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Background to the Review

A review of two Visual Impact Assessments (VIAs) of the proposed Fronteer and Wind

Garden Wind Energy Facilities (WEFs) was requested by Richard Summers Inc. Attorneys,

acting on behalf of Kwandwe Private Game Reserve. The VIA Reports were prepared by

Lourens du Plessis of LOGIS (March 2021), and form part of the Basic Assessment Report

by Savannah Environmental (Pty) Ltd, (March, 2021), that is out for public comment.

Issues raised by Richard Summers Attorneys, on behalf of their client/s for both wind farms,

include the following:

Concern that not all the related project infrastructure has been assessed, such as internal and
connecting powerlines, and access roads.

Concern that not all sensitive receptors / viewpoints have been identified and assessed, nor have
adequate photomontages been provided for those receptors most affected.

Concern that site-specific environmental and scenic features have not been identified, nor how
these would be affected.

Concern that the local context, including its remoteness and rural / wilderness qualities have not
been considered with regard to an industrial-type wind farm.

Concern that ‘avoidance' measures have not been considered as a primary form of mitigation.
Concern that visual impacts from aviation lighting have not been resolved, nor any indication on the
effect of these lights on sensitive receptors in the area.

Concern that the assessment of visual cumulative impacts is limited to the actual proposed wind
farms, and not the wider surrounding area.

Concern that the siting of wind turbines has not been informed by any visual sensitivity mapping,
nor any acceptable visual threshold values.

Concern that the potential visual impacts on Kwandwe Nature Reserve have not been adequately

identified and assessed, given its protected area status.

2 Purpose of the Review

The purpose of this Review is to give an independent expert opinion on the adequacy and

credibility of the VIA Report for the two proposed WEF projects, in particular the issues

outlined above. A concern expressed was the quality and accuracy of the VIA Reports,

particularly with regard to gaps in the information.

3 Assumptions and limitations

The Review did not involve any fieldwork or ground-truthing, and assumed that the VIA

would include all the relevant information and baseline studies for the two proposed WEF

sites on which to base informed assessments. However, the Reviewers have access to a

range of related information sources, having worked on the original landscape assessments
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for all the wind and solar REDZs, in collaboration with the CSIR for the then Department of

Environmental Affairs.

The Reviewers also briefly studied the Heritage Impact Assessments (PSG Heritage, March
2021), for the two wind farms because of their inter-relatedness with respect to visual issues.

4 Definition of 'Visual'
For purposes of the review, the term 'visual' is intended to cover the broad range of visual,
scenic, cultural, aesthetic and spiritual aspects of the natural and cultural landscape that

contribute to the overall sense of place, (Oberholzer, 2005).

The NHRA (1999) defines 'cultural significance' as aesthetic, architectural, historical,
scientific, social, spiritual, linguistic and technological value or significance.

These definitions are important as they imply wider considerations than merely the GIS

mapping of aspects such as visual exposure, visibility and visual absorption capacity.

5 The Role of a VIA
The Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations of 2014, Appendix 8, refers to specialist

reports, which are required inter alia to include the following:

e The sensitivity of the site (visual sensitivity in this case);

¢ [dentification of areas to be avoided, including buffers;

e Assumptions, uncertainties and gaps in knowledge;

o Mitigation measures and monitoring for inclusion in the EMPr;
e An opinion as to whether the activity should be authorized; and

e Conditions for inclusion in the environmental authorization.

In addition, the VIA is required to determine visual impact 'significance' in relation to the local
or regional importance of the landscape features, the relative intactness of these, and the

effect on the prevailing sense of place.

The VIA must provide a baseline study that identifies characteristics and constraints of the
receiving environment in relation to the proposed WEF, including 'no-go' areas for
development. These should inform the layout of the project along with mitigations to avoid or

minimise potential visual impacts.
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6 Comment on the Findings of the VIA Report

The conclusion of the VIA Report states the following:

"Overall, the significance of the visual impacts associated with the proposed Fronteer WEF (and Wind
Garden WEF) is expected to be high (post-mitigation), as a result of the generally undeveloped
character of the landscape. The facility would be visible within an area that contains certain sensitive
visual receptors who would consider visual exposure to this type of infrastructure to be intrusive. Such
visual receptors include people travelling along roads, residents of rural homesteads and settlements,

and tourists passing through or holidaying in the region."

The VIA indicates that the cumulative visual impact of the existing Waainek WEF and the
proposed Fronteer, Wind Garden and Albany WEFs is expected to be of high significance.

