| -
y >
y
¢ y ; % 3
A y ity w >, 4 ; {
; e & k5 ‘
) > -
‘~<> A
T~ = 7 3 bt ik s -
— _— o et gy pas =

Consultation Process




APPENDIX B. CONSULTATION PROCESS

CONTENTS

APPENDIX B.1 INTRODUCTION
B.1.1 Background and Approach
B.1.2  Brief Overview of Consultation

APPENDIX B.2 ~ CONSULTATION WITH RELEVANT AUTHORITIES
APPENDIXB.3  PHASE | CONSULTATION
APPENDIXB.4  PHASE || CONSULTATION

APPENDIX B.5 CONSULTATION WITH THE PUBLIC
B.5.1 Project Website

B.5.2 Stakeholder Database

B.5.3 Frequently Asked Questions

B.5.4  Project Articles Online

B.5.5 Project Advertisements in Newspapers

APPENDIXB.6 =~ FORMAL SUBMISSIONS FROM I&APS

TABLES

Table 1: Brief overview of stakeholder engagements

Table 2: Attendees for Phase | Provincial Consultation Workshops

Table 3: Attendees for Phase Il Provincial and Local Government Consultation Workshops

Table 4: Bulk Energy User and Generator workshop attendees at CSIR Pretoria Campus on 5 November 2014.
Table 5: Stakeholders registered on the EGI SEA database

Table 6: EGI SEA project articles published online

Table 7: Summary of the print newspaper advertisements published for the EGI SEA project.

FIGURES

Figure 1: Negative mapping constraint results of EGI on environment (Environmental Constraints)

Figure 2: Negative mapping constraint results of environment on EGI (Engineering Constraints)

Figure 3: An Example of the Eastern Corridor SDF mapping output for areas delineated for industrial expansion
Figure 4: Exercise instructions

Figure 5: Eastern Cape SDF Feedback Form for Industrial Expansion

Figure 6: Example of the form which Bulk Energy Generators were asked to complete.

: Y

GIR ‘\_@f environmental affairs E k SANBI .
3@.: Emronmental Altirs s O m Biodiversity for Life - =

South African National Biodiversity Institute

our future through science Qgm”  REPUBLIC OF SOUTHAFRICA

, ‘ 9 ' N
\NF - g .

o & oo N

10

22
22
22
25
27
28

32

N

12
21
22
27
28

o1

10
11
11
20

APPENDIX B, CONSULTATION PROCESS, Page 1
STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE IN SOUTH AFRICA



APPENDIX B. CONSULTATION PROCESS

Appendix B.1 Introduction

B.1.1 Background and Approach

For strategic planning grid planning exercise to be successful in meeting
the future supply and demand requirements of industry and society
whilst ensuring suitable protection of the environment, requires inputs
from a wide range of stakeholders.

This Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) process served as a
platform for engaging with stakeholder on a wide range of issues
concerning the sustainable roll out of South Africa’s future electricity
transmission backbone. At the highest level the SEA process was guided

in matters of legislation and policy by a Project Steering Committee (PSC)
consisting of relevant authorities. In terms of technical and procedural
aspects the SEA process was informed by an Expert Reference Group
(ERQG) consisting of key relevant stakeholder organisations.

In addition to the formal PSC and ERG structures, dedicated provincial
and local government consultation was undertaken to further inform and
guide the process. The broader public was provided the opportunity to
engage with the process through an online platform, newspaper adverts,
conference proceedings as well as wide media coverage of the process.

The following sections provide a description of the extensive consultation
process that formed part of the SEA. All formal and informal submissions

Table 1: Brief overview of stakeholder engagements

received through the SEA process were considered in the development of
the SEA outcomes. This SEA report constitutes the official response to all
submissions received before the time of finalising this section on 01
December 2015. In addition to the report as an official response, brief
feedback is provided in this section to key official submissions received.

B.1.2 Brief Overview of Consultation

The following table provides a brief overview of key stakeholder
engagements during the SEA process. These interactions are described
in more detail in the following sections.

PSC and ERG Consultation

Stakeholders

Date of public meeting

PSC Meeting

19 February 2014

ERG Meetings

19 February 2014
11 June 2014
11 February 2015
21 July 2015

Provincial Roadshow for Phase | Consultation

Province Date of consultation
Western Cape 12 May 2014
Eastern Cape 13 May 2014
Gauteng, Limpopo, Mpumalanga 22 May 2014
Free State 27 May 2014
Northern Cape 28 May 2014
North West 29 May 2014
KwaZulu Natal 3 June 2014

Provincial Roadshow for Phase Il Consultation

Consultation

Date of consultation

Gauteng Provincial and Local Government

4 November 2014

Mpumalanga Provincial and Local Government

4 November 2014

Bulk User and Generator Workshop

5 November 2014

Limpopo Provincial and Local Government

6 November 2014
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Free State Provincial and Local Government

11 November 2014

Northern Cape Provincial and Local Government

12 November 2014

North West Provincial and Local Government

17 November 2014

Western Cape Provincial and Local Government

25 November 2014

KwaZulu Natal Provincial and Local Government

27 November 2014

Eastern Cape Provincial and Local Government

28 November 2014

Focus Group Consultation

Stakeholder group consulted Date of consultation
Department of Trade and Industry (DTI) 6 March 2014
Endangered Wildlife Trust (EWT) 31 July 2014
iGas 19 August 2014
Eskom Line Engineering Team 20 August 2014
SIP 2 Working Group 3 March 2015
Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS) 6 July 2015
Independent Power Producers (IPP) Office 20 May 2015
18 June 2015
BirdLife South Africa 9July 2015
Environmental Management Plan (EMP) Workshop with DEA, DWS, Eskom, CSIR 19 August 2015
Conferences and Seminars
Events Date
South African Institute of International Affairs BRICs Academic Forum Knowledge Sharing Event 7 March 2014
SANBI Biodiversity Planning Forum 14 May 2014
23 June 2015
SAPVIA 14th Networking Event 22 May 2014

International Association of Impact Assessment South Africa (IAlAsa) Conference

27 —29 August 2014

11 - 14 August 2015

International Association of Impact Assessment Conference, Florence, Italy

20 -23 April 2015

Guest Lecture at Sustainability Institute (Stellenbosch) 21 May 2015
Eskom Environmental Management Conference 3 June 2015
Guest Lecture at University of Cape Town (UCT) 28 August 2015
Guest Lecture at Sustainability Institute (Stellenbosch) 30 September 2015

The International Renewable Energy Agency (IRENA) - Renewable Energy Zones Study- GIS Workshop

30September 2015 — 2 October 2015

SAIREC Conference 2015

4 October 2015

5™ Council for Scientific and Industrial Research Conference

8 — 9 October 2015
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Appendix B.2 Consultation with Relevant Authorities

Project Steering Committee

Since the inception of the SEA process, the project team received
guidance and advice from the PSC at a strategic and governmental level.
The PSC has made significant contributions to the SEA process. All
members of the PSC also served on the ERG and were provided the
opportunity to review the process and technical data used for the
analysis. The Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) was the lead
agent and chair at all PSC meetings, which were hosted at the CSIR
Knowledge Commons venue on the Pretoria CSIR campus.

The main objective of the PSC was to identify means of giving effect to
the implementation of the SEA’s findings while ensuring compliance with
all plans, policies or legislation relevant to the SEA. The PSC has
contributed to the identification of conditions for streamlining the
environmental authorisation application process for electricity grid
infrastructure development in the country. The following authorities were
represented on the PSC:

e Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development,
Environmental Affairs and Tourism (DEDEAT);

e Eskom;

e Free State Department of Tourism, Environmental and Economic
Affairs (DTEEA);

o National Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
(DAFF);

o Gauteng Department of Agriculture and Rural Development
(DRDLRY);

o KwaZulu Natal Department of Agriculture, Environmental Affairs
and Rural Development (KZNDAE);

e Limpopo Department of Economic Development, Environment
and Tourism (LEDET);

e Mpumalanga Department of Economic Development,
Environment and Tourism (DEDET);

o National Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
(DAFF);

¢ National Department of Defence (DoD);

e National Department of Energy (DoE);

e National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA);

e National Department of Mineral Resources (DMR);
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e National Department of Public Enterprises (DPE);

e National Department of Rural Development and Land Reform
(DRDLRY);

¢ National Department of Trade and Industry (DTI);

e National Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS);

e National Department of Energy Independent Power Producer
Office (DoE IPP);

e National Treasury;

e North West Department of Rural, Environment and Agricultural
Development (NW READ);

e Northern Cape Department of Environment and Nature
Conservation (DENC);

e Presidential Infrastructure Coordinating Commission (PICC);

e South African Air Force (SAAF);

e South African Local Government Association (SALGA);

e South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI); and

e Western Cape Department of Environmental Affairs and
Development Planning (DEADP).

Expert Reference Group

Since the inception of the SEA process, the project team received
technical guidance from the ERG. The Department of Environmental
Affairs (DEA) was the lead agent and chair at all ERG meetings, which
were hosted at the CSIR Knowledge Commons venue on the Pretoria
CSIR campus.

The main objective of the ERG was to provide technical review, inputs
and insight to the SEA process. The following agencies and associations
were represented on the ERG:

o Air Traffic Navigational Services (ATNS);

e Birdlife South Africa (Birdlife SA);

e Business Unity South Africa (BUSA);

e Cape Nature;

e Chamber of Mines of South Africa

e  Civil Aviation Authority (CAA);

e Council for Geoscience (CGS);

o CSIR Defence, Peace, Safety and Security (DPSS);

e Endangered Wildlife Trust (EWT);

e Energy Intensive User Group (EIUG) of South Africa;

Eskom;

KwaZulu Natal Department of Transport (DoT) SIP 2

Industrial Development Corporation (IDC);

National Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
(DAFF);

National Department of Defence (DoD);

National Department of Energy (DoE);

National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA);

National Department of Mineral Resources (DMR);

National Department of Public Enterprises (DPE);

National Department of Rural Development and Land Reform
(DRDLRY);

National Department of Trade and Industry (DTI);

National Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS);

National DoE Independent Power Producer Office (DoE IPP);
National Heritage Council South Africa (NHCSA);

National Treasury;

Northern Cape Department of Environment and Nature
Conservation (DENC);

Presidential Infrastructure Coordinating Commission (PICC);
Sentech;

South African Air Force (SAAF);

South African Bat Assessment Advisory panel (SABAAP);

South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA);

South African Local Government Association (SALGA);

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI);

South African National Energy Development Institute (SANEDI);
South African National Roads Agency Limited (SANRAL);

South African Photovoltaic Industry Association (SAPVIA);
Southern Africa Solar Thermal and Electricity Association
(SASTELA);

South African Weather Services (SAWS);

South African Wind Energy Association (SAWEA); and

Square Kilometre Array (SKA) South Africa as part of the
Department of Science and Technology (DST);

Sustainable Energy Society of Southern Africa (SESSA); and
Transnet
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Appendix B.3 Phase | Consultation

Consultation on the Constraints Mapping

A provincial roadshow was undertaken from 12 May 2014 until 3 June
2014 to consult with provincial environmental departments on results
from Phase | of the SEA process. Phase | involved a wall to wall sensitivity
delineation and mapping of areas where electricity grid infrastructure is
likely to have a negative impact on the environment (environmental
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Figure 1: Negative mapping constraint results of EGI on environment (Environmental Constraints)
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constraints - Figure 1) and areas where the environment is likely to have
a negative impact on electricity grid infrastructure (engineering
constraints - Figure 2). Environmental constraints include (but are not
limited to) sensitive features such a protected areas and heritage sites
as well as existing and conflicting land uses, such as the Square
Kilometre Array and aerodromes. Engineering constraints include, and
are not limited to, steep slopes and areas with restricted road access.
The full extent of South Africa was then graded and mapped for
environmental and engineering sensitivity, indicating areas to be avoided
(Very High sensitivity), to areas which are sensitive for various reasons
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(High-Medium sensitivity), to areas which demonstrate no sensitivity (Low
sensitivity). The workshop consultation presentations were made
available on the project website https://egi.csir.co.za/?page id=223.

