vuyo Keswa Transnet Freight Rail JHB <Vuyo.Keswa@transnet.net>; Benny Molaba
Transnet Freight Rail JHB <Benny.Molaba@transnet.net>; Basil Louw Transnet Freight Rail JHB
<Basil.Louw@transnet.net>
Subject: FW: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY
OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Hi Gabriele

Do you have a locality plan depicting the proposed activities versus Transnet Freight Rail properties so that we are
able to comment comprehensively? Gonnie, who at Central Region is the area manager of this area. So that they can
assist attend public participation if need be?

Futhi

From: Gabriele Stein [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 21 August 2017 12:46 PM
Subject: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF
SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Stakeholder

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known
as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and
Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately
6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City
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of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.
The Richards Bay CCPP is approximately 71ha in extent.

The development of the Richards Bay CCPP requires that Environmental Authorisation (EA) be obtained
from the National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), the Competent Authority (CA), in
consultation with the KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs
(EDTEA), the Local Commenting Authority, in accordance with the National Environmental Management
Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the provisions of the 2014 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
Regulations, as amended on 07 April 2017, published in GNR 324 to GNR 327.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner (EAP), responsible for undertaking an Impact Assessment process (Scoping and EIA) to identify
and assess all potential environmental impacts associated with the project for the area as identified, and
propose appropriate mitigation and management measures in an Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr). As part of these environmental studies, Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) will be actively
involved through the public participation process.

A Scoping Report is available for review and comment. The report can be viewed at the Richards Bay Public
Library, Civic Centre, 05 Mark Strasse, from 21 August 2017 – 20 September 2017. Please refer to the
attached letter for details regarding the availability of the Scoping Report for review and comment and the
public meetings details.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.

Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com
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Gabriele Stein

From: John Geeringh <GeerinJH@eskom.co.za>

Sent: 22 August 2017 11:34

To: Gabriele Stein

Subject: RE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN -

NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Please send me the BID or a locality map. I seem to have misplaced previous information I had on this project.

Regards
John

From: Gabriele Stein [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 21 August 2017 12:46 PM
Subject: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY
OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Stakeholder

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known
as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and
Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately
6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City
of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.
The Richards Bay CCPP is approximately 71ha in extent.

The development of the Richards Bay CCPP requires that Environmental Authorisation (EA) be obtained
from the National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), the Competent Authority (CA), in
consultation with the KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs
(EDTEA), the Local Commenting Authority, in accordance with the National Environmental Management
Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the provisions of the 2014 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
Regulations, as amended on 07 April 2017, published in GNR 324 to GNR 327.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner (EAP), responsible for undertaking an Impact Assessment process (Scoping and EIA) to identify
and assess all potential environmental impacts associated with the project for the area as identified, and
propose appropriate mitigation and management measures in an Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr). As part of these environmental studies, Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) will be actively
involved through the public participation process.

A Scoping Report is available for review and comment. The report can be viewed at the Richards Bay Public
Library, Civic Centre, 05 Mark Strasse, from 21 August 2017 – 20 September 2017. Please refer to the
attached letter for details regarding the availability of the Scoping Report for review and comment and the
public meetings details.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.
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Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com

NB: This Email and its contents are subject to the Eskom Holdings SOC Ltd EMAIL LEGAL NOTICE which can be
viewed at http://www.eskom.co.za/Pages/Email_Legal_Spam_Disclaimer.aspx
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Gabriele Stein

From: Gabriele Stein <gabriele@savannahsa.com>

Sent: 22 August 2017 11:50

To: 'John Geeringh'

Subject: RE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN -

NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Attachments: Richards Bay CCPP BID.PDF

Hi John

Please find the BID attached.

Kind regards

Gabriele Stein
Public Participation and Social Consultant | 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

From: John Geeringh [mailto:GeerinJH@eskom.co.za]
Sent: 22 August 2017 11:34
To: Gabriele Stein <gabriele@savannahsa.com>
Subject: RE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY
OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Please send me the BID or a locality map. I seem to have misplaced previous information I had on this project.

Regards
John

From: Gabriele Stein [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 21 August 2017 12:46 PM
Subject: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY
OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Stakeholder

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known
as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and
Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately
6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City
of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.
The Richards Bay CCPP is approximately 71ha in extent.

The development of the Richards Bay CCPP requires that Environmental Authorisation (EA) be obtained
from the National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), the Competent Authority (CA), in
consultation with the KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs
(EDTEA), the Local Commenting Authority, in accordance with the National Environmental Management
Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the provisions of the 2014 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
Regulations, as amended on 07 April 2017, published in GNR 324 to GNR 327.
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Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner (EAP), responsible for undertaking an Impact Assessment process (Scoping and EIA) to identify
and assess all potential environmental impacts associated with the project for the area as identified, and
propose appropriate mitigation and management measures in an Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr). As part of these environmental studies, Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) will be actively
involved through the public participation process.

A Scoping Report is available for review and comment. The report can be viewed at the Richards Bay Public
Library, Civic Centre, 05 Mark Strasse, from 21 August 2017 – 20 September 2017. Please refer to the
attached letter for details regarding the availability of the Scoping Report for review and comment and the
public meetings details.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.

Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com

NB: This Email and its contents are subject to the Eskom Holdings SOC Ltd EMAIL LEGAL NOTICE which can be
viewed at http://www.eskom.co.za/Pages/Email_Legal_Spam_Disclaimer.aspx
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Gabriele Stein

From: Lizelle Stroh <StrohL@caa.co.za>

Sent: 22 August 2017 12:41

To: Gabriele Stein

Subject: RE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN -

NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Attachments: Pylon Geographic co ordinates.xls; Solar Park footprint corners.xls

Your EIA process notice forms part of our approval from the SACAA with regard to PV farms
refers.
There is a SACAA process whereby permission is applied for wrt obstacles which could pose an
aviation hazard. More information can be obtained at http://www.caa.co.za. Click on information
for industry ‘Obstacles’ on the LHS. Forms, Part 139-27 and submit on the form itself.

• Kindly provide a .kml (Google Earth) file reflecting the footprint of the proposed development
site including the proposed overhead electric power line route that will evacuate the
generated power to the national grid.

• Also indicate the highest structure of the project & the Overhead electric power transmission line.

• Note that there may be other wind farms and PV farms in the area. Unique names are preferable.

• Please always use the proposed PV farm name in the Subject box when corresponding via email
with this office and indicate the name & address which should appear on the CAA approval/decline
letter.

• There is an assessment fee of R820 per application.

• For billing purposes: company name VAT nr. and postal details.

• Kindly ensure that all the above data is forwarded. Incomplete data causes unnecessary delays.

Kind regards

Lizell Stroh
Obstacle Inspector
PANS-OPS (Procedures for Air Navigation Services-Aircraft Operations)
Air Navigation Services
Tel: 011 545 1232 | Fax: 011 545 1451 | Email: strohl@caa.co.za | www.caa.co.za

Follow us on
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From: Gabriele Stein [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 21 August 2017 12:46 PM
Subject: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY
OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Stakeholder

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known
as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and
Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately
6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City
of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.
The Richards Bay CCPP is approximately 71ha in extent.

The development of the Richards Bay CCPP requires that Environmental Authorisation (EA) be obtained
from the National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), the Competent Authority (CA), in
consultation with the KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs
(EDTEA), the Local Commenting Authority, in accordance with the National Environmental Management
Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the provisions of the 2014 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
Regulations, as amended on 07 April 2017, published in GNR 324 to GNR 327.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner (EAP), responsible for undertaking an Impact Assessment process (Scoping and EIA) to identify
and assess all potential environmental impacts associated with the project for the area as identified, and
propose appropriate mitigation and management measures in an Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr). As part of these environmental studies, Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) will be actively
involved through the public participation process.

A Scoping Report is available for review and comment. The report can be viewed at the Richards Bay Public
Library, Civic Centre, 05 Mark Strasse, from 21 August 2017 – 20 September 2017. Please refer to the
attached letter for details regarding the availability of the Scoping Report for review and comment and the
public meetings details.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.

Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com
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Gabriele Stein

From: Bernadet <bernadetp@amafapmb.co.za>

Sent: 22 August 2017 15:45

To: 'Gabriele Stein'

Subject: RE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN -

NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Good day

Thank you for notifying Amafa. Comment will be published on the SAHRIS facility on www.sahra.org.za
once we have received proof of payment (currently R700) and site photos/case images. The payment details
are on the cover sheet of the Need and Desirability Form J(NID-Notice of Intention to Develop Form)
available on the Amafa website www.heritagekzn.co.za.

Kind regards
Bernadet Pawandiwa
Senior Heritage Officer
Archaeology Compliance/Permits
Amafa /Heritage KwaZulu -Natali
P.O. Box 2685
Pietermaritzburg
3201
Tel: 033 394 6543
Fax: 033 394 6552

“Stand up for what is right even if you stand alone.”
― Suzy Kassem

From: Gabriele Stein [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 21 August 2017 12:46 PM
To: undisclosed-recipients:
Subject: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY
OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Stakeholder

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known
as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and
Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately
6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City
of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.
The Richards Bay CCPP is approximately 71ha in extent.

The development of the Richards Bay CCPP requires that Environmental Authorisation (EA) be obtained
from the National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), the Competent Authority (CA), in
consultation with the KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs
(EDTEA), the Local Commenting Authority, in accordance with the National Environmental Management
Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the provisions of the 2014 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
Regulations, as amended on 07 April 2017, published in GNR 324 to GNR 327.
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Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner (EAP), responsible for undertaking an Impact Assessment process (Scoping and EIA) to identify
and assess all potential environmental impacts associated with the project for the area as identified, and
propose appropriate mitigation and management measures in an Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr). As part of these environmental studies, Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) will be actively
involved through the public participation process.

A Scoping Report is available for review and comment. The report can be viewed at the Richards Bay Public
Library, Civic Centre, 05 Mark Strasse, from 21 August 2017 – 20 September 2017. Please refer to the
attached letter for details regarding the availability of the Scoping Report for review and comment and the
public meetings details.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.

Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com
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Gabriele Stein

From: Jabulisile Zondo (ER Temp) <ZondoJ@nra.co.za>

Sent: 25 August 2017 16:30

To: 'gabriele@savannahsa.com'

Subject: RE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN -

NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Good day Gabriele

Kindly find below circular from SANRAL regarding Draft Basic Assessment Reports.

ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING AND IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT SUBMISSIONS

The South African National Roads Agency SOC Ltd (SANRAL) hereby notifies you that all

Scoping Environmental Impact Assessment Reports submitted to this office for comments shall

conform to the following requirements:

1. All reports must be submitted as a hard copy via courier or normal mail.

2. Submissions must be A4 – DIN size (210x297mm) and be bound on the left side.

3. Cover letter fully describing the purpose of the submission.

4. Executive Summary including a description of the proposed development or activity.

5. Clearly annotated Locality Map – A3-Din size (297x420mm) folded to A4 size.

6. Clearly annotated Development/Site Layout plan – A3-Din size (297x420mm) folded to A4

size.

7. Associated Town Planning Proposal.

8. Listed Activities.

9. Road Infrastructure provision and the associated Traffic Impact Assessment.

10. Comments from other relevant Transport Authorities e.g. Provincial Departments of

Transport, Municipality etc.

11. Storm water management.

All ancillary information must be included on a Compact Disc (CD) for further reference.

12. All submissions to be addressed to:

• The Regional Manager – Eastern Region

58 Van Eck Place

Mkondeni

Pietermaritzburg

3201

Attention: Statutory Control Department

13. Every effort must be taken by the applicant to ensure that only relevant and concise

information is included to prevent unnecessarily large or voluminous submissions.
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Your co-operation in this regard will be appreciated and you are to note that any submission in

an electronic (soft copy) format or a submission that does not conform to the above standard

requirements will not be processed from hereon. Furthermore, SANRAL reserves the right to

request any additional information it deems relevant in its consideration of any submission in this

regard.

Kind regards

Jabu Zondo

ER stat control

From: Gabriele Stein [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 21 August 2017 12:46 PM
Subject: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF
SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Stakeholder

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known
as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and
Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately
6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City
of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.
The Richards Bay CCPP is approximately 71ha in extent.

The development of the Richards Bay CCPP requires that Environmental Authorisation (EA) be obtained
from the National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), the Competent Authority (CA), in
consultation with the KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs
(EDTEA), the Local Commenting Authority, in accordance with the National Environmental Management
Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the provisions of the 2014 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
Regulations, as amended on 07 April 2017, published in GNR 324 to GNR 327.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner (EAP), responsible for undertaking an Impact Assessment process (Scoping and EIA) to identify
and assess all potential environmental impacts associated with the project for the area as identified, and
propose appropriate mitigation and management measures in an Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr). As part of these environmental studies, Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) will be actively
involved through the public participation process.

A Scoping Report is available for review and comment. The report can be viewed at the Richards Bay Public
Library, Civic Centre, 05 Mark Strasse, from 21 August 2017 – 20 September 2017. Please refer to the
attached letter for details regarding the availability of the Scoping Report for review and comment and the
public meetings details.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.
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Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com

Disclaimer:
This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named.
If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail.
Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. E-mail transmission
cannot be guaranteed to be secure or without errors as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late or incomplete, or contain
viruses.
The sender therefore does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message, which arise as a result of e-mail transmission.
If verification is required please request a hard-copy version. The South African National Roads Agency SOC Ltd, PO Box 415, Pretoria, 0001, South Africa,
Tel +27-(0)12 844 8000, www.nra.co.za.
This Disclaimer is deemed to form part of the content of this email in terms of Section 11 of the Electronic Communications and Transactions Act, 25 of 2002.
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Gabriele Stein

From: Frans Van Der Walt <frans@qs2000plus.co.za>

Sent: 28 August 2017 15:13

To: Gabriele Wood

Cc: Sandy Camminga; Mike Patterson; Christo Botha; Alen Viljoen; Kevin Seamark (UVS);

Retha van Niekerk

Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS

BAY

Importance: High

Dear Gabrielle,

I noted with surprise in the Zululand Observer (dd : 25/08/2017) that Public Meetings are to be held for what I can only
assume to be the same project as this one, but this time round for a facility 10 times the size, ie 3000MW vs. the
original 300MW. We have not heard from you whatsoever since the communication hereunder, and also find that
curious ?

I shall be attending the Public Meeting on Thursday, 31/08 at 09h00 at the Richards Bay Public Library. I look forward
to receiving substantially more information on this project, as well as the planned routing of the LNG Gas from the
source and/or the Port of Richards Bay. I can only assume that this EIA process actually include the route ?!

I do have various issues with the deemed locality for the facility and would share that at the Meeting.

Please do ensure that we are added to the database on this project to ensure we do receive future correspondence,
notices, etc.

Regards,

Frans van der Walt (B.Sc (QS), Pr.QS (2167), PMAQS, MRICS)
QS2000 Plus (Quantity Surveyors & Project Managers)

QS2000 is a Certified BBBEE level 4 Contributor.