The VIA further states that although the potential visual impacts may exceed acceptable
levels within the context of the receiving environment, (an area with an established tourism

industry), the proposed WEF development is not considered to be fatally flawed.

This reasoning seems to be based on the proposal being legally compliant, and that it would
only be fatally flawed if the majority of stakeholders and decision-makers consider the
impacts to be unacceptable. Given that a large number of sensitive receptors / viewpoints
have not been assessed, nor apparently even consulted, the question of a fatal flaw is open

to dispute.

The findings in the VIA are questionable for the following reasons:
(1) Cookhouse REDZ

The proposed Fronteer and Wind Garden wind farms are situated within the Cookhouse
REDZ. A cursory examination of the REDZ visual mapping at the regional scale indicates
that the relevant portion of the REDZ is categorised as mostly 'very high' and 'high' visual
sensitivity and therefore not ideally suitable for wind farm development. (See Maps 1 and 2
for each wind farm attached). Therefore, just because the project falls within the REDZ, does

not mean that the entire REDZ is suitable for the proposed development.

(2) Site Verification

In terms of Government Notice No. 648, dated 10 May 2019, there is a requirement that
Initial Site Sensitivity Verification Reports be produced for a development footprint. The
purpose of the Site Verification is that the VIA report confirms or disputes the current use of
the land and environmental sensitivity as identified by the national web based environmental

screening tool. The current VIA Reports fail to include a 'Site Sensitivity Verification Report'.
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For ease of reference, the Landscape Theme (visual and scenic resources) for the
Cookhouse REDZ is attached (Map3) for both the Fronteer and Wind Garden sites. The
maps indicate that a number of the proposed wind turbines would occur in a 'very high'
sensitivity zone. The VIA Report is then required to confirm or dispute the DEFF screening

map.
(3) Visual Sensitivity Mapping

The fairly minor mitigations provided in the VIA Reports, along with the admission that little
can be done to screen turbines, given their large size, means that little or no visual mitigation
would occur. On the other hand, the preferred mitigation of avoiding no-go areas and areas
of high visual sensitivity of the site are not even considered in the two VIA Reports. In fact,
no visual sensitivity mapping is included in the VIA Reports, even though this is a
requirement by DEFF. As a result, the Reviewers carried out their own screening desktop
study of both the Fronteer and Wind Garden WEF sites to identify potential visual sensitivity.
This mapping study (Maps 6 to 17 attached) revealed that a large number of the proposed

wind turbines would be located in potential no-go areas for both sites.

Given the above considerations, it was found during this Review that a large number of the
proposed wind turbines could potentially represent a fatal flaw according to the visual

sensitivity maps attached to the Review.

7 Additional Comment on the VIA Reports

A number of omissions and inaccuracies in the VIA Report, are identified and commented on

below:

7.1 Baseline Description:

Although the VIA Reports include a generalized description of the affected physical
environment, they provide little indication of the specific landscape features and scenic
resources of the actual sites, such as topographic features, steep slopes and water
features, which would inform the layouts of the two proposed wind farms. Furthermore,
the maps provided are small-scale and highly generalized, providing little information.
More seriously, the VIA Reports do not provide a visual sensitivity map with the
abovementioned features and recommended buffers. Neither do the Reports include the
'Specialist Checklist' required in terms of the NEMA regulations, (see Addendum B

attached). The Checklist stipulates the following as a requirement:

"a map superimposing the activity including the associated structures and infrastructure on the
environmental sensitivities of the site (visual in this case), including areas to be avoided, and

including buffers".
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7.2 Visual Receptors:

Although the VIA Reports indicate that there are a high number of sensitive receptors
around the two proposed wind farms, astonishingly only 5 viewpoints have been selected,
(the same viewpoints for both WEFs), 3 of which seem to be related to views from public
roads, and at least 1 (Viewpoint 1) from inside the Wind Garden site. No visual buffers for
the various sensitive receptors, nor for the adjacent Kwandwe Nature Reserve been
indicated. Standard practice would be to list all the sensitive receptors, their location

coordinates, the distance to each from the proposed WEF, and their visibility implications.

7.3 Local Airfields

According to Regulations from The Civil Aviation Act (Act 13 of 2009), obstacle limitations
need to be taken into account near airports, such as the Makhanda (Grahamstown)
airport. These include the following regulation:

No buildings or objects higher than 45 meters above the mean level of the landing area, or, in the
case of a water aerodrome or heliport, the normal level of the water, must without the approval of
the Director be erected within a distance of 8 kilometer measured from the nearest point on the

boundary of an aerodrome or heliport.