This consultation was limited to environmental departments and
stakeholder groups within the relevant provinces. Invitations were sent to
the provincial ERG representatives who were asked to distribute the
invitation to relevant stakeholder groups. The attendees to the Phase |
provincial consultation workshops are presented in Table 2.
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Figure 2: Negative mapping constraint results of environment on EGI (Engineering Constraints)
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Table 2: Attendees for Phase | Provincial Consultation Workshops

Provincial Roadshow for Phase | Consultation

Name

Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Email

Western Cape, 12 May 2014

Alana Duffell-Canham

CapeNature

aduffell-canham@capenature.co.za

Kerry Maree

CapeNature

kmaree@capenature.co.za

Jenifer Gouza

CapeNature - landscape Conservation

jgouza@capenature.co.za

Rhett Smart

CapeNature: Scientific Services

rsmart@capenature.co.za

Lydia CapeDucluzeau

CSIR SEA team

Icapeducluzeau@csir.co.za

Marshall Mabin

CSIR SEA team

mmabin@csir.co.za

Wisaal Osman

CSIR SEA team

wosman@csir.co.za

Cornelius van der Westhuizen

CSIR SEA team

cvdwesthuizenl@csir.co.za

Surprise Zwane

DEA: EM Strategic Support

szwane@environment.gov.za

Joy Leaner

DEADP

joy.leaner@easterncape.gov.za

Tony Barnes

DEADP (Western Cape)

anthony.barnes@westerncape.gov.za

Lize Jennings-Boom

DEADP: Climate Change

lize.jennings@westerncape.gov.za

Paul Hardcastle

DEADP: Planning & Policy Co-ordination

paul.hardcastle@westerncape.gov.za

Helen Davies

DEADP; Climate change & biodiversity

helen.davies@westerncape.gov.za

Fernel Abrahams

DED + T: Green Economy

fernel.abrahams@westerncape.gov.za

Anthony Hazell

DHS

anthony.hazell@westerncape.gov.za

Leon Eksteen

DLG: Municipal Infrastructure

leon.eksteen@westerncape.gov.za

Aa-ishah Petersen

DotP: Policy & Strategy

aa-ishah.petersen@westerncape.gov.za

Goosain Isaacs

EADP: CC

goosain.isaacs@westerncape.gov.za

Crescent Mushwana

Eskom

crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za

Kevin Leask

Eskom Transmission Grid Planning

leaskk@eskom.co.za

Maloba G. Tshemla

Green Cape - Renewable Energy

gmaloba@green-cape.co.za

Gertruida Bambies

Provincial Treasury: Infrastructure

gertruida.bambies@westerncape.gov.za

Eastern Cape, 13 May 2014

Luvuyo Mkontwane

Coega Development Corpration

luvuyo.mkontwana@coega.co.za

Viwe Biyana Coega Development Corpration viwe.biyana@coega.co.za

Luanita van der Walt CSIR Ivdwalt@csir.co.za

Marshall Mabin CSIR mmabin@csir.co.za

Surprise Zwane DEA szwane@environment.gov.za

Alistair McMaster DEDEAT alistair.mcmaster@dedea.gov.za

Briant Noncembu DEDEAT briant.noncembu@deaet.ecape.gov.za
Cecilia Gryan DEDEAT cecilia.gyan@deaet.ecape.gov.za

Dayalan Govender (Jeff) DEDEAT dayalan.govender@deaet.ecape.gov.za
Hlomela Ntisini DEDEAT hlomela.ntisini@deaet.ecape.gov.za
Siyabonga Ggalangile DEDEAT siyabonga.gqalangile@deaet.ecape.gov.za
Zenanle Nombakute DEDEAT zenanle.nombakute@dedeat.ecape.gov.za

Dr. Carola Hantelmann

DEDEAT / GIZ SAGEN

carola.hantelmann@giz.de
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Provincial Roadshow for Phase | Consultation

Name

Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Email

Craig Mclachlan EC DRPW craig.mclachlan@dpw.ecape.gov.za
Chris Motsilili ECSECC chris@ecsecc.org

Chris Ettmayr ELIDZ chris@elidz.co.za

Ayanda Mdlolo ESKOM ayanda.rwexwana@eskom.co.za
Nenekezi Songxabe ESKOM songxann@eskom.co.za

Zamikaya Mpulampula SALGA zmpulampula@salga.org.za
Fahiema Daniels SANBI f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Jeff Manual SANBI j.manuel@sanbi.org.za
Mlungiseleli Kosi DEDEAT mlungiseleli.kosi@deaet.gov.za
Stanford Spotsi DEDEAT stanford.spotsi@deaet.gov.za

Gauteng, Limpopo, Mpumalanga 22 May 2014

Tshilidzi Tshimange

City of Johannesburg

TshilidziT@joburg.org.za

Rudzani Mukheli

City of Tshwane

rudzanim@tshwane.gov.za

Boniswa Masingana

City of Tshwane

boniswam@tshwane.gov.za

Marshall Mabin

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

mmabin@csir.co.za

Lydia Cape-Ducluzeau

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Icapeducluzeau@csir.co.za

Mendy Shozi

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

mshozi@csir.co.za

Elsabeth van der Merwe Ekurhuleni Elsabeth.vdmerwe@ekurhuleni.gov.za
Basani Ndindani Eskom Basani.Ndindani@gauteng.gov.za
Kevin Leask Eskom Leaskk@eskom.co.za

Crescent Mashwana Eskom Crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za

Jacob Legadima

Gauteng Department of Agriculture and Rural Development (GDARD)

Jfj.legadima@gmail.com

Selby Hlatshawyo

Mpumalanga Department of Economic Development, Environment and Tourism (DEDET)

shlatshwayo@mpg.gov.za

Sam Maluleka

Mpumalanga Department of Economic Development, Environment and Tourism (DEDET)

smaluleka@mpg.gov.za / gugumamba@gmail.com

Surprise Zwane

National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

szwane@environment.gov.za

Faheima Daniels

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Jeffrey Manuel

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

j.manuel@sanbi.org.za

Free State, 27 May 2014

Marshall Mabin

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

MMabin@csir.co.za

Abulele Adams

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

AAdamsl@csir.co.za

Kelly Stroebel

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

KStroebel@csir.co.za

Coenie Erasmus

Department of Economic development, Tourism and Environment Affairs (DETEA)

erasmusc@detea.fs.gov.za

Grace Mkhosana

Department of Economic development, Tourism and Environment Affairs (DETEA)

mkhosana@detea.fs.gov.za

Surprise Zwane

National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

SZwane@environment.gov.za

Jeffrey Manuel

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

J.Manuel@sanbi.org.za

Fahima Daniels

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Northern Cape, 28 May 2014

Elsabe Swart

Northern Cape Department of Environment and Nature Conservation (DENC)

Elsabe.dtec@gmail.com

Dewald Badenhorst DENC pamnc@vodamail.co.za

Raylene Nel DENC rnel@ncpg.gov.za
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Provincial Roadshow for Phase | Consultation

Name

Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Email

Theresa Wessels

DENC

twessels@ncpg.gov.za

Marnus Smit DENC Zmsmit.denc@gmail.com
Enrico Oosthuysen DENC enricooosthuysen@gmail.com
Bryan Fisher DENC bfisher@ncpg.gov.za
Natalie Uys DENC Nuys.denc@gmail.com
Justice Belabela Office of the Premier jbelabela@ncpg.gov.za
Feroza Fredericks DENC fredericksf@ncpg.gov.za
Riaan Warie DEDAT rwarie@ncpg.gov.za

D. Chrsitians DEDAT dchristians@ncpg.gov.za
Babalwe Jacobs NCPT babalwaj@ncpg.gov.za
Mantefeleng Booysen COGIHSTA mbooysen@ncpg.gov.za
Vanessa Oliver DEDAT voliver@ncpg.gov.za

Marshall Mabin

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

mmabin@csir.co.za

Abulele Adams

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

aadamsl@csir.co.za

Kelly Stroebel

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

kstroebel@csir.co.za

Surprise Zwane

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

szwane@environment.gov.za

Jeff Manuel South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI) j.manuel@sanbi.org.za
Fahiema Daniels SANBI f.daniels@sanbi.org.za
Kevin Leask ESKOM leaskk@eskom.co.za
North West, 29 May 2014

Mafu Nkosi North West Department of Economic Development, Environment, Conservation & Tourism (DEDECT) mafun@nwpg.gov.za

Adriaan van Straaten DEDECT avanstraaten@nwpg.gov.za
Tarina Boshoff DEDECT tboshoff@nwpg.gov.za
Steven Muldola DEDECT smuldola@nwpg.gov.za
Ray Schaller DEDECT rschaller@nwpg.gov.za
Malefyane Mosadi DEDECT mosadim@nwpg.gov.za
Bando Gaven DEDECT mgaven@nwpg.gov.za
T.E Nell DEDECT tnell@nwpg.gov.za
Obakeag Kgobokoe DSD okgobokoe@nwpg.gov.za
L.S Lebaka-Kethabhu Human Settlements llebaka@nwpg.gov.za
Losaba OA NWP+TB Alosaba@nwptb.co.za
Malakia Mathabe DARD malakiam@nwpg.gov.za

Marshall Mabin

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

mmabin@csir.co.za

Abulele Adams

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Aadamsl@csir.co.za

Kelly Stroebel

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

kstroebel@csir.co.za

Surprise Zwane

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

szwane@environment.gov.za

Jeff Manuel

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

j.manuel@sanbi.org.za

Fahiema Daniels

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Kevin Leask

ESKOM

leaskk@eskom.co.za
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Provincial Roadshow for Phase | Consultation

Name

Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Email

KwaZulu Natal, 3 June 2014

Bernadet Pawandiwa AMAFA bernadetp@amafapmb.co.za
Rirhandzu Marivate CSIR rmarivate@csir.co.za

Marshall Mabin CSIR mmabin@csir.co.za

Bruce Burger ESKOM bruce.burger@eskom.co.za
Crescent Mushwana ESKOM crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za
Ed Bunge ESKOM ed.bunge@eskom.co.za

Dinesree Thambu

Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife

dinesree.thambu@kznwildlife.com

Dominic Wieners

Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife

dominic.wieners@kznwildlife.com

Andy Blackmore

Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife

andy.blackmore@kznwildlife.com

Andre Evetts KZN COGTA andre.evetts@kzncogta.gov.za
Dejond Chetty KZN COGTA(LUM) dejond.chetty@kzncogta.gov.za
Malcolm Moses KZN DAEA malcolm.moses@kzndae.gov.za
Pat Dorkins KZN DOT pat.dorkin@kzntransport.gov.za
Fahiema Daniels SANBI f.daniels@sanbi.org.za
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Appendix B.4 Phase Il Consultation

A second series of 10 workshops was undertaken from 4 - 28 November
2014 to consult with provincial and local government departments; as
well as bulk energy users and generators. The consultation focussed on
receiving inputs to the Phase Il utilisation mapping process.

Phase Il involved the identification of areas within and immediately
adjacent (a maximum distance of 25km) to the Preliminary Corridor
boundary where transmission infrastructure would be best utilised from a
electricity generation and load perspective. The process involved
identifying areas of planned and potential generation and load activities.
Information was sourced through a detailed review of provincial and local
government spatial development planning documentation as well as
through consultation with government and industry. The outputs of this
exercise were then digitized to develop the Utilisation Corridors i.e.
100km wide corridors which represent where future transmission

2°00E 2800
L L

infrastructure might be best utilised in the future. Presentations from
these workshop sessions are available on the project website
https://egi.csir.co.za/?page_id=421.