Contact numbers : Tel : +27 (35) 753 4184 / 5, Fax : +27 (35) 753 4185, Cell : +27 82 4600 875
E-mail : frans@qs2000plus.co.za
Postal : P.O. Box 10376, MEERENSEE, 3901
Physical : 22 Pompano Place, MEERENSEE, 3901
Website : www.qs2000plus.co.za Skype : fransvanderwalt

From: Gabriele Wood [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 4 December 2015 09:52 AM
To: Frans Van Der Walt <frans@qs2000plus.co.za>
Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY

Dear Frans

Public Meetings will be held in the first quarter of 2016. The dates are still to be confirmed. In the meanwhile,
please do not hesitate to send me your written comments/concerns regarding the locality of the proposed Power
Plant. I will request responses from the developer and/or specialists as required. Your submission will also be
included in the Scoping Report which will be submitted to the National Department of Environmental Affairs.

QS2000 PlusQS2000 PlusQS2000 PlusQS2000 Plus
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Thanks.

Kind regards

Gabriele Wood
Public Participation and Social Consultant | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 11 656 3237 | Fax: +27 86 684 0547 | Cell: +27 83 458 5570

From: Frans Van Der Walt [mailto:frans@qs2000plus.co.za]
Sent: 04 December 2015 09:40
To: Gabriele Wood
Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY

Thank you Gabriel,

Are there going to be any Public Meetings held ? We need to debate the appropriateness of the locality and
desirability of establishing a Power Plant within an IDZ.

Regards,

Frans van der Walt (B.Sc (QS), Pr.QS (2167), PMAQS, MRICS)
QS2000 Plus (Quantity Surveyors & Project Managers)

Contact numbers : Tel : +27 (35) 753 4184 / 5, Fax : +27 (35) 753 4185, Cell : +27 82 4600 875
E-mail : frans@qs2000plus.co.za
Postal : P.O. Box 10376, MEERENSEE, 3901
Physical :
Web-site :

22 Pompano Place, MEERENSEE, 3901
www.qs2000plus.co.za

Skype : fransvanderwalt

From: Gabriele Wood [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 4 December 2015 09:24 AM
To: Frans Van Der Walt <frans@qs2000plus.co.za>
Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY

Dear Frans Van Der Walt

Apologies for the late response – I was out of the office with limited access to email. Please find the background
information document attached as requested. More information on the project can be obtained from the Scoping
Report which is available on our website at the following
link: http://www.savannahsa.com/projects/project.php?project=411

This also serves to confirm that you have been registered as an I&AP on the project’s EIA database.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.

Kind regards

Gabriele Wood
Public Participation and Social Consultant | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 11 656 3237 | Fax: +27 86 684 0547 | Cell: +27 83 458 5570

From: Frans Van Der Walt [mailto:frans@qs2000plus.co.za]
Sent: 02 December 2015 15:35
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To: gabriele@savannahsa.com
Subject: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY

Hallo Gabrielle Wood,

Further to the recent Notice in the media about the above project, I would appreciate if you could add me as
Interested and Affected Party and if I could request all background information.

I look forward to hearing more and being involved in the EIA process going forward.

Regards,

Frans van der Walt (B.Sc (QS), Pr.QS (2167), PMAQS, MRICS)
QS2000 Plus (Quantity Surveyors & Project Managers)

Contact numbers : Tel : +27 (35) 753 4184 / 5, Fax : +27 (35) 753 4185, Cell : +27 82 4600 875
E-mail : frans@qs2000plus.co.za
Postal : P.O. Box 10376, MEERENSEE, 3901
Physical :
Web-site :

22 Pompano Place, MEERENSEE, 3901
www.qs2000plus.co.za

Skype : fransvanderwalt

Gabriele Wood

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahSA.com

Awarded Leading Environmental Consultant on Wind Projects in 2013 & 2015 (SAWEA)

Disclaimer

This message and any files transmitted with it may contain information which is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. If you are not the
intended recipient of this message, or if you have received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the original and any attachments without making
a copy or disclosing its contents.
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Gabriele Stein

From: Gabriele Stein <gabriele@savannahsa.com>

Sent: 28 August 2017 16:02

To: 'Frans Van Der Walt'

Cc: 'Sandy Camminga'; 'Mike Patterson'; 'Christo Botha'; 'Alen Viljoen'; 'Kevin Seamark

(UVS)'; 'Retha van Niekerk'

Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS

BAY

Attachments: Richards Bay Power Facility - EA Notification Letter 18.10.2016.pdf; 867 cover

letter.pdf; 867 ea.pdf; Frans vd Walt_Proof of Correspondence.pdf; Eskom CCPP

Scoping Review & PM_21.08.17.pdf; Richards Bay CCPP BID.PDF

Dear Frans

Thank you for the email.

The proposed 3000MW Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Project (CCPP) is a different project to the Gas Power
Plant as proposed by Richards Bay Gas Power 2 (Pty) Ltd, an independent power producer (IPP) and to which my
previous correspondence related to. The EIA process for the Gas Power Plant (proposed by Richards Bay Gas Power
2) project was completed in 2016. The project received environmental authorisation on 04 October 2016. I have
attached the Environmental Authorisation and notification letter that was distributed for your reference. I confirm
that you were registered as an Interested and Affected Party (I&AP) on the project’s database. According to our
records the following correspondence was sent to you via email (please refer to the attached proof of
correspondence for a record of all emails sent to you).