The 8km buffer is indicated on the attached Map 14, indicating that the siting of about half

of the wind turbines in the proposed Fronteer Wind Farm could be affected.

7.4 Visual Simulations:

As indicated above, numerous sensitive receptors were not included in the limited range
of 5 selected viewpoints, which appear to have been chosen on an ad hoc basis, and are
the same for both WEFs. This makes little sense as one of the viewpoints is inside the
Wind Garden site, and therefore not sensitive, while another 3 viewpoints seem to be
located on public roads. Other than an abstract example, no visual simulations of the
lights at night from sensitive viewpoints are provided, which is unusual given the
importance of the rural / wilderness experience of the immediate area, and the proximity

of the Kwandwe Nature Reserve.

7.5 Viewsheds:

The viewsheds indicated in the two VIA Reports have been checked by the Reviewers
and appear to be relatively accurate when compared to the viewsheds prepared by the
Reviewers, (see Maps 3 and 4 attached). The scale of the viewshed maps tend to be too

small to determine the effect on sensitive receptors.

7.6 Connecting Powerlines
The internal powerline is indicated on maps of the site for the two wind farms, while the

connecting powerlines to the Eskom substation are indicated at a smaller scale. The latter

Review of Visual Impact Assessments for Fronteer and Wind Garden WEFs, April 2021 7



powerlines tend to have major visual implications, and it is not indicated in the VIA

Reports if these form part of a separate Basic Assessment application.

7.7 Visual Mitigations:

The two VIA Reports include a number of mitigations for the various components and
phases of the proposed project. These tend to be of a minor remedial nature rather than
an avoidance measure. It is incumbent on visual specialists to first employ avoidance
measures, which are more effective in reducing potential visual impacts. This would
ideally occur at the early screening stage of the project to inform the layouts of the two
wind farms. An example would be the use of visual buffers around special landscape or
scenic features and sensitive receptors, based on thresholds of visual sensitivity,

including 'no-go' zones, such as those in Table 1, Paragraph 8 below.

7.8 Visual Impact Significance Ratings:

The Reviewers are in agreement with the impact significance rating for wind turbines
(Operational Phase), which is stated as being high both before and after mitigation. The
Reviewers question the moderate significance rating for lights at night, after mitigation,
given that the red navigation lights are more visible at a distance than during the day, well
beyond the 10km distance inferred in the VIA Reports. Added to this is the consideration
that the proposed Fronteer WEF is close to the Makhanda airport, which would imply an

emphasis on navigation lights for nearby obstacles.

8 Visual Sensitivity Mapping

A major concern in this review has been the absence of site-specific visual sensitivity
mapping as part of the VIA Report. To this end the Reviewers have provided a series of
maps (Maps 6 to 17) to get a better idea of the potential visual implications of the two
proposed wind farms, including potential 'no-go' areas, which are summarised in Map 17 for
each wind farm, attached. It should be stressed that this mapping involved a desktop study

and would need to be ground-truthed.

The visual sensitivity mapping is based on recommended visual buffers, derived from the
Wind and Solar SEA (CSIR, 2015), as indicated in Table 1 below. These are not intended to
be mandatory, but instead provide a useful guide in line with best practice. The buffers would
be moderated by site-specific conditions, such as instances where receptors are in a view
shadow. This visual sensitivity mapping should be used to inform the layouts of the two wind

farms.
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Table 1: Visual sensitivity categories with recommended visual buffers

Scenic Resources/ _ Medium visual
Sensitive receptors sensitivity
Topographic features, ridges, scarps Feature 0-250m -
Steep slopes Slopes > 1:4 Slopes > 1:10 -
Water features, wetlands, dams 0-250m 250-500mm -
Heritage sites Grade | and Il Feature 0-500m 500m-1km
Heritage sites Grade lll Feature 0-250m 250-500m
Nature Reserves 0-3km 3-5km 5-10km
Private reserves/ guest farms 0-1,5km 1,5-3km 3-5km
Game farms (site boundary) 0-1km 1-2km 2-3km
Farmsteads outside the site 0-500m 500m-1km 1-2km
Settlements / towns 0-2km 2-4km 4-6km
Provincial / arterial route 0-500m 500m-1km 1-3km
Scenic routes 0-1km 1-2,5km 2,5-5km
National road 0-1km 1-2,5km 2,5-5km
Small airfields 0-3km - -
Farm boundary setback 1,5x turbine

height '

' Relates to both safety and visual considerations

9 Conclusion and Recommendations

The Reviewers are of the opinion that the VIA Report contains too many omissions to
warrant an informed recommendation regarding the visual acceptability of the two proposed
wind farms. The desktop mapping by the Reviewers indicates that parts of the wind farm
layouts are clearly problematic from a visual perspective, resulting in potential fatal flaws for
many of the proposed wind turbines in both the Fronteer and Wind Garden WEFs.