Phase II: Provincial and Local Government Consultation

Nine workshops were hosted by the relevant provincial department of
each province. Attendance to the consultation was not limited to
environmental planning representatives only. A concerted effort was
made to include all infrastructure and spatial planning representatives
from provincial and local government departments within the relevant
provinces. Invitations were sent to provincial ERG representatives who
were asked to distribute the invitation to relevant stakeholder groups.
Invitations were also sent directly to officials for whom details could be
sourced from departmental and municipal websites.
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The main objectives for holding the workshop was to inform local
government of the SEA process and also provide provinces and
municipalities with the opportunity to actively engage with the mapping
outputs from the SDF review, undertaken as part of the Utilisation
Mapping process. A dedicated consultation exercise was designed which
enabled provinces and municipalities to provide feedback and request
updates to the SDF mapping outputs based on more recent and
unpublished draft SDFs as well as local and regional knowledge.
Provinces and municipalities were given two weeks to complete the
exercise and submit comments to the SEA team for review.

Examples of the exercise documentation provided to provincial and
municipal representatives responsible for commenting on the utilisation
mapping outputs for the Easter Corridor is illustrated in Figures 3 - 5
below. The attendees of the Phase Il provincial and local government
consultation workshops are listed in Table 3.

Figure 3: An Example of the Eastern Corridor SDF mapping output for areas delineated for industrial expansion
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EGI SEA Demand Mapping Exercise Instructions

SECTION 1: DEACTIVATE ‘SHADED’ GRID CELLS (INSIDE CORRIDOR EXTENT ONLY)

PLEASE COMPLETE THE TABLE BELOW FOR CELLS THAT SHOULD BE DEACTIVATED FOR INDUSTRIAL EXPANSION.

GRID CELL

REFERENCE NUMBER

COMMENTS
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STEP 1 Identify the relevant person(s) within your institution with knowledge on future spatial
development plans for your province/municipality, concerning industry and mining related
development in particular.

Request their input and participation in this exercise.

STEP 2 Visit the EGI SEA Website at: https://egi.csir.co.za/?page id=421
Access your relevant provincial folder
Access the Working Exercise Materials” folder
Open the ‘Maps’ folder and download each of the three maps within:

o Category 1: Industrial Expansion
= Category 2: 5EZ and IDZ
= Category 3: Priority Mining Areas
Return to “Working Exercise Materials' folder
Open the “Attributes’ folder and download the attributes table
Return to “Working Exercise Materials' folder
Open the ‘Feedback forms’ folder and download each of the forms within:
o Category 1: Industrial Expansion
o Category 2: 5EZ and IDZ
o Category 3: Priority Mining Areas

STEP 3 Review each of the maps to determine whether the shaded cells are an accurate
representation of spatial development plans in your province/municipality with regards to
industrial expansion, SEZ and IDZ and or priority mining.

Review the grid cells on each map in combination with the attributes table to determine
whether the documents used by the EGI SEA Team to populate the maps are the best available
documents.

STEP 4 Based on your knowledge of future developments plans in your province/municipality, identify
what changes you would like to be made to each of the three maps i.e. which cells you would
like to be changed from ‘shaded to unshaded’ or ‘unshaded to shaded’.

STEP 5 Capture any proposed changes in the appropriate feedback forms. Therefore, if you would like
changes to be made to the Category 1 Map, then complete the Category 1 Feedback Form.
Proposed chamges to the Category 2 Map must be captured in the Category 2 Feedback Form,
and changes to the Category 3 Map must be captured in the Category 3 Feedback Form.

STEP 5A Each Feedback form is separated into two sections. Section 1 relates to cells INSIDE the
corrider which must be changed from ‘shaded to unshaded’. Please capture the grid cell
reference number for the cell you would like to be ‘unshaded’ together with a comment, i.e. an
explanation of why the cell must be unshaded.

STEP 5B Section 2 of the Feedback Form concerns cells INSIDE the corridor which you are proposing to
be changed from ‘unshaded”’ to ‘shaded’. Please capture the cell reference number for each
proposed cell. In addition, please capture the sector and activity to which the cell relates
(referring to the table at the start of Section 2).

STEP 5C Section 3 of the Feedback Form concerns areas completely QUTSIDE the corridor extent only.
Please identify areas (coordinates of areaf/nearest town to area) falling outside the corridors
which could motivate shifting the corridors in support of these areas.

STEP & Capture your municipality or departmental contact details on the front cover of each Feedback
Form.

Please submit a maximum of one Feedback Form for each map per department/municipality.

STEP 7 Submit completed Feedback Forms to Wisaal Osman at wosman@csir.co.za by 5 December
2014.

As per STEP 3, please also submit any documents which you would like to be considered as part
of the review that have not yet been included.
Contact Wisaal Osman at 021 888 2482/2432 if you have any questions regarding the exercise.
Figure 4: Exercise instructions
] ke
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Figure 5: Eastern Cape SDF Feedback Form for Industrial Expansion
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Table 3: Attendees for Phase Il Provincial and Local Government Consultation Workshops

Phase Il Provincial and Local Government Roadshow

Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Name

Email

Gauteng, 4 November 2014

City of Johannesburg

Lebo Molefe

LeboMol@joburg.org.za

Tshilidzi Tshimange

TshilidziT@joburg.org.za

City Power

Xolani Lembede

xlembede@citypower.co.za

Joe Ledile Tefu

jtefu@citypower.co.za

City of Tswane

Rudzani Murien

rudzanim@tswane.gov.za

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Wisaal Osman

wosman@csir.co.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

Surprise Zwane

szwane@environment.gov.za

Eskom

Crescent Mushwana

crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za

Ekurhuleni Metropolitan Municipality

Elsabeth van der Merwe

Elsabeth.vdMerwe@ekurhuleni.gov.za

Gauteng Department of Agriculture and Rural Development (GDARD)

Basani Ndindani

Basani.Ndindani@gauteng.gov.za

Granny Dlamini

dgdlamini@environment.gov.za

Takalani Malotsha

Takalani.Malotsha@gauteng.gov.za

Thabisile Nkosi

Thabisile.Nkosi@gauteng.gov.za

Kholofelo Matsetela

Kholofelo.Matsetela@gauteng.gov.za

Lesedi Local Municipality

Mninimuzi Ncala

mninimuzin@Iesedi.gov.za

Mogale City Local Municipality

Samukelisiwe Mdlalose

Samukelisiwe.Mdlalose @mogalecity.gov.za

Sedibeng District Municipality

Tebogo Mutlaneng

TebogoM@sedibeng.gov.za

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Jeff Manuel

j.manuel@sanbi.org.za

Sagwata Manyike

s.manyike@sanbi.org.za

Shahieda Davids

s.davids@sanbi.org.za

West Rand District Municipality

Susan Stoffberg

sstoffberg@wrdm.gov.za

Estelle du Toit

edutoit@wrdm.gov.za

Fumane Rakaibe

fumane.rakaibe @yahoo.com

Celeste Vermaak

C vermaak@yahoo.com

Temperance Sebele

temperance@uvukocivils.co.za

Nombuso van Wyk

Nombuso.vanwyk@gmail.com

Muofhe Ravhura

ravhuramuofhe@gmail.com

Niel Sparks

nielsparks@gmail.com

Westonaria Local Municipality
Westonaria Local Municipality

Mpoti Machaba

Mpoti.Machaba@westonaria.gov.za

Frazer Quinn

/

Mpumalanga, 4 November 2014

Emakhazeni Local Municipality

Walter Mtshweni

mtshweniwm@gmail.com

Victor Sibande

victorsibande@yahoo.com

Kgodiso Mashile

kgodiso@gmail.com

Coun Brentjies

brentjiescbc@emalahleni.gov.za
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Phase Il Provincial and Local Government Roadshow

Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Name

Email

Gert Sibande District Municipality (GSDM)

Ryno Jacobs

rynoj@gsibande.gov.za

Sibongile Zikalala

sibongilez@gsibande.gov.za

Mkhondo Local Municipality

MA Mambane

amambane@mkhondo.org.za

Mpumalanga Department of Economic Development, Environment & Tourism (DEDET)

Sam Maluleka

smaluleka@mpg.gov.za

Selby Hlatshwayo

Shlatshwayo@mpg.gov.za

Mpumalanga Tourism & Parks Agency

Mervyn Lotter

mervyn.lotter@gmail.com

Khumbelo Makhuvha

KhumbeloMakhuvha940@gmail.com

Student

Octaviri van Wyk

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

Surprise Zwane

szwane@environment.gov.za

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Wisaal Osman

wosman@csir.co.za

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Jeff Manuel

j.manuel@sanbi.org.za

Sagwata Manyike

s.manyike@sanbi.org.za

Eskom Crescent Mushwana crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za
Limpopo, 6 November 2014
L Dehren dehrensj@ba-phalaborwa.gov.za
Ba-Phalaborwa Local Municipality - -
PM Chiloane chiloanep@ba-phalaborwa.gov.za
Capricorn District Municipality Doris Nashiloatle thabar@cdm.gov.za
Mafa MF Mafaf@cdm.org.za

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Wisaal Osman

wosman@csir.co.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

Thabo Hlongwane

thlongwane@environment.gov.za

Surprise Zwane

szwane@environment.gov.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA): Vhembe District Municipality

Malothsha T

tmalotsha@environment.gov.za

Elias Motsoaledi Local Municipality

Boridi Sethojoa

bsethojoa@emIm.gov.za

Ephraim Mogale Local Municipality

Katlego Shongwe

kshongwe@emogalelm.gov.za

Eskom

Crescent Mushwana

crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za

Fetakgomo Local Municipality

Dimakatoo Makofane

makofaned@fetakgomo.gov.za

Greater Giyani Local Municipality

Mavundza SN

Mavundzasn@greatergiyani.gov.za

Greater Letaba Local Municipality Spatial planning director /
Greater Tubatse Local Municipality Mukondi Madima madimamv@tubatse.gov.za
Greater Tzaneen Local Municipality Mgama Mathye /

Lepelle-Nkumpi Local Municipality

MC Masoga

mateu.masoga@lepelle-nkumpi.gov.za

Lephalale Local Municipality

Oteng Radipabe

oteng.radipabe@Iephalale.gov.za

Limpopo Department of Economic Development, Enviornment & Tourism (LEDET)

Ngoasheng TR

Ngoashengtr@ledet.gov.za

Mongwe VM

mongwev@|edet.gov.za

Tinyiko Malungani

malunganitp@Iedet.gov.za

Juliet Mukhari

mukhargj@Iledet.gov.za

Leshabane Patrick

leshabaneps@ledet.gov.za
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Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation Name Email
Makhukho SS makhukhoss@ledet.gov.za
Makhado Local Municipality Tanyani

Makhuduthamaga Local Municipality

Nkosinathi Matuludi

nkosinathhim@makhuduthamaga.gov.za

Molemole Local Municipality

Flod Mashotja

mashotjamf@molemole.gov.za

Molemole Local Municipality

Phuti Ntjana

ntjanap@molemole.gov.za

Musina Local Municipality

Redani Kulama

redanik@musina.gov.za

Mutale Local Municipality

Nekhumbe

/

Mutale Local Municipality

Netswera

/

Polokwane

Hyven Kholophe

hyvenk@polokwane.gov.za

Sekhukhune District Municipality

Mmethabo Mphahlele

mphahlelew@sekhukhune.gov.za

Machete RF

mmadiramac@yahoo.com

Lesiba Thulare

lesibathulare@gmail.com

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Jeff Manuel

j.manuel@sanbi.org.za

Sagwata Manyike

s.manyike@sanbi.org.za

Shahieda Davids

s.davids@sanbi.org.za

Thulamela Local Municipality

Mr Maluleke

/

Vhembe District Municipality

Mathomu CN

mathomuc@vhembe.gov.za

Free State, 11 November 2014

CENTLEC Malefane Sekoboto malefane.sekoboto@centlec.co.za
CENTLEC Ben Tseka ben.tseka@centlec.co.za