- EIA Process – Proposed Gas to Power Plant on a site within the Richards Bay IDZ – Notification of Availability
of EIA Report and Public Meeting dated 09 May 2016

- 400MW Richards Bay Power Facility within the Richards Bay IDZ – Notification of Granting of Environmental
Authorisation by DEA dated 18 October 2016

The Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP), is a 3000MW power plant which is being proposed by
Eskom. I have attached the background information document (BID) and notification letter announcing the
availability of the Scoping Report for your reference. I confirm that I have registered your details on the project’s
database for this particular project and that you should have received a letter announcing the EIA process (dated 11
August 2017) and a letter announcing the availability of the Scoping Report and public meeting dates (dated 21
August 2017) via email. If you did not receive this correspondence, please check your spam filter as it is possible my
email address could be blocked.

Thank you for confirming your attendance to the public meeting on 31 August 2017. We look forward to providing
you with more details throughout the process.

Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein
Public Participation and Social Consultant | 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

From: Frans Van Der Walt [mailto:frans@qs2000plus.co.za]
Sent: 28 August 2017 15:13
To: Gabriele Wood <gabriele@savannahsa.com>
Cc: Sandy Camminga <camminga@iafrica.com>; Mike Patterson <mikepatt2@gmail.com>; Christo Botha
<christo@cmbotha.co.za>; Alen Viljoen <alchris@mweb.co.za>; Kevin Seamark (UVS) <seamarkk@theuvs.co.za>;
Retha van Niekerk <retha.urbanplan@gmail.com>
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Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY
Importance: High

Dear Gabrielle,

I noted with surprise in the Zululand Observer (dd : 25/08/2017) that Public Meetings are to be held for what I can only
assume to be the same project as this one, but this time round for a facility 10 times the size, ie 3000MW vs. the
original 300MW. We have not heard from you whatsoever since the communication hereunder, and also find that
curious ?

I shall be attending the Public Meeting on Thursday, 31/08 at 09h00 at the Richards Bay Public Library. I look forward
to receiving substantially more information on this project, as well as the planned routing of the LNG Gas from the
source and/or the Port of Richards Bay. I can only assume that this EIA process actually include the route ?!

I do have various issues with the deemed locality for the facility and would share that at the Meeting.

Please do ensure that we are added to the database on this project to ensure we do receive future correspondence,
notices, etc.

Regards,

Frans van der Walt (B.Sc (QS), Pr.QS (2167), PMAQS, MRICS)
QS2000 Plus (Quantity Surveyors & Project Managers)

QS2000 is a Certified BBBEE level 4 Contributor.

Contact numbers : Tel : +27 (35) 753 4184 / 5, Fax : +27 (35) 753 4185, Cell : +27 82 4600 875
E-mail : frans@qs2000plus.co.za
Postal : P.O. Box 10376, MEERENSEE, 3901
Physical : 22 Pompano Place, MEERENSEE, 3901
Website : www.qs2000plus.co.za Skype : fransvanderwalt

From: Gabriele Wood [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 4 December 2015 09:52 AM
To: Frans Van Der Walt <frans@qs2000plus.co.za>
Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY

Dear Frans

Public Meetings will be held in the first quarter of 2016. The dates are still to be confirmed. In the meanwhile,
please do not hesitate to send me your written comments/concerns regarding the locality of the proposed Power
Plant. I will request responses from the developer and/or specialists as required. Your submission will also be
included in the Scoping Report which will be submitted to the National Department of Environmental Affairs.

Thanks.

Kind regards

Gabriele Wood
Public Participation and Social Consultant | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 11 656 3237 | Fax: +27 86 684 0547 | Cell: +27 83 458 5570

From: Frans Van Der Walt [mailto:frans@qs2000plus.co.za]
Sent: 04 December 2015 09:40
To: Gabriele Wood
Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY

QS2000 PlusQS2000 PlusQS2000 PlusQS2000 Plus
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Thank you Gabriel,

Are there going to be any Public Meetings held ? We need to debate the appropriateness of the locality and
desirability of establishing a Power Plant within an IDZ.

Regards,

Frans van der Walt (B.Sc (QS), Pr.QS (2167), PMAQS, MRICS)
QS2000 Plus (Quantity Surveyors & Project Managers)

Contact numbers : Tel : +27 (35) 753 4184 / 5, Fax : +27 (35) 753 4185, Cell : +27 82 4600 875
E-mail : frans@qs2000plus.co.za
Postal : P.O. Box 10376, MEERENSEE, 3901
Physical :
Web-site :

22 Pompano Place, MEERENSEE, 3901
www.qs2000plus.co.za

Skype : fransvanderwalt

From: Gabriele Wood [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 4 December 2015 09:24 AM
To: Frans Van Der Walt <frans@qs2000plus.co.za>
Subject: RE: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY

Dear Frans Van Der Walt

Apologies for the late response – I was out of the office with limited access to email. Please find the background
information document attached as requested. More information on the project can be obtained from the Scoping
Report which is available on our website at the following
link: http://www.savannahsa.com/projects/project.php?project=411

This also serves to confirm that you have been registered as an I&AP on the project’s EIA database.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.