Given the scale of the wind turbines, laydown areas and related infrastructure, the most
meaningful visual mitigation would be avoidance, including the use of visual buffers, which
would involve the relocation or removal of turbines in visually sensitive positions. Certain

wind turbine locations are patently unsuitable and would constitute a fatal flaw.

It appears that inadequate visual screening was undertaken at an early stage of the project,
including the omission of the DEFF Screening Tool, as well as the lack of more site-specific,

project-level visual sensitivity mapping for each of the wind farms.

Based on the desktop mapping prepared by the Reviewers, it appears that about half of the
proposed Fronteer wind turbines are potentially located in no-go areas, and similarly, about a

third of the proposed Wind Garden turbines are in no-go areas.

Review of Visual Impact Assessments for Fronteer and Wind Garden WEFs, April 2021 9



In response to the concerns raised in Section 1 above, the following findings arise from this

review:

¢ Not all of the related infrastructure for the two wind farms have been assessed, in
particular the internal access roads and connecting powerline to the Eskom substation
beyond the two WEF sites;

¢ Not all sensitive receptors have been taken into account in the assessments of both wind
farms, and neither have adequate photomontages relating to sensitive viewpoints been
provided;

¢ No screening has been carried out, nor site-specific landscape features, scenic resources
and sensitive receptors clearly identified or mapped;

¢ The context of the two proposed wind farms in terms of the rural / wilderess qualities of
the area, including nearby nature reserves, has not been adequately taken into account in
the assessments;

¢ Avoidance measures, including the use of visual buffers, have not been considered as an
essential part of the mitigation;

e The visual impact of navigation lights at night, which tend to be visible up to 30km away,
have not been adequately assessed, nor any visual simulations provided from sensitive
receptors in the area;

e The assessment of cumulative visual impacts is not clearly represented in the form of a
wider regional map of the area;

¢ A major concern is that the layouts of the two proposed wind farms have not been
informed by means visual sensitivity mapping, which is a requirement in terms of NEMA
Regulations;

¢ The potential visual impact on the Kwandwe Nature Reserve, which borders on the
proposed Fronteer WEF, and which includes a number of lodges, has not adequately
been taken into account, given its status as a Protected Area;

e The fact that the same 5 visual simulations / photomontages were used for each of the
windfarms (which are on different sites), is unacceptable. There are patently too few visual
simulations, which in turn hardly cover the range of sensitive viewpoints, and which are

therefore not helpful for the visual assessment.

It is therefore recommended that the current VIA Reports for the Fronteer and Wind Garden
WEFs in their present form be set aside until the omissions are corrected. Based on the

findings of this Review, and the fact that they do not meet all the requirements of NEMA and
the EIA regulations, both the Fronteer and Wind Garden VIA Reports are considered flawed.
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Addendum A
Statement of Independence

The Reviewers declare that they are independent practitioners with expertise and wide
experience in visual impact assessments, that the review has been carried out in an
objective manner and complies with the relevant EIA regulations, and that all material
information in their possession, which may influence a decision by the competent authority

and the objectivity of the review, has been disclosed.

Bernard Oberholzer Landscape Architect

Fellow of the Institute for Landscape Architecture in South Africa (ILASA)
Professional Member, South African Council for the Landscape Architects Profession
(SACLAP) Reg. no. 87018

Quinton Lawson Architect

Professional member of the SA Council for the Architectural Profession
Member of the Cape Institute for Architects and SA Institute of Architects.
(SACAP), reg. no. 3686.

Expertise:

Bernard Oberholzer has a Bachelor of Architecture (UCT) and Master of Landscape Architecture (U.
of Pennsylvania), and has more than 25 years of experience in undertaking visual impact
assessments. He has presented papers on Visual and Aesthetic Assessment Techniques, and is the
author of Guideline for Involving Visual and Aesthetic Specialists in EIA Processes, prepared for the

Dept. of Environmental and Development Planning, Provincial Government of the Western Cape.