COGTA EG Scott eddie@fscogta.gov.za

COGTA Cv Vuuren christo@fscogta.gov.za

COGTAFS MS Selogilwe molwantwa@fscogta.gov.za

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Wisaal Osman

wosman@csir.co.za

DARD (Agriculture) IS Venter izak@gdard.agric.za
Department of Agriculture & Rural Development J Morton jack@fs.agric.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

Teboho Moepi

tmoepi@environment.gov.za

Surprise Zwane

szwane@environment.gov.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA): Fezile Dabi District Municipality

Cecilia Matshediso Motaung

cmotaung@environment.gov.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA): Lejweleputswa District Municipality

Tshepo Moselesele

tmoselesele@environment.gov.za

DETEA

Grace Mkhosana

mkhosana@detea.fs.gov.za

Coenie Erasmus

erasmusc@detea.fs.gov.za

Eskom Crescent Mushwana crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za

Kevin Leask leaskk@eskom.co.za
Kopanong Local Municipality S James pmul.kopanong@vodamail.co.za

MM Madolo pmutechnical.kopanong@vodamail.co.za
Letsemeng Municipality Mongali Tiali mongali@gmail.com

Mangaung Municipality

Hennie Stander

HENNIE.STANDER@mangaung.co.za
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Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation
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Email

Metsimalo Local Municipality

Reatile Ralepeli

reatile@yahoo.co.uk

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Shahieda Davids

s.davids@sanbi.org.za

North West, 17 November 2014

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Kelly Stroebel

kstroebel@csir.co.za

DEA- DRSMDM

Khuthaazo Manyatsha

kmanyatsha@environment.gov.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

Surprise Zwane

szwane@environment.gov.za

Department of Local Government and Human Settlement

Nonkululeko Myeza

ntnango@nwpg.gov.za

Colleen Mmutle

cmmutle@nwpg.gov.za

Lucky Fourie

Ifourie@nwpg.gov.za

Ditsobotla Local Municipality

Le.Roi van Niekerk

leroivanniekerk@gmail.com

Economy and Enterprise Development

Mercy Tumane

mtumane@nwpg.gov.za

Lebogang Motlhanke

Imotlhanke@nwpg.gov.za

Eskom

Kevin Leask

leaskk@eskom.co.za

Kagisisano Molopo Local Municipality

Boltumelo Chichindua

boltumelochichindua@gmail.com

Kgetleng Rivier Municipality

Mauhungu Reuben

mavhungur@kgetlengrivier.gov.za

Kgetlengrevier Local Municipality

Thabang Mekgoe

mekgoet@kgetlengrivier.gov.za

Mamusa Local Municipality

Tshepo Marumole

marumolet@mamusalm.co.za

Maquassi Hills Municipality

Mocumi Mococancoeng

mocumim@magquassihills.org

NMMDM

Neo Tabane

tabanen@nmmdm.gov.za

Goitsimosimo Tau

Goitsetaul23@gmail.com

Thandi Gontsana

gontsanat@nmmdm.gov.za

Tshegofatso Hendrick

hendrickt@nmmdm.gov.za

North West Development Corporation

Hanti Hoogkamer

hantieh@nwdc.co.za

North West Department of Finance, Economy & Enterprise Development (FEED)

Opgopleng Kgathea

okgathea@nwpg.gov.za

Rhuleni Mathebula

rmathebula@nwpg.gov.za

Malefyane Mosadi

mosadim@nwpg.gov.za

Portia Khrisjan

pkhrisjan@nwpg.gov.za

NW READ -

Adriaan Van Straaten avanstraaten@nwpg.gov.za
NW READ

Tharina Boshoff tboshoff@nwpg.gov.za

Lebo Diale Idiale@nwpg.gov.za

Thebe G.E gethebe@nwpg.gov.za

Ray Schaller rschaller@nwpg.gov.za
NWPTB Tsetsele tnothusi@nwptb.co.za

Ramotshere Local Municipality

Sainty Sithole

Sainty.sithole@ramotshere.gov.za

Ramotshero Moiloa municipality

Donald Modibatsane

modibatsanedg@gmail.com

SALGA:NW

Tikologo Makhoana

tmakhoana@salga.org.za
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Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Name

Email

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Jeff Manuel j.manuel@sanbi.org.za
Trady Smith tradys@tlokwe.gov.za
Tlowe Local Municipality Sonja sonjac@tlokwe.gov.za

Stephane van Zyl

stephanev@tlokwe.gov.za

Ventersdorp Local Municipality

Elizabeth Majione

ematjione@ventersdorp.co.za

Western Cape, 25 November 2014

Breede Valley Local Municipality

Henk Benecke

hbenecke@bvm.gov.za

CapeNature Wilfred Williams wwilliams@capenature.co.za
Alistair Barrier Alistair.Barrier@capetown.gov.za
City of Cape Town Edgar Capes Edgar.Capes@capetown.gov.za

Stefan Rautenbach

Stefan.Rautenbach@capetown.gov.za

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Wisaal Osman

wosman@csir.co.za

Mendy Shozy mshozi@csir.co.za

Paul Lochner plochner@csir.co.za

Lizo Mati LMati@environment.gov.za
Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) Nelisa Nama NNama@environment.2ov.za

Surprise Zwane

szwane@environment.gov.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA): Central Karoo District Municipality

Barbara Brown

bbrown@deat.gov.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA): Eden District Municipality

Londeka Phetha

LPhetha@environment.gov.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA): Overberg District Municipality

Mveleli Mgewu

MMgewu@environment.gov.za

Drakenstein Local Municpality

Johan Rademeyer

Alida.Schlebusch@drakenstein.gov.za

Leon Laing

RonelZ@drakenstein.gov.za

Willie Albertyn

RonelZ@drakenstein.gov.za

Eskom

Crescent Mushwana

crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za

Kevin Leask

leaskk@eskom.co.za

Green Cape Sector Development Agency

Francois du Plessis

francois@green-cape.co.za

Mike Mulcahy

mike@green-cape.co.za

Heritage Western Cape

Jonathan Windvogel

Jonathan.Windvogel@westerncape.gov.za

Zwelibanzi Shiceka

Zwelibanzi.Shiceka@westerncape.gov.za

Overberg District Municipality

Francois Kotze

fkotze@odm.org.za

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Jeff Manuel

j.manuel@sanbi.org.za

Tsamelo Malebu

t.malebu@sanbi.org.za

Shahieda Davids

s.davids@sanbi.org.za

Stellenbosch Local Municipality

Kaizer Makati

kaizer.makati@stellenbosch.gov.za

Swartland Local Municipality

Alwyn Burger

alwynburger@swartland.org.za
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Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Name

Email

Western Cape Department of Agriculture

Andre Roux

Cor van der Walt

Western Cape Department of Economic Development and Tourism

Dr Fernel Abrahams

Fernel.Abrahams@westerncape.gov.za

Prof Jim Petrie

Jim.Petrie@westerncape.gov.za

Western Cape Department of Environmental Affairs & Development Planning (DEADP)

Anique Rossouw

Anigue.Rossouw@westerncape.gov.za

Farah Abrahams

Farah.Abrahams@westerncape.gov.za

Frances van der Merwe

Frances.vanderMerwe@westerncape.gov.za

Henri Fortuin

Henri.Fortuin@westerncape.gov.za

Kobie Brand

Kobie.Brand@westerncape.gov.za

Liza Petersen

Liza.Petersen@westerncape.gov.za

Paul Hardcastle

Paul.Hardcastle@westerncape.gov.za

Zaahir Toefy

Zaahir.Toefy@westerncape.gov.za

Chrizelle Kriel

Chrizelle.Kriel@westerncape.gov.za

Western Cape Department of Transport and Public Works

Shaheen Adams

Shaheen.Adams2@westerncape.gov.za

Sharon Joseph

Sharon.Joseph@westerncape.gov.za

Sonja Solomon

Sonja.Solomon@westerncape.gov.za

Western Cape Provincial Department of Local Government

Graham Paulse

Graham.Paulse@westerncape.gov.za

KwaZulu Natal, 27 November 2014

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Abulele Adams

aadamsl@csir.co.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

Nosipho Moyo

ncele@environment.gov.za

Surprise Zwane

szwane@environment.gov.za

EDTEA eThekwini District Municipality

Natasha Brijlal

Natasha.Brijlal@kzndard.gov.za

EDTEA iLembe District

Malcolm Moses

Malcolm.Moses@kzndard.gov.za

EDTEA iLembe District

Nombulelo Zungu

Nombulelo.Zungu@kzndard.gov.za

EDTEA Ugu South Region

Thelumusa Mthethwa

Thelumusa.mthethw@kzndae.gov.za

EDTEA Ugu South Region

Mark Hempson

Hempsonm@kznded.gov.za

EDTEA UMgungundlovu District Municipality

Kim van Heerden

Kim.vanheerden@kzndard.gov.za

EDTEA Zululand

Lungile Madonsela

lungimad@gmail.com

Eskom

Crescent Mushwana

crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za

eThekwini Metro Municipality

Shoni Makhwedzha

Shoni.Makhwedzha@durban.gov.za

eThekwini Municipality

T.S. Kunene

kunenets@elec.durban.gov.za

Raj Dhrochand

dhrochandr@elec.durban.gov.za

Elizabeth Dubbeld

Elizabeth.dubbeld@durban.gov.za

Ajiv Maharaj

Ajiv.maharaj@durban.gov.za

Ashena Ramloutan

Ashena.Ramloutan@durban.gov.za

Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife
Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife

Dinesree Thambu

Dinesree.thambu@kznwildlife.com

Felicity Elliot

Felicity.elliot@kznwildlife.com

Harry Gwala District Municipality

Ndumiso Magku

jilin@harrygwaladm.gov.za
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Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Name

Email

Human Settlements

HOD’s PA

portia.myakayaka@kzndhs.gov.za

llembe District Municipality

M Mathenjwa

Masupha.Mathenjwa@ilembe.gov.za

L Msomi

Langalakhe.Msomi@ilembe.gov.za

KwaDukuza Local Municipality

N Kunene

nokubongak@kwadukuza.gov.za

KwaZulu Natal Department of Economic Development, Tourism & Environmental Affairs

Dr Peter Kuyler

Peter.Kuyler@kzndard.gov.za

KwaZulu Natal Department of Economic Development, Tourism & Environmental Affairs: Harry Gwala District

Ndumiso Masuku

Ndumiso.Masuku@kzndard.gov.za

KwaZulu Natal Department of Economic Development, Tourism & Environmental Affairs: KwaDukuza

Mdu Zondo

mdu.zondo@kzndard.gov.za

KwaZulu Natal Economic Development Branch

Nokwazi Khuzwayo

khuzwayon@kznded.gov.za

Lungi Mthembu

mthembul@kznded.gov.za

KwaZulu-Natal Department of Economic Development, Tourism & Environmental Affairs

Gerald Willis Smith

Gerald.Willissmith@kzndard.gov.za

Thabisile Gwamanda

Thabisile.gwamanda@kzndae.gov.za

Nokubonga Duma

Nokubonga.duma@kzndard.gov.za

Asia Khan

Asia.khan@kzndard.gov.za

KZN DoT (SIP2)