Kind regards

Gabriele Wood
Public Participation and Social Consultant | Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd
Tel: +27 11 656 3237 | Fax: +27 86 684 0547 | Cell: +27 83 458 5570

From: Frans Van Der Walt [mailto:frans@qs2000plus.co.za]
Sent: 02 December 2015 15:35
To: gabriele@savannahsa.com
Subject: EIA for Proposed DEVELOPMENT of 300MW GAS POWER PLANT, RICHARDS BAY

Hallo Gabrielle Wood,

Further to the recent Notice in the media about the above project, I would appreciate if you could add me as
Interested and Affected Party and if I could request all background information.

I look forward to hearing more and being involved in the EIA process going forward.

Regards,
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Frans van der Walt (B.Sc (QS), Pr.QS (2167), PMAQS, MRICS)
QS2000 Plus (Quantity Surveyors & Project Managers)

Contact numbers : Tel : +27 (35) 753 4184 / 5, Fax : +27 (35) 753 4185, Cell : +27 82 4600 875
E-mail : frans@qs2000plus.co.za
Postal : P.O. Box 10376, MEERENSEE, 3901
Physical :
Web-site :

22 Pompano Place, MEERENSEE, 3901
www.qs2000plus.co.za

Skype : fransvanderwalt

Gabriele Wood

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahSA.com

Awarded Leading Environmental Consultant on Wind Projects in 2013 & 2015 (SAWEA)

Disclaimer

This message and any files transmitted with it may contain information which is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. If you are not the
intended recipient of this message, or if you have received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the original and any attachments without making
a copy or disclosing its contents.
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Gabriele Stein

From: George Lotter <GeorgeL@motla.co.za>

Sent: 29 August 2017 16:39

To: gabriele@savannahsa.com

Cc: RBadmin

Subject: Register on database: Development of the RB combined cycle power plant (CCPP)

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Good day

Kindly add Motla Consulting Engineers (specifically George Lotter) via email rbadmin@motla.co.za to your database.

We are Electrical Consulting Engineers.

Thank you

Regards

George Lotter (B. Eng) Pr. Eng

Electrical Engineer
Motla Consulting Engineers (Pty) Ltd

georgel@motla.co.za
t +27 35 789 8510
f +27 86 622 5729
m +27 83 200 0051

www.motla.co.za

Motla is a 125% Level 2 BBBEE Contributor
Please refer to www.motla.co.za for disclaimer
GO GREEN Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
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     P O Box 10299, Meerensee, 3901 Tel: +27 (35) 7892471 or +27 (83) 515 2384 

     Office A6-A7, Smart Plan Building, 95 Dollar Drive, Richards Bay 

     E-mail: info@rbcaa.co.za Web Site: www.rbcaa.org.za 

      

 

                                                                                                                                                     

27 September 2017      
                                   

 
Savannah Environmental 
P.O.Box 148 
Sunninghill 
2157 
 
 
Attention: Gabriele Stein                   

                                                                        
                   

RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT (CCPP) AND ASSOCIATED 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

Applicant: Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd 

 

COMMENT ON DRAFT SCOPING REPORT (DSR) 

The comments provided below are based on the Richards Bay Clean Air Association’s (RBCAA) 

review of the Draft Scoping Report (DSR), prepared by Savannah Environmental, dated August 2017, 

and Appendices.   

 

PROJECT INFORMATION:   

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and 

associated infrastructures, with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The Project site is located in 

Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D.  

 

The purported purpose of the project is to; 

a) Reduce transmission losses from generation facilities supplying KwaZulu-Natal, by having a 

generation center in Kwazulu-Natal.  

b) Aid in reducing Eskom’s carbon footprint per unit of electricity produced, as power plants using 

natural gas emit approximately half the carbon of coal-fired power plants while using 

considerable less water. 

 

Registration Number 96/13031/08 

Directors: Ms M. Boshoff (Managing Director), Ms S. Camminga,  
Mr A. Roberts, Ms Y. Chetty, Mr F. Schmidt, Mr. E. Mlambo, Mr. R. Gafoor. 

 

mailto:info@rbcaa.co.za
http://www.rbcaa.org.za/
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The DSR lists the main infrastructure associated with the facility to include the following; 

 

 Gas Turbines for generation of electricity through the use of natural gas or diesel. 

 Heat recovery steam generators (HRSG) to produce steam. 

 Steam turbines for the generation of additional electricity through the use of steam generated 

by the HRSG. 

  Condensers for the conversion of steam back to water. 

 Bypass stacks associated with each gas turbine. 

 Exhaust stacks. 

 A water treatment plant for the treatment of potable water and the production of demineralized 

water. 

 A water pipeline and water tank. 

 Dry-cooled system or Once-Through-Cooling system technology. 

 Closed Fin-fan coolers to cool lubrication oil for the gas and steam turbines. 

 A gas pipeline and a gas pipeline supply conditioning process facility. 

 Diesel off-loading facility and storage tanks. 

 Ancillary infrastructure including access roads, warehousing and buildings, storage facilities, 

generators and 132kV and 400 kV switchyards. 

 A power line to connect the Richards Bay CCPP to the national grid for the evacuation of the 

generated facility. (Note* The DSR states that “The development of the power line does not 

form part of this EIA process”) 

 

The DSR goes on to state that; 

 The Richards Bay CCPP will be a baseload or mid-merit plant. 