Quinton Lawson has a Bachelor of Architecture (Natal), and has practiced as a professional architect
since 1978, specialising in architectural and urban design, environmental design and computer
visualisation. He was a senior partner at MLB Architecture and Urban Design, with specialist expertise
in visual modelling and design solutions. He was in the past a visiting lecturer at UCT teaching a post-
graduate course on Computer Techniques in Landscape Architecture, including visualisation and
visual assessment techniques, and has previously served on the Impact Assessment Review

Committee of Heritage Western Cape.

Together, they prepared the ‘Landscape/Visual Assessment’ report for the National Wind and Solar
PV Strategic Environmental Assessment, for the various REDZs, as well as for the National Electricity
Grid Infrastructure SEA in association with the CSIR, for the then Department of Environmental Affairs
in 2014-2015.
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Addendum B

CONTENTS OF THE SPECIALIST REPORT — CHECKLIST

Regulation GNR 326 of 4 December 2014, as amended 7 April
2017, Appendix 6

Section of Report

(a) details of the specialist who prepared the report; and the expertise of that
specialist to compile a specialist report including a curriculum vitae,

(b) a declaration that the specialist is independent in a form as may be specified
by the competent authority;

() an indication of the scope of, and the purpose for which, the report was
prepared;

(cA) an indication of the quality and age of base data used for the specialist
report;

(cB) a description of existing impacts on the site, cumulative impacts of the
proposed development and levels of acceptable change;

(d) the duration, date and season of the site investigation and the relevance of
the season to the outcome of the assessment;

(e) a description of the methodology adopted in preparing the report or carrying
out the specialised process inclusive of equipment and modelling used;

(f) details of an assessment of the specific identified sensitivity of the site
related to the proposed activity or activities and its associated structures and
infrastructure, inclusive of a site plan identifying site alternatives;

(9) an identification of any areas to be avoided, including buffers;

(h) a map superimposing the activity including the associated structures and
infrastructure on the environmental sensitivities of the site including areas to be
avoided, including buffers;

(i) a description of any assumptions made and any uncertainties or gaps in
knowledge;

(j) a description of the findings and potential implications of such findings on the
impact of the proposed activity, including identified alternatives on the
environment, or activities;

(k) any mitigation measures for inclusion in the EMPr;

(1) any conditions for inclusion in the environmental authorisation;

(m) any monitoring requirements for inclusion in the EMPr or
environmental authorisation;

(n) a reasoned opinion—

i. as to whether the proposed activity, activities or portions thereof should be
authorised;

iA. Regarding the acceptability of the proposed activity or activities; and

ii. if the opinion is that the proposed activity, activities or portions thereof should
be authorised, any avoidance, management and mitigation measures that
should be included in the EMPr or Environmental Authorization, and where
applicable, the closure plan;

(0) a summary and copies of any comments received during any consultation
process and where applicable all responses thereto; and

(p) any other information requested by the competent authority

Where a government notice gazetted by the Minister provides for any protocol
or minimum information requirement to be applied to a specialist report, the
requirements as indicated in such notice will apply.
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	Insert from: "Information template Windfarms Development around  Aerodromes (005).pdf"
	Information Document