Gideon Treurnich

gideon.treurnich@rhdhv.com

Mkhabathini Local Municipality

Elaine Davids

Elained4@gmail.com

SS Britz

SSbritz@gmail.com

Ndwedwe Local Municipality

M Dlamini

mziwakhe.dlamini@ndwedwe.gov.za

Siphokazi Stemele

siphokazistemele@ndwedwe.gov.za

Ferdie Alberts

Ferdie.Alberts@newcastle.gov.za

SMEC

Avisah Kishoon

Avisha.kishoon@smec.com

Vincent Tiedt

Vincent.tiedt@smec.com

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Shahieda Davids

s.davids@sanbi.org.za

Umkhanyakude District Municipality

Boxer Mpontshane

boxer@ukdm.gov.za

Umngeni Municipality

Sandile Makhaye

idcmanager@umnegni.gov.za

Eastern Cape, 28 November 2014

Alfred Nzo Dlstrcit Municipality

N Nziweni

nnziweni@environment.gov.za

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Abulele Adams

aadamsl@csir.co.za

Department of Economic Development, Environmental Affairs and Tourism- Chris Hani

Nondwe Mdekazi-Nkqubzo

Nondwe.mdekazi@deaet.ecape.gov.za

Thando Booi

Thando.booi@deaet.ecape.gov.za

Nonelela Gobeni

ngobeni@chrishanidm.gov.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

Surprise Zwane

szwane@environment.gov.za

Department of Social Development

Tozamile Masangwana

Tozamile.masangwana@ecdsd.gov.za

Department of Water and Sanitation

Ntombiyamayirha Xalable

xalabilen@dwa.gov.za

Joseph Jacobs

jlacobs@dwa.gov.za

Andrew Lucas

lucasa@dwa.gov.za

Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development ,Environmental Affairs and Tourism (DEDEAT)

Bathabile Songxaba

Bathabile.Songxaba@dedea.gov.za

Cecilia Gyan

cecilia.gyan@dedea.gov.za
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Phase Il Provincial and Local Government Roadshow

Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation Name Email
Cira Ngetu Cira.Ngetu@dedea.gov.za
Div deVilliers Div.DeVilliers@dedea.gov.za

Gerry Pienaar

Gerry.Pienaar@dedea.gov.za

Mzukisis Mboto

Mzukisi.mboto@dedea.gov.za

Noluthando Bam

Noluthando.Bam@dedea.gov.za

Phumla Mzazi

phumla.mzazi@dedea.gov.za

Sandiso Zide

sandiso.zide@dedea.gov.za

Siyabonga Gqalangile

Siyabonga.Ggalangile@dedea.gov.za

Xolani Nikelo

Xolani.Nikelo@dedea.gov.za

Mncedisi Makosonke

Mncedisi.makosonke@dedea.gov.za

Dayalan Govender

Dayalan.Govender@dedea.gov.za

Thembakazi Tshefu

Thembakazi.tshefu@dedea.gov.za

Qondile Paliso

Qondile.paliso@dedea.gov.za

Sandiso Mabongo

sadiso.mabongo@dedea.gov.za

Briant Noncembu

Briant.noncembu@deaet.ecape.gov.za

Eskom Kevin Leask leaskk@eskom.co.za
Intsika Yethu A Makhanya makhanyaa@intsikayethu.gov.za
Joe Ggabi District Municipality Rose Jule riule@environment.gov.za

Kind Sabata Dalindyebo Local Municipality

Bantu Gwadiso

Bantu.gwadiso@live.co.za

OR Tambo District Municipality

Nombasa Msebi

nombasamsebi@hotmail.com

Sakhisizwe Local Municipality

Sifundo Tunzi

STunzi@sakhisizwe.gov.za

Sarah Baartman District Municipality

Keleltes Makgake

kenakgola@sbdm.co.za

Senqu Local Municipality

Rob Crozier

Crozierr@senqu.gov.za

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Shahieda Davids

s.davids@sanbi.org.za
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Bulk Generator Workshop

Due to the competitive nature of the renewable energy industry in South Africa, much data and knowledge exist in
the private sector that cannot be made available for public studies such as this SEA. In order to afford the industry
an opportunity to provide inputs, without having to actually disclose such information publically, an appropriate
consultation process was designed. This process was communicated to industry associations at a workshop
session hosted on the 4th November 2014 at the CSIR Pretoria Campus.

The consultation process consisted of a survey including a map of the Buffered Corridors divided into 10km x
10km grid cells. The survey was distributed to the members of the South African Wind Energy Association
(SAWEA), the South African Photovoltaic Industry Association (SAPVIA), South African Solar Thermal and Electricity
Association (SASTELA) and any other renewable energy developers registered as stakeholders in the SEA process.
A commitment was made that all individual submissions by developers would be treated as confidential while the
aggregated results would be used for the study. Eskom Holdings Limited was also provided the opportunity to
provide inputs.

Each developer were requested to select up to 15 different grid cells where grid development should be
prioritised inside of the Buffered Corridors to support plans for renewable energy development in these areas over
a 0-5 year, 5-15 year and 15-30 year time horizon (Figure 6). Developers were afforded the opportunity to select
an additional five grid cells outside of the Buffered Corridors as well at a 0-30 year time horizon. Upon selection of
each grid cell developers were required to indicate the generation potential of the selected cell in MW. The
workshop presentations  and exercise  were made  available via the project  website
(https://egi.csir.co.za/?page _id=352).
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Figure 6: Example of the form which Bulk Energy Generators were asked to complete.

Bulk Electricity User Workshop

The same consultation process for bulk generators was followed for bulk users. In this instance, energy intensive
users including members of the Energy Intensive User Group (EIUG), Business Unity South Africa (BUSA), Chamber
of Mines (CoM) and other institutions such as Transnet, Industrial Development Corporation and Eskom, were
consulted for inputs on the location of planned bulk energy consuming projects. Respondents were requested to
identify the position of such planned projects through the selection of grid cells at a 0-5, 5-15 and 15-30 year
horizon. Respondents were required to indicate the power requirements of projects in MW.

The bulk user workshop was hosted by the project team at CSIR Pretoria Campus on 5 November 2014. The
workshop presentations  and exercise  were made available via the project  website
(https://egi.csir.co.za/?page id=352). Attendees at the workshop are indicated in Table 4.
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Table 4: Bulk Energy User and Generator workshop attendees at CSIR Pretoria Campus on 5 November 2014.

Phase Il Bulk Energy User and Generator Workshop

Department/ Organisation/ Affiliation

Name

Email

Business Unity South Africa (BUSA)

Wayne Glossop

wayne.glossop@gmail.com

Chamber of Mines (CoM)

Christiaan Teffo

cteffo@chamberofmines.org.za

Coega Development Corporation (CDC)

Luvuyo Mkontwana

Luvuyo.Mkontwana@coega.co.za

Council for Mineral Technology (Mintek)

Godfrey Mothapo

GodfreyMo@mintek.co.za

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR)

Marshall Mabin

mmabin@csir.co.za

Wisaal Osman

wosman@csir.co.za

Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA)

Surprise Zwane

SZwane@environment.gov.za

Energy Intensive User Group (EIUG)

Jarredine Morris

jmorris@bdo.co.za

Takalani Gangazhe

takalani.gangazhe@angloamerican.com

Kevin Leask LeaskK@eskom.co.za

Ronald Marais MaraisRo@eskom.co.za
Eskom - -

Snyman Mojapelo MojapeS@eskom.co.za

Crescent Mushwana crescent.mushwana@eskom.co.za
iGas Neville Ephraim nevilleE@cefgroup.co.za

Industrial Development Corporation (IDC)

Jennifer Crossman

JenniferC@idc.co.za

South African National Roads Agency Limited (SANRAL)

Mpati Makoa

makoam@nra.co.za

Willem van der Merwe

vdmerwew@nra.co.za

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)

Fahiema Daniels

f.daniels@sanbi.org.za

Jeff Manuel j.manuel@sanbi.org.za
Shahieda s.manyike@sanbi.org.za
Sagwata s.davids@sanbi.org.za

South African Wind Energy Association (SAWEA)

Kilian Hagemann

kilian@g7energies.com

Southern Africa Solar Thermal and Electricity Association (SASTELA)

Ntombikanina Malinga

ntombikanina@gmail.com

Saheed Okuboyejo

sokuboyejo@brightsourceenergy.com

Transnet

Shepherd Nkosi

Shepherd.Nkosi@transnet.net

Charl du Toit

charl.dutoit@transnet.net

Johan Marais

Johan.Marais@transnet.net

Sandile Magenuka

Sandile.Magenuka@transnet.net
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Appendix B.5 Consultation with the Public

Project Initiation

The public consultation process undertaken for this SEA aimed at providing any interested stakeholder the
opportunity to engage with the process. For this purpose, various means of communication were used and
included online articles, newspaper notifications, and a project website. Announcements for the initiation of the
SEA were published in local, provincial and national newspapers. The enlarged version of the notice for the
initiation of the SEA is provided in Figure 7 below.

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) notice

NOTIFICATION OF INTEREST TO BE PART OF A PROCESS TO
DEVELOP A STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND PRE-
CONSTRUCTION SITE SPECIFIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

CRITERIA TO ENSURE THE EFFICIENT AND EFFECTIVE EXPANSION
OF THE ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE FOR SOUTH AFRICA

The Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) hereby informs all interested stakeholders of its intention
to embark on a process to develop a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) to identify routing
corridors for the efficient and effective expansion of the electricity grid infrastructure in South Africa, and to

develop pre-construction site specific environmental assessment protocols.

Should you wish to contribute to the SEA development process you are requested to register your interest
with DEA. You are also requested to make an initial input by identifying issues which should be considered
by DEA in the development of the SEA. As a registered interested party you will be informed of the
availability of any draft documents for your input.

Please register by submitting your name and e-mail details to the address mentioned below to:

Ms Agnes Mainganye

Email: amainganye@environment.gov.za

Please note that should you not receive a response from the Department within a month from date of your
submission, your interest has not been registered and you will need to resubmit your details.

For further information you are also welcome to call Mr Surprise Zwane at the Department of
Environmental Affairs at: (012) 310 3145 or email on szwane@environment.gov.za

www_environment gov.za
Call centre: 086 111 2468

i b 2
u environmental affairs

r Deparmeant
SR Envionmental Aftairs
et REPUBLIC OF SQUTH AFRICA

¥

Figure 7: Initial notice of initiation of the Electricity Grid Infrastructure (EGI) Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

B.5.1 Project Website

A project website was launched at the inception of the project. The project website was created as a platform for
the exchange of information and data between the SEA team and all stakeholders including government officials,
local communities, industry representatives, and anyone else interested in electricity grid infrastructure planning
in South Africa.

Biodiversity for Life ’) 2n

South African National Biodiversity Institute

Environmental Affairs
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

GIR -‘_5;@&_." g::il;:)n?mental affairs @ ESkom

our future through science

The project website is accessible at: https://egi.csir.co.za/ and enables stakeholders to register on the SEA
database and also send comments to the SEA team via an online form. The home page of the project website is
illustrated in Figure 8.

Strategic Environmental Assessment for Electricity Grid Infrastructure

IR §=== @eskom SR

o e g v South African National Biodiversity Institute

BBMel Process ProjectSummary Dala  Workshops & Presentations FAQs — Stakehoider Registration  Contact us

You are here: Home

SEARCH

The National Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) has embarked on a process of
identifying ways to act swiftly, and shorten the

process for major infrastructure build programmes in South Africa. In particular the DEA
is looking to facilitate the efficient roll out of Strategic Integrated Projects (SIPs) lead by
the Presidential Infrastructure Coordinating Committee (PICC) and detailed in the
National Infrastructure Plan

As part of this process, the Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA), mandated by

Figure 8: Home page of the Electricity Grid Infrastructure (EGI) Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) project
website (https://egi.csir.co.za/)

B.5.2 Stakeholder Database

A total of 169 stakeholders registered on the EGI SEA database via the project website, phone calls or emails sent
directly to the SEA team. The names and affiliations of the registered stakeholders are provided in Table 5.