 The natural gas is to be supplied via a gas pipeline to the CCPP from the supply take-off point 

at the Richards Bay Harbour, and that; 

 The LNG Terminal at the Port does not form part of this assessment. 

 

3. COMMENT 

 

3.1 Site Alternatives: 

It is the opinion of the RBCAA that, from an environmental perspective, 3 of the 4 sites 

considered were unfeasible from the outset.  The site selection process is therefore automatically 

skewed in favour of the preferred site. This issue was raised and discussed at the presentation 

made to the Industrial Development Zone Environmental Review Committee (IDZ ERC), of which 

the RBCAA is a member. The response given to the Forum was that “The sites had been 

assessed from a technical perspective and not an EIA perspective”. This assertion appears to be 

contradicted on page 32, Section 3.4.1 which states that “…, 4 sites were taken forward into an 

environmental screening study.”   
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3.2  Preferred Site 7: 

 It is noted with extreme concern that the selected preferred site, located in IDZ 1D, has been 

deemed to be not acceptable from an air quality perspective.  

 

3.3  Gas Pipeline:  

The gas pipeline is listed in the report as forming part of the main infrastructure associated with 

the facility; however the construction of the pipeline does not form part of this application.   

 

The RBCAA does not support this approach. The location and construction of the pipeline  

will contribute directly to the impacts of the proposed facility, and can therefore not be excluded 

from the current process.  

   

3.4  Gas Pipeline Supply Conditioning Process Facility (LNG Facility) 

While references are made to a possible LNG facility within the Port of Richards Bay, there is no 

commitment to the construction of such a facility.  

 

Section 2.2.10 (page 15) of the report states that; “It is envisaged that by the time construction 

of the proposed development is complete, more gas infrastructure will be available, such as the 

LNG import terminal at the Richards Bay Port.” And goes on to say “….the gas-fired power 

station in Richards Bay could acquire local gas cheaply if the infrastructure to obtain it is 

developed. However, as identified, the lack of said infrastructure is currently a constraint.” 

 

Section 3.3 (page 29) of the DSR states that; “The natural gas is to be supplied via a gas 

pipeline to the CCPP from a supply take-off point at Richards Bay Harbour. The LNG terminal 

infrastructure at the port does not form part of the scope of this assessment.”  

Clarity is requested regarding the above statement, as the IDZ ERC was informed that the 

source of the natural gas is still unknown. 

 

The RBCAA does not support the approach of proceeding with the application for a CCPP, 

without an established and confirmed source of natural gas. 

 

3.5   Effluent Discharge: 

  The impact of discharging effluent into the marine outfall pipeline must be quantified. 

 

3.6  Traffic Impact Assessment: 

 The report is silent on traffic impacts. A Traffic Impact Assessment must be included in the   

 scope of Specialist Studies. 
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 3.7  Diesel Storage Tanks:  

 The report speaks of “storage tanks” which will hold a capacity for eight (8) hours operation. It is    

 unclear as to how many tanks will be constructed, and whether the 8 hour capacity is per tank  

 or the cumulative holding capacity. Please may we request clarification in this regard. 

 

  3.8  Climate Change: 

The RBCAA notes and supports the statement on page 105 that “A Climate Change Impact 

Assessment will be undertaken as during the EIA phase.”  

However we note with concern that Table 4.3 (Page 52) which lists the Specialist Consultants 

does not include a Specialist Consultant on Climate Change. 

  

3.7   Air Quality Impact Assessment – Scoping Report (Airshed Planning Professionals): 

          Terms of Reference for the EIA Phase should include the assessment of;  

a) Worst Case Scenario. Dispersion simulations for worst case scenario, which would 

be the plant operating solely on diesel. 

b) Fugitive Emissions. 

c) Odour. 

 

4.  RECOMMENDATIONS:   
      
     The RBCAA strongly recommends that; 

1. The Gas Pipeline form part of this application. 

2. CCPP application not proceed until a guaranteed source and supply of natural gas is 

confirmed.  

3. The Air Quality Impact Assessment (AQIA) include worst case scenario, which is the plant 

operating solely on diesel. 

4. The AQIA include the assessment of fugitive emissions and odour during operation. 

5. A Climate Change Specialist be included in the list of Specialist Consultants.  

6. A Specialist Traffic Impact Assessment be undertaken. 

 

Thank you for affording the Richards Bay Clean Air Association (RBCAA) the opportunity to     

comment on the above proposed project. 

 

The RBCAA reserves the right to amend and\or provide further comment. 

 

 
 
Yours faithfully, 

 
MS S CAMMINGA 
CHAIRMAN EIA COMMITTEE  
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Gabriele Stein

From: Percy Langa <Percy.Langa@rbidz.co.za>

Sent: 27 September 2017 13:03

To: Gabriele Stein

Cc: Simphiwe Mbonambi

Subject: RE: UPDATE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT,

KZN - NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND

INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Gabriele,

I am aware the commenting period for the Scoping Report closed on the 20th of Sep, nonetheless I would like to submit the
following input –

1. The RBIDZ welcomes the proposed gas-to-power plant in the Richards Bay area. We are equally excited about future
arrival LNG and its benefits for industry, businesses and households in the Zululand area, and to the rest of Province.

2. I would urge Eskom to work closely with the local municipality and Transnet as hosts of the natural gas project for R Bay.