	Insert from: "Indalo Letter to Savanah 2021 03 25 (signed) Ernst Basson.pdf"
	BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORTS: WIND GARDEN AND FRONTIER WIND ENERGY FACILITIES (DEA Ref: 14/12/16/3/3/2/1055)
	1 We represent the Indalo Private Game Reserve Association (“Indalo”), the statutory assigned Management Authority in terms of section 38(2)(b) of the National Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act, No. 57 of 2003 (“NEMPAA”) of the Indalo Prot...
	2 Indalo is competent to make these representations as Interested and Affected Party (“IAP”) to protect the rights of all its members as well as other affected proclaimed protected areas in the interest of the environment. Indalo’s comments will also ...
	3 We refer to your public Notice of Availability of Basic Assessment Reports for Review and Comment (“Savanah Notice”) of 3 March 2021 in which you indicated that the draft BAR for Wind Garden and Frontier are available from 4 March 2021 until 7 April...
	4 Our instructions are that Indalo member reserves as well as other neighbouring property owners made attempts to join the public meeting of 15 March 2021. It is understood that the meeting was abandoned after participants that eventually succeeded in...
	5 We also refer to the letter of 10 March 2021 by Messrs Richard Summers Inc. (“Request for Extension”) to you requesting a further extension of 21 days to comment on the draft BARs due to the voluminous nature of the information contained in these tw...
	6 Furthermore, we refer to your response on the same day (10 March 2021) to the Summer’s Request for Extension wherein you only agreed to extend the period of    public comment with 10 calendar days until 19 April 2021. This is 11 calendar days short ...
	7 Our instructions are to respectfully request you, which we hereby do, to reconsider your decision of 10 March 2021 and to extend the deadline for public comments with 30 days from 7 April 2021 until 6 May 2021.
	8 The reasons for our Client’s request are as follows:
	8.1 The High Court in Earthlife Africa v Director General Department of Environmental Affairs and Tourism1F  confirmed that the constitutional right to procedural fairness of IAPs in terms of section 24(4)(a)(v) of NEMA means that Indalo must have a r...
	8.2 The public participation process forms a key component of the process by which landowners will discover the impact of new developments on their property and environmental rights. The Courts have held landowners (such as the traditional communities...
	8.2.1 As recent as 11 September 2020 in Baleni and Others v Regional Manager: Eastern Cape Department of Mineral Resources and Others the High Court accepted that the early availability of the requested information through the public participation pro...
	“Meaningful consultation entails discussion of ideas on an equal footing, considering the advantages and disadvantages of each course and making concessions where necessary.”3F

	8.2.2 In Bangwenyama Minerals Pty Ltd and Others v Genorah Resources (Pty Ltd and Others4F   the Constitutional Court confirmed, amongst other, that:
	“The Community was entitled to adequate notice of the nature and purpose of the administrative action that was proposed in relation to the Genorah application. It was entitled to a reasonable opportunity to make representations in relation to the Geno...

	8.2.3 The above jurisprudence confirms that IAPs must have adequate time to receive and engage with the information provided in the two BARs about the two WEFs. The IAPs must have adequate time to employ scientists and specialists to do so on their be...

	8.3 As alluded to by the Summers Request for Extension, IAPs are required to comment on applications for two WEFs which comprise about 20 specialist reports covering more than 4000 pages of information. This is a vast volume of information that IAPs m...
	8.4 We remind you that Indalo is exercising its fundamental rights to protect the environment and its members’ property and environmental rights, to receive relevant information, and that a fair process is followed to do so during the Basic Assessment...
	8.5 To fulfil these constitutional rights, regulation 3(8) of the EIA regulations provides discretionary power to the EAP to allow more time if requested by IAPs such as the Summers Request for Extension and presently by Indalo. It is established law ...
	8.6 Further to the above reasons, the failure to hold a properly constituted and accessible public meeting on 15 March 2021 as well as focus group meetings with amongst others property owners and conservation groups is reason to further extend the com...

	9 We advise that the failure of the EAP to comply with Indalo’s request for further extension –
	9.1 will constitute a material breach of the EAP’s constitutional duty to ensure a substantially fair and reasonable EIA process for public participation by IAPs in accordance with statutory and constitutional prescripts that may affect the authorisat...
	9.2 may reflect poorly on the independence of the EAP by pointing to a reasonable appreciation of bias in favour of the applicant that arguably fall short of the high standard of professional conduct that is expected of EAPs; and
	9.3 will infringe upon to Indalo’s rights and may cause damages to its members.

	10 Indalo strictly reserves all its rights, including the right to continue to submit further comments directly to the competent authority at the Department after expiry of the EAPs allocated time for public comment which the latter is obliged to cons...
	11 We trust that you will reconsider your decision and act in a reasonable manner by extending the time for public comment until 6 May 2021 as requested above. Kindly confirm to us in writing your decision before 17h00 on 1 April 2021, failing which i...
	12 Please confirm written receipt of this letter by 17h00 on 29 March 2021, failing which receipt of same is assumed.

	Insert from: "WBK OBJECTION LETTER 6 May 2021 (Warne Rippon).pdf"
	I am writing this letter of objection to the proposed Fronteer and Wind Garden Wind Farms on behalf of all owners, staff, and interested parties of Buffalo Kloof Private Game Reserve. Buffalo Kloof is a protected area of 20 000ha, protecting a diverse array of fauna and flora, many of which are endangered. It is a privately owned and run business, and our objective is to provide a natural space for endangered animals to thrive and roam free. To sustain this model and fund our conservation projects we offer private Safari Experiences, ethical harvesting, photographic safaris, and an opportunity for guests to understand and contribute to first-hand conservation.