Table 5: Stakeholders registered on the EGI SEA database

Organisation / Association / Department / Affiliation Name

Ettienne Pienaar
Mr Carel Gersbach

Air Traffic Navigational Services (ATNS)

Alstom Grid Olivier Monteil
Atlantic Energy Partners David Peinke
Aurecon Rabagolo Melesi
BioTherm Energy (Pty) Ltd Marc Wright

Birdlife South Africa (Birdlife SA) Ms Samantha Ralston

Simon Gear
Ernst Retief
Hanneline Smit-Robinson

Business Unity South Africa (BUSA) Brian Day

Wayne Glossop

Cape Nature Kerry Maree
Wilfred Williams

Rhett Smart

APPENDIX B, CONSULTATION PROCESS, Page 22
STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE IN SOUTH AFRICA


https://egi.csir.co.za/
https://egi.csir.co.za/

Organisation / Association / Department / Affiliation

Name

Organisation / Association / Department / Affiliation

Name

Alana Duffell-Canham

Chamber of Mines of South Africa

Dick Kruger

Marc Leroy

Basani Ndindani

Christiaan Teffo

Gert Sibande District Municipality

Nomsa Thabethe

Council for Geoscience (CGS)

Dr Stewart Foya

GIBB

Urishanie Govender

Livhu Wani

Hydro SA

Mercia Grimbeek

Chameney Engelbrecht

Mashudu Matshivha

CSIR DPSS

Rian De Wind

CSIR Research & Development Centre

Crescent Mushwana

Tobias Bischof-Niemz

DELTA BUILT ENVIRONMENT CONSULTANT

Cilliers van der Merwe

Gerhard Schoeman

Phathu Mudau

Department of Defence

Colonel SC Williams

Independent Power Producer (IPP) Office

Gary Lloyd

Nokuthula Mncube

Riana van Wyk

Maduna Ngobeni

Louis Moyse

Deshan Padayachee

Pervelan Govender

Karen Breytenbach

Dr Clinton Carter-Brown

Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development,
Environmental Affairs and Tourism (DEAET)

Noluthando Bam

Alistair McMaster

Albert Mfenyana

Mr Bongani Gxilishe

Industrial Development Corporation (IDC)

Annmarie BUCK

Herbert Kofang

Jennifer Crossman

Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development,
Environmental Affairs and Tourism (DEAET)

Mr Bongani Gxilishe

KwaZulu Natal Department of Agriculture, Environmnetal
Affairs and Rural Development (KZNDAE)

Ms Nombulelo Zungu

Mr Zama Mathenjwa

ELECNOR SOUTH AFRICA

ripio vicente

KZN DoT (SIP2)

Gideon Treurnich

Endangered Wildlife Trust (EWT)

Stephanie Aken

Limpopo Department of Economic Development,
Environment & Tourism (LEDET)

Victor Mongwe

Constant Hoogstad

Megan Murison

Lourens Leeuwner

Mpumalanga Department of Economic Development,
Environment & Tourism (DEDET)

Sam Maluleka

Selby Hlatshwayo

Energy Intensive User Group (EIUG) of southern Africa

Jarredine Morris

Takalani Gangazhe

Dave Krumm

National Department of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries

Izak van de Merwe

Mulalo

Anneliza Collett

Eskom

Ronald Marais

Kevin Leask

John Geeringh

Ernest Grunewald

Tobile Bokwe

National Department of Energy

Nomawethu Qase

Mokgadi Modise

Dominic Milazi

Pheladi Masipa

Babalwa Mbobo

Gift Matsabatsa

Ms Fiona Havenga

Falcon Oil & Gas Ltd

Anne Flynn

National Department of Environmental Affairs

Dee Fischer

Marlanie Moodley

Nicolene Fourie

Free State Department of Tourism, Environmental and
Economic Affairs (DETEA)

Coenie C. Erasmus

National Department of Mineral Resources

Kgauta Mokoena

Free State Department of Tourism, Environmental and
Economic Affairs (DETEA)

Grace Mkhosana

National Department of Public Enterprises (DPE)

Ms Makgola Makololo

Ms Andretta Tsebe

G7 Renewable Energies

Karen de Bruyn

Gauteng Department of Agriculture and Rural

Sizakele Ndzhukula

National Department of Rural Development and Land
Reform

Mr Enock Mhlanga

Ms Mpho Mashau

Development (GDARD) Ronald Mathe
Nontokozo Mahlalela
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Organisation / Association / Department / Affiliation

Name

Organisation / Association / Department / Affiliation

Name

Phillip Gcina Ninela

National Department of Water & Sanitation

Ms Ndileka K Mohapi

Namisha Muthraparsad

Ms Anet Muir

South African National Energy Development Institute
(SANEDI)

Dr Karen Surridge-Talbot

Dr Minnesh Bipath

Andre Otto

National Heritage Council South Africa

Khwezi Mpumlwana

Northern Cape Department of Environment & Nature
Conservation (DENC)

Ms Natalie Uys

Ms Elsabe Swart

South African National Roads Agency Limited (SANRAL)
ANRAL)

Ms Mpati Makoa

Willem van der Merwe

Victoria Bota

Bryan Fisher

NW FEED (Finance, Economy and Enterprise
Development)

Kgomotso Gaobepe

Lebogang Diale

South African Photovoltaic Industry Association (SAPVIA)

Natalie Bezuidenhout

Davin Chown

Mike Levington

Moeketsi Thobela

NW READ (Rural, Environment and Agricultural
Development)
NW READ (Rural, Environment and Agricultural
Development)

Tharina Boshoff

Portia Krisjan

South African Weather Services (SAWS)

(Dr) A C Kruger

Lucky Ntsangwane

Presidential Infrastructure Coordinating Commission
(PICC)

Martie Janse van Rensburg

Willie Croucamp

Sasol Mining Secunda

Aldine Bezuidenhout

Sentech

Alishea Viljoen

SIP10

Hannes van der Westhuizen

South African Wind Energy Association (SAWEA)

Johan van den Berg

cc in emails

Werner Engelbrecht

Tatenda Ziso

Jo-Anne Thomas

Katherine Persson

Jonella Paul

Saba Derakhshani

Trisha Daya

Kelisha Panday

Southern Africa Solar Thermal and Electricity Association
(SASTELA)

Ntombikanina Malinga

Pancho Ndebele

Daniel Schwab

Saheed Okuboyejo

SIVEST

Rebecca Thomas

Solid Rock HR Specialists

Vuyiseka Mkele

South African Air Force

Colonel Elma de Villiers

Square Kilometre Array (SKA) Africa

Dr. Adrian Tiplady

Tshegofatso Monama

Craig Smith

Colonel Weilbach

Lt Col T Arpin

Sustainable Energy Society of Southern Africa (SESSA)

James Shirley

Mark Aspeling

Maj TV Turnbull

Rene Muller

South African Bat Assessment Advisory Panel (SABAAP)

Kate MacEwan

South African Civil Aviation Authority (SACAA)

Harry Roberts

South African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA)

Ms Kathryn Smuts

Mrs Colette Scheermeyer

Transnet

Shepherd Nkosi

Charl du Toit

Johan Marais

Makhosini Shongwe

Sandile Magenuka

Jogikaya George

South African Local Government Association (SALGA)

Linda Manyuchi

South African Local Government Association (SALGA)

Intelligent Chauke

South African National Biodiversity Institute (SANBI)
)

Jeff Manuel

Western Cape Department of Environmental Affairs and
Development Planning (DEADP)

Mr Paul Hardcastle

Zaahir Toefy

Fahiema Daniels

Sagwata Manyike

World Bank

Kisas Mfalila

Oliver Knight

Ernest Mmonoa

Tsamaelo Malebu

Shahieda Davids

South African National Defence Force (SANDF)

Hannes Potgieter

Adri Liebenberg
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[The corridors represent areas where transmission infrastructure investment is required in order to |
balance South Africa’s future power supply and demand needs. Therefore Eskom need and want to |
build in these areas. The outcomes of the SEA will assist Eskom in developing in these areas by:

B.5.3 Frequently Asked Questions

Among all comments received from stakeholders since the start of the SEA process, several issues have been
recurring and were summarised into a “Frequently Asked Questions” (FAQs) document. This FAQ document was
uploaded onto the project website enabling stakeholders to pro-actively access information that would potentially

address questions/concerns. The FAQs are presented in the box below (see Box 3).

Box 3: Frequently Asked Questions

Purpose of the Electricity Grid Infrastructure SEA

infrastructure in South Africa?”

I
I
I
I
I
|
“How will the SEA process facilitate the efficient and effective expansion of strategic electricity grid |
I
I
I
Integration I

I

I

The SEA process is aimed at integrating environmental, economic and social factors to identify areas I
| where electricity gird infrastructure expansion will have the lowest possible impact on the |
I environment whilst yielding the highest possible social and economic development opportunities to I
| the country. This process will ensure that future electricity grid infrastructure development in these |
I areas is done sustainably. I
I I
I Agreement I
I I
I The SEA process provides a platform for Eskom, government departments, private sector, and non- I
I government institutions to provide input into where strategic transmission infrastructure should be |
I prioritised and Corridors established. The intent is for agreement and commitment to be officiated I

I through Cabinet approval and a gazetting process.

Alignment

I The cabinet approval and gazetting of the Corridors will allow for alignment of the three spheres of |
| government (including National, Provincial and Local Government) by adopting the Corridors and its |
I associated processes into future policies and spatial plans (e.g. Integrated Development Plans: IDPs |
| and Spatial Development Framework: SDFs). This will in turn create an enabling environment which
will allow for the streamlining of development processes in these areas. The development of all
electricity grid infrastructure requiring environmental authorisation within the corridors will
necessitate a Basic Assessment (BA) process.

Strategic Planning

undertaking servitude negotiation with landowners and agree on land parcels and route options
based on environmental sensitivity upfront. Gazetted corridors will also help Eskom to motivate for
the necessary funding to build in these corridors. Furthermore, the gazetted corridors will provide
confidence to the renewable energy industry of transmission infrastructure investment in these areas.

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
The certainty resulting from the adoption of the corridors will allow Eskom to be more proactive when I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
“What will incentivise Eskom to develop in the corridors rather than outside?” I

I

Decreasing Risk

The high level agreement and commitment to the corridors will decrease the risk of not obtaining
authorisation, should Eskom target areas for development that have been pre-assessed and
classified as having lower levels of environmental sensitivity.

Eskom will be able to assess many risks upfront (including environmental, access to land and cost of
land) prior to seeking authorisation for a specific route.

Streamlined Process

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
|
In addition to scoping level assessment of the corridors, interdepartmental and intergovernmental |
alignment will allow for streamlined authorisation processes. This will include obtaining the necessary I
authorisations for other permit requirements such as Water Use Licenses and Forest Clearing |
Permits. No, the SEA is not looking to replace the need for project level environmental authorisation. I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

“How many lines/infrastructure will be built in each of the corridors?”

The corridors can be considered the future transmission backbone of South Africa. Transmission level
power lines already exist within each of the corridors. Where possible, existing lines will be upgraded
to support additional capacity. It is difficult to comment on exactly how many new lines will be
necessary in each corridor as the composition and geographical distribution of South Africa’s future
generation footprint is still unclear. In most instances, no more than three or four new transmission
level lines will be needed within each corridor over the course of the next 30 years. The upgrade and
development of major transmission substations will also be necessary in each of the corridors.

Environmental authorisation in the Corridors

“Will the EGI SEA replace the need for project level environmental authorisation within the corridors?”
The level of environmental assessment undertaken as part of the SEA is equivalent to the scoping I
phase of an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in terms of National Environmental Management |
Act. The results are thus not sufficient for project level decision making in terms of NEMA, and further I
impact assessment is still necessary at a project level. With the scoping requirements being met |
inside of the corridors, all electricity grid infrastructure projects, and associated infrastructures, that I
require environmental authorisation will follow a streamlined project level environmental assessment |
process in the form of a Basic Assessment (BA). The scope of the project level BA process in corridors I
will be informed by the development protocols, and will be undertaken in accordance with the
relevant regulations current at the time. The project level BA process will also include the associated
project level public participation process.