3. I would also urge Eskom to work closely with Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife and the Department of Water and Sanitation on
ecological/biodiversity and wetland issues in the R Bay area, respectively.

4. Having attended the 2nd public meeting held at the public library and later hosting your team at our ERC meeting on the
same day, the Impact Assessment phase will need to address the following matters:

a. The need and desirability of diesel as a backup fuel for the CCGT (the ambient air quality in R Bay has
challenges due to existing heavy industries)

i. Related matter: Traffic impact of diesel supply to the CCGT

b. Given that that the CCGT will be a mid-merit power plant (16 hours-a-day, 5 days-a-week), is there a justified
need for a diesel backup component?

i. It makes sense that Eskom needs to manage the risk of associated with the reality that, for whatever
reason, LNG or natural gas supply to the CCGT could be unavailable or affected – and therefore
resulting in the CCGT standing idle until the gas supply is restored. Would additional storage tanks for
natural gas (either at the CCGT or the LNG Import Terminal at the Port) not provide mitigation against
this?

c. Incorporate a summary of the Site Selection study for the CCGT into the Impact Assessment Report.

d. Key missing pieces in the current EIA: transmission powerlines for power evacuation and incoming natural gas
pipeline.

e. Other pieces in the current EIA:

i. Incoming bulk infrastructure/services (water, whether it be portable, raw or industrial)

ii. Outgoing bulk infrastructure/services (wastewater, effluent?, hazardous waste?, etc.)

f. The transfer of CCGT-related and LNG-related knowledge and skills (technical and other) to the local
communities, in particular youth and women.

g. The current EIA process must also undertake to educate the general public on safety, health and environmental
benefits of natural gas.

h. Lastly, we would be happy to engage with your environmental specialists to either provide information or discuss
any other relevant matter.

I think that is it for now.

Feel free to contact me should you require additional information.

Regards,
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Percy Langa
SHEQ Manager

Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone Company SOC Ltd

4 Harbour Arterial Rd, Alton, Richards Bay, 3900

T: (+27) 35 797 2600| M: (+27) 82 7072 964| W: www.rbidz.co.za

ISO 9001 certified organisation

This e-mail and its contents are subject to the RBIDZ SOC Ltd.

E-mail legal notice Disclaimer

From: Gabriele Stein [mailto:gabriele@savannahsa.com]
Sent: 29 August 2017 01:44 PM
Subject: UPDATE: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN - NOTIFICATION OF
AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO PUBLIC MEETING

Dear Stakeholder

Further to the correspondence below, please be advised that the venue for the Public Meeting to be held on
31 August 2017 at 09:00 is:

Richards Bay Library
03 Krugerrand Grove,
Richards Bay
3900

The library is not located in Mark Strasse as was initially communicated to us by the Municipality.
Apologies for the confusion caused in this regard.

Kind regards,
Gabriele Stein

> From: Gabriele Stein <gabriele@savannahsa.com>
> Date Sent: 21/08/2017 12.46
> To:
> Cc:
> Subject: FW: EIA PROCESS - RICHARDS BAY COMBINED CYCLE POWER PLANT, KZN -
NOTIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF SCOPING REPORT FOR REVIEW AND INVITATION TO
PUBLIC MEETING
>
Dear Stakeholder

Eskom Holdings SoC Ltd (Eskom) proposes to develop a Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP) and
associated infrastructure with a generating capacity of up to 3000MW. The proposed project is to be known
as the Richards Bay Combined Cycle Power Plant (CCPP). The Project site is to be located on Portion 2 and
Portion 4 of Erf 11376 in the Richards Bay Industrial Development Zone (IDZ) Phase 1D, approximately
6km south west of Richards Bay and 4km south west of Alton which falls within the jurisdiction of the City
of uMhlathuze Local Municipality and the King Cetshwayo District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal Province.
The Richards Bay CCPP is approximately 71ha in extent.
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The development of the Richards Bay CCPP requires that Environmental Authorisation (EA) be obtained
from the National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), the Competent Authority (CA), in
consultation with the KZN Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs
(EDTEA), the Local Commenting Authority, in accordance with the National Environmental Management
Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) and the provisions of the 2014 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)
Regulations, as amended on 07 April 2017, published in GNR 324 to GNR 327.

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner (EAP), responsible for undertaking an Impact Assessment process (Scoping and EIA) to identify
and assess all potential environmental impacts associated with the project for the area as identified, and
propose appropriate mitigation and management measures in an Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr). As part of these environmental studies, Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) will be actively
involved through the public participation process.

A Scoping Report is available for review and comment. The report can be viewed at the Richards Bay Public
Library, Civic Centre, 05 Mark Strasse, from 21 August 2017 – 20 September 2017. Please refer to the
attached letter for details regarding the availability of the Scoping Report for review and comment and the
public meetings details.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries in this regard.

Kind regards,

Gabriele Stein

Public Participation and Social Consultant

Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 27 11 656 3237

Fax: 086 684 0547

Email: gabriele@savannahsa.com

www.savannahsa.com

Disclaimer

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient
and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution
or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by Mimecast Ltd, an
innovator in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful place for your human generated
data. Specializing in; Security, archiving and compliance. To find out more Click Here.