“How will integrated authorisation be accomplished?
The SEA process provides a platform for competent authorities and other permitting or commenting I
agencies to provide upfront requirements for development in the corridors. Consensus will be reached |
on how these requirements will be incorporated into the development protocol. If a proposed project I
complies with the development protocol’s requirements it would imply that all authorising and |
permitting authorities’ requirements have been met, and thus either a single or multiple I
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I
| Scope of the EGI SEA

“Is the EGI SEA only considering transmission infrastructure within the Corridors?”

The location of the preliminary corridors is based on the results of a detailed Eskom Strategic Grid I
Plan study to determine future transmission needs across South Africa in the context of balancing |
major power supply and demand requirements up to 2040. Therefore the final location of the I
corridors will be based on transmission level need only (rather that distribution level) and will |
facilitate the future transmission backbone of South Africa. However, any change in the I
environmental authorisation process within the Corridors, which may be brought about as a result of |
this assessment, will apply to both transmission and distribution level infrastructure.

“Why is there not a corridor connecting KwaZulu Natal to the interior?”

Currently the majority of power provided to the KZN is sourced from the coal generating areas in
Mpumalanga. A large number of transmission lines are already in place which traverse the
Drakensburg range and connect Mpumalanga with KZN. Over the course of the next 30 years it is
expected that many of the coal power generating facilities in Mpumalanga will be decommissioned
which will mean that no new transmission lines between Mpumalanga and KZN will be necessary.
Instead, much of KZNs future power requirements will be sourced via the Eastern Corridor through a
range of energy sources likely to include renewable, gas and nuclear.

Timeframe of the SEA

“What are the timeframes for the SEA process?”
Completion of SEA

It is planned that the SEA process will be completed by end -2015.

Completion of Cabinet Approval and Gazetting Process

th is aimed for the cabinet approval and gazetting process to be completed by mid-2016 ]
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B.5.4 Project Articles Online

v' Many people utilise online platforms to keep abreast of current affairs. For this reason, an effort was made to publish articles about the EGI SEA project in key online publications. A summary of online articles published is listed in

Table 6 below.
Table 6: EGI SEA project articles published online
Online Articles
Platform Name Date Article Link
. . http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/article/sea-to-assist-in-electricity-
Engineering News 16 May 2014 . ,
grid-infrastructure-expansion-2014-05-16
http://www.infrastructurene.ws/2014/06/04/enabling-the-expansion-of-
Infrastructure News 4 June 2014 B /_/, - / /06/04/ g 2
electricity-infrastructure/
. http://www.bdlive.co.za/business/energy/2014/06/27/private-sector-
Business Day 27 June 2014 )
keen-to-bridge-eskoms-power-gap
http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/print-version/position-of-strategic-
Engineering News 15 May 2015 b //, B & B & - [p [p 8
transmission-corridors-confirmed-2015-05-15
. . http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/article/govt-seeks-comment-on-
Engineering News 10 September 2015 ) )
power-corridor-enviro-framework-2015-09-10
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http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/article/sea-to-assist-in-electricity-grid-infrastructure-expansion-2014-05-16
http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/article/sea-to-assist-in-electricity-grid-infrastructure-expansion-2014-05-16
http://www.infrastructurene.ws/2014/06/04/enabling-the-expansion-of-electricity-infrastructure/
http://www.infrastructurene.ws/2014/06/04/enabling-the-expansion-of-electricity-infrastructure/
http://www.bdlive.co.za/business/energy/2014/06/27/private-sector-keen-to-bridge-eskoms-power-gap
http://www.bdlive.co.za/business/energy/2014/06/27/private-sector-keen-to-bridge-eskoms-power-gap
http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/print-version/position-of-strategic-transmission-corridors-confirmed-2015-05-15
http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/print-version/position-of-strategic-transmission-corridors-confirmed-2015-05-15
http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/article/govt-seeks-comment-on-power-corridor-enviro-framework-2015-09-10
http://www.engineeringnews.co.za/article/govt-seeks-comment-on-power-corridor-enviro-framework-2015-09-10

B.5.5 Project Advertisements in Newspapers

Many stakeholders do not have access to online platforms. Print newspaper advertisements were placed in national newspapers so that a wider audience may be reached to inform about the EGI SEA project. A summary of the print
newspaper adverts is listed in Table 7.

Table 7: Summary of the print newspaper advertisements published for the EGI SEA project.

Advertisements and Articles

Platform Name Date Evidence

ST Mainbody, 6-S0p-2015 Page 16, Cyan ST ainbody 6Sop 2015 Page ¥, M
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Haunted by the three
schoolgirls he could
not save, this fearless
matric pupil now
knows he wants to be
a fireman some day

hough e saved (3 gl from 3 fre, Thabang
Moruti is haunted by the memory of the
thiee girks he couldi't help.
The 2f-yearold matric pupil at the North
West Secondary School for the Deaf in
Leeudoringstad has emerged as the hero of a
fire that claimed the lives of three of his friends.

Wearing nothing but a pair of shorts and with his
ripped, wet Tshirt tied areund his face, Thabang climbed a
wee and used a crowbar (o force open
hostel's first flvor, He went from. room to ro
d, getting the girls up and out of the raging inferno.

After he had rescued 12 of them, he came across the
bodies of fellow pupils Katlego Diseko (16), Bulelwa Konl
(18} and ly Oageng (22).
T saw the two bodies in the bathraoms. One of the girls
was ying face up on the floor with her arms crossed over
her chest while the other one was badly burnt,” he said.
Toved them. I knew them and they were also my
friends, | went outside and all the deal puplls were erying.
1 eries

‘Thabang spoke to City Press from his home in Ottosdal,
North West, this week through his friend and sign language
interpreter, Thapelo Monosi

Dressed in a winter cap, hossded top and macksuit pants,
he said he was more determined than ever 10 become a
firefighter.

Two weeks ago, Thabang was asleep in his bed when
he smelt smoke. He went outside to investigate and saw
that the floor above his dormitory - where 50 deaf girls
were deeping - was on fire.

He could nat see any of them from where he was
standing, looking up. He ran up the stairs but the door

was locked.

He ran outside again, tore his Tshirt, dipped it in water
and wrapped it around his mouth and nose to keep the
smoke a bay. He clinbed 3 tee dressed only I i shorts.

1 got up there and, with an iron rod, broke the window
and slipped through it into the girls’ rooms. Thzm was not

Thabang behind to search for others. He reached for the
first girl he stumbled on and dragged her out. From there,
e risted up and down he s, n and out o the
building, dragging girls out of the fire,

Some wete stll sleeping and I went from
room to room in the dark searck with
‘my hands for the girls.

“I woke up those who were sieeping
and others were wo confused ansd
made it hard for me to get them out

NEWSMAKER of the building because they were

YOUNG SAVIOUR Deaf pupil Thabang Moruti climbed a tree to reach the top floor of the dormitory, where smoke and
flames were ravaging the girls' rooms. He used an iron bar to break a window and then climbed inside FHITC: LUCKY HILMALD

Hero saves 13

girls from fire

much movement and only a few were up. The others were
il seeping;” e said.

was lors of smoke and it was dark. | walked
towards the door and used the same iron rod to force it

apen.
With the exit now cleared, some girls ran out, leaving

pulling out of my grip,” he said.

“At one point | found two girls,

ibbed them both, using one arm for

ach of them, and 1
outside, other bays helped o pour water
on them, as they were coughing an
sauggling t breathe.”

One of the teachers was also there and
reseued one girl, he said.

“Another boy was also helpi carch for more girls
and take them out of the building. It was hot in there and
the smoke was not making it easy for us, but we continued
searching while other boys with water buckets were tying
1o put out the flames” he said

“When most of the girls were already out, I walked inio
the bathrooms. Before [ entered, pare of the buming reof
collapsed in front of me, | am not sure if it was the geyser
or burst pipes, but there was a lot of water coming from

theii belongings in the fire and all were still wearing their
pyjamas. Moruti stepped in again,

was about lam and too cold, especially for those who
had had water poured over them. They were freezing and
1 went to the boys' rooms and braught some of my clothes
and gave to those 1 could ... was sad 1 could not help all

of them,” he said.

think of his own fear as he rescued the

“1 was only thinking of the girls wha were trapped in
their rooms, | was not scared at all. All I wanted was to
save lives,

Thabang now knows what he wants to do with his hife.

“1 have ahways dreamt of being a fireman and saving
lives, but now 1 am sure this is what [ want. 1 am very sad
that the firemen arrived o late and the police could alsa
not help much,” he said

“IF 1 could, © would have a fire station in each and every
town and village, and not some distance away. Lives coul
have been saved had a fire station been close by”

Department of
Environmental Affairs
Leads Power Corridors
L (] TH

Electricsy Grd intrastructurs SEA:
Retned Corrdors

Ihe Department of Enviranmental Affairs (DEA) is working together with the
Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR), the South African
National Biodwersity Institute (SANBSI) and Eskom Holdings Limited
10 faciitate the Electricity Grid Infrastructure Strategic Environmental
Assessment (EG| SEA). EGI SEA corridor aims to ensure the efficient and
effective expansion of strategic electricity grid infrastructure for Sauth Africa,

In order to coordinate the strategic infrastructure projects (SIP) planned as part of the
infrastructure development plan, Cabinet established the

transmission corridor requirements based on three potential future generation
scenarios for South Africa up to 2040, including the 2010 Integrated Resource Plan
(IRF) extended to 2040 base scenario, an increased renewable scenario replacing
the nuclear component of the IRP with base load renewable energy equivalent and an
increased imports scanario which assumed a doubling of imported electricity by 2030.

As part of the SEA process, the position of the preliminary corridors has been
refined to ensure consistency with national, provincial, local government and industry

Coordinating Commission (PICC) and tasked them with integrating, coordinating and
accelerating the roll out of eighteen Strategic Integrated Projects (SIPs).

SIP 10 prioritises the expansicn of South Africa's electricity grid to

ns. C was also given to key emvironmental aspects such
as protected areas, existing land uses including the Square Kilometre Array and
engineering sensitivities, for instance steep slopes.

facilitate future growth and development.
EGI projects trigger a number of different environmental authorisations, each
managed by different authorising departments and according to diffarent timeframes.
This cascading process means that it often takes five to six years for all the necessary
environmental authorisations to be granted for a major electricity grid infrastructure
project before development can commence. Thess conditons have signicant
economic growth dered an impediment to addressing South
Adrica’s energy constraints.

Five preliminary carridors were identified at the start of the EGI SEA on the back
of the Eskom Strategic Grid Plan Study. The study formulated long-term stratagic

Website: www.environment.gov.za

Thi the for the corridors, viz where
provision of electricity grid infrastructure will best enable the unlocking of development
whilst also minimising potential impact 1o the emvironment. The refined corridor
pasitions are illustrated in the above map.

The DEA imvites stakeholders to provide comments on the location of the corridars.
The closure date for comments is 31 October 2015, Please submit any comments in
writing to egi@csir.co.za

To register as a project stakeholder and receive period project updates or
to simply learn more about the EGI SEA, please visit the project webpage at
hittps://egi.csir.co.za/

* Call Centre number: 0861 11 2468
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Overworked SABC
editors go to CCMA

Four “overworked” SABC assigament
0 the

Mediation and Arbiwation (CCMAY),
demanding senier pasitions and better
benefits equal o the workload they
were forced 10 take on since the
broadcaster launched its 24-hour news
chanmel about two. years aj

City Press has learnt that the four
editors in the Joburg office are under
immense pressure and unbappy about
their increasing workload as a result
of "incompetence” in same of the
other regions.

Work is said to be piling up on
them whille they get paid less than
ather calleagues wha work in the
same positions around the country.

“They are acting 45 de fasto cenral
desk editors,” said an insider,

“The four are Croshy Amos, Clive
Govender, Faith Daniels and Ronel
van Zyl.

Their artempts to negotiate
settlement with the public broadcaster
were rejected this week.

According to three insiders, their
fight, which could force the SABC w0
create new pasitions of national
assignment editors, could result in
head of news Jimi Mathews being
subpoenaed by the CCMA wihen the
case gets under way next manth,

The group asked for better pay but
was told there were budgetary
constraints. The four want backpay
for additional duties performed from
the day they rook o their new
unofficial roles, For some, this dates
back to 2011

“They were tald to take over
because management ealised the
regional editors. could not da the

work” said an insider

President of the Broadcasting
Electronie, Media and Allied Workers'
Union Hannes du Buisson said the
dispute was not based on getting
positions, but the group was
performing and deserved to be
rewarded accondingy.

He said the SABC had expressed
concern about being forced to change
its organisational structure to
accommaodate the group's request.

All the parties spent Wednesday
debating whether the CCMA b
jurisdiction over the matter o not

The SABC argued that the labour
court bad the authority to mediate in
the matter, but this was rejected.

Du Buisson said this was the first
case of its kind and could set a
precedent for other warkers who were
short-changed by their employers
while they bartled with piles of work
they e ok conracnd i o
employ people in roles
and, when they complan bt
doing extra work], you say it’s
messing up the organisational
structure and there will be salary
ancmalies

“If that is your argument, ther get
people in regions to do what they are
supposed 1o do” said Du Buisson,

“They have more responsibiity than

counterparts in other regions.
They are doing more senior wark
and must get a senior salary”

He said he was confident of victory
but thar, in the meantime, he hoped

is members would not bs victimised
for “such a simple matter”.

“The CCMA is there to ﬂnl with
these things. We are confident we are
right. If you perform a role, then you
must be recognised,” he sai

SABC spokesperson Kaizer Kganyaga
could not be reached for comment.

Jolie quit Princess Diana's charity

Angelina Jolie resigned as a trustee
from a land mine-clearing charity the
late Princess Di

famous ater she discovered
the trustees paid
themselves £500

(RI0500) a day.

The Times newspaper
says the Halo Trust
warks in 16 countries, It
made headlines after
Princess Diana visited an
Angolan minefield.

The newspaper aid that
Jolie resigne ast year after
becoming -uncomfortable: with the
cash the charity spent on a review,
including “structural, remuneration
and governance arrangements”.

Shhe also questioned the trusts
policy of making “sigificant

contributions™ towards the
boarding school fees of
the children of some of
its stafl,

"She left because she
was exiremely
uncomfortable with the
of the trustees,
thing was the
trustess paying themselves,”

Angelina Jolie  said a sour

Halo Trus chief
executive James Cowan said Jolie had
joined in a unanimous vote in favour
of the governance review and her
resignation leter said she wanted 1o
“dlo orher things". - Staff reporter
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14 Nuus

Jacob Reol

andag presies 26 jaar gele-
‘ } de et hy die minister van
polisie, Adriaan Viok,
hoofbrekens besorg toe hy op in-
temasionale televisie die polisie
van wreedaardigheid besk\.lldlg
het.

Gregory Rockman, ‘n rebelse
polisieluitenant, het weens dié
voorval sy werk verloor.

Deesdae is hy ‘n prediker en
die afgelope week het hy en Viok
"n versoeningsgesprek in "n res-
taurant in Centurion gehad.

Rockman was gretig om die
oudminister te ontmoet. “Want
ek glo in versoening,” sé dié stig-
n-r van die vakbond Poperu

rek van drie ur het
gamv drai by oudpres. PW
Botha, wat Viok as 'n moei
maar sterk leier beskryf het, en
by die bom wat Khotso-huis,
hoofkwartier van die Suid-Afri-
kaanse Raad van Kerke (SARK),
in 1988 in Johannesburg verwoes
het.

Die Waarheidsen-Versoenings:  Maandag oor die verlede gepraat en versoen.
1999 amnestie

kommissie het
toegestaan aan Viok en 15 oudle-

1 5 L]
de van die velligheidspolisie vir
dié bormaamval.
‘Rockman, ender meer 'n pas-
toor by die Kunjalo Love Fellow-

ship Tabernacle in Eersterivier,
Kaapstad, wou weet waarom die
NP destyds bruin mense van die

Adriaan Viok, minister van polisie van 1986 tot 1991, en Gregory Rockman, oudpolisielid en stigter van die vakbond Poperu, het
| FOTO: HELIUS RADEMAN

Kaplie Kiesersys verwy
bestempel. -
Viok, wat nd sy viou se self-
moord in 1994 gelowig geword

het, hou hom nou besig met I
dadigheidswerk onder behoefti-

B oyon e LEKKET VEITassings vir oudminister en ‘moeilikheidmaker’

sien en het verskoning gevra vir

6 2015

Na sukses weer
'n terugslag vir
moedige Reef

Jaco Nel

Net toe dinge vir Reef Carne-
son (6) begin beter gaan, het
daar 'n sweer In sy mond ver-
skyn wat sy ouers van voor af
snags laat wakker [&.

Hulle wag tans op toetsuit-
slae om te sien of dié karbon
kel kwaadaardig is.

Die verhasl van Reef se stryd
teen terminale siektes duur al
vandat hy vyf maande oud is.

Leukemie is toe by hom ge-

i
week vaor sy eersie verjaardag
'n beenmurgoarplanting kry.

Sy situasie het vererger
weens "n baie seldsame traj
plantaat-versus-gasheer-siekte,
en daardie einste
‘beenmurg het sy organe begin
aanval.

Die beste behandeling was
in Los Angeles, Kalifornié, be-
skikbaar, en sy ouers s vyT
Jjaar gelede met hom soontoe
‘om dié hulp vir hom te kry.

Maar al die medikasie het sy
tol gedis.

In Desember het Reef 'n vek
kanker op sy kop ontwikkel as

olg daarvan

“Dit is 'n seldsame velkan-

& Lydia Car-

Racf Carneson word sowa in
September, maar hy bakle!
al van sy babadaa af ver-
woed teen kanker.

werklikheid wat ons hier in
die gesig staar. OF dit Is 1
sweer wat mie wil gesond word
nie of dit is *n soort mondkan-
ker war gaan veroorsaak dat
hy weer van voor af chemo-
terapie moet kry;” sé Lydia.
Reef is sedert 2010 in remis-
sie van leukemie, en dit sal 'n

die manier waarop die polisie
hom destyds behandel het.

Hy het aan Rockman n Bybel
corhandig waarin hy 'n vergifis-
brief geskryf het.

Daarin skryf Viok hy het t gesor:
te

dig deur apartheid in
hou en te ondersteun.

wg we

my, asseblief!”
Rockman het wéreldwyd op-
slae gemaak toe hy op & Septem-

ber 1989 ingegryp het toe die po-

lisie 'n groep van 20 tot 30 leer-
linge in Mitchells I"Iam geweld:
dadig uitzengejaag he

i et 41 onh-eenheid e

optrede vergelyk met dié van
“wilde honde”.

Hy is geskors en uiteindelik op
21 Maart 1580 afgedank.

“God het my dag beplan daar-
die dag, hoe ek sou uitpraat teen-

telike cortuiging waar God my by

“n kruispad gebring het;” sé y.
Na die ontmoeting die afgelope
week het hy gesé: “EK het die
oudminister ervaar as iemand
met apregte warmte en spyt oor
die verlede. Dis beslis nie die
Adriaan Viok wat ek geken het
nie. Daarom sien jy nie meer die

weerbarstigheid nie, maar ie-
mand wat nederig en lisfdevol

Viok sé hy was aangenaam ver-
ras om Rockman te ontmoet

“Dit nadat hy 25 jaar gelede die
‘moeilikheidmaker’ was. Dit was
omvergeel

lank tyd in die son

deurgebring het”
Reef moes weer

van hDE'DIU:II \er

sons moes Ci C
nati, Ohio, toe trek
Vi beter, maar
dunrder en inten
siewer behandeling.

ler; veer bestraling
neson (35), Reel e moet kry.

ma. “Dit ki “Dinge het reg:
meestal voar l.vy ou tig begm beter
mense wat hul lewe raak” sé Ly

Daar is so-  ontwikke

daar was altyd
veel mense  vertragings terwyl
hy besig was om
wat gehe‘P te groei. Vandag
het om hier-  kan hy al lees en
? i iy het ook bistjie
die seuntjie  begin sknyt.
5 “Reef kan al self
aan die lewe | Fetkan o

Die Departement van
Omgewingsake lei
die Kragkorridor-

Eectreity Gid Infrasinichure SEA
Refned Comdors

ie Departement van Omgewingsake (DEA) werk saam met die Weten-
skaplike en Industrile Navorsingsrasd (CSIR), dis Suid-Afrikaanse

Wi veorlopige kerridors is aan die begin van die EGO SEA geidentifiseer, na die
Eskom Strategiese Netwerkplanstudie. Die studie formuleer langtermyn strategiese

se Strategiose
(EGI SEA) te fasiiteer. Die doel van die EGl SEA korridor is om die

vir Suid-Afrika te verseker.

Ten einde die strategiese Infrastrukiuurprojekte (SIP) wat beplan is ac deel van die
infrastruktusrontwikkelingsplan te koordineer, het dis Kabinet die Presidensidle
Infrastruktuurkodrdineringakommissie (PICC) gestig en hul die die taak opgelé om
die bekendstelling van agtien Strategiese Geintagreerde Projekts {SIPs) te integreer,
kadrdineer en versnel,

SIP 10 prioritiseer die uitbreiding van Suid-Afrika se elektrisiteitsnetwerkinfrastruktuur

om toe-kometige groei en ontwikkeling te fasiliteer.

EGl-projekte vercorsaak ‘n aantal verskillende Omgewingsmagtigings, elk behser deur
verskillende magtigingsdepartemente en volgens verskillende tydsraamwerke

Hisrclie kaskadeproses, betaken dat dit dikwsls wi tot ses jaar neem vir al die
versiste nmguwmgsmaqbgmgs om toegestaan te word vir 'n groot elekirisiteita-
kan begin. Hierdie toestande het
aan-senlie mplkssies op el grosi en word as ' stukeliok beskou in die
aanspreek van Suid-Affika se energiebeperkings.

Webwerf: www.environment.gov.za * Inbelsentrumnommer: 0861 11 2468

gebaseer op drie moonllike toskomstige generasie-
acanaron i Sud Ak ot en met 2040, mthend dio 2010 Geinegroerde
Hulpbmnnep\sn (IRE] verleng fot 2040 basisscanaria, 'n verhcogde hemisubars

en 'n verhoogde n ingevoerde
E\ekms\lewl teen 2030 aanvaar het.

As desl van die SEA-proses is die posisie van die voorlopige korridors. verfyn om
aoreenstemming met nasionale, provin plaasiike ragering en industrie-
ontwikkelingsplanne e verseker. Daar is ook corweging gegee aan  sleutel
omgewingsaspakte soos beskermd areas, bestaande landgsbruke insluitend dis
Square Kilometre Array en ingenisurs-sensitiwiteits, byvoorbeeld stail hange.

Hierdie analise, het bygedra tot die bepaling van die optimale pasisie vir die kerridors,
naamiik wasr die voorsiening van elekirisietsnetwerknirastruktuur die ontsluting van
ontwikkeling fen beste meonilc sal mask, lenwyl mosnlike mpsk op die omgewing ook

D die kaart geillustraer

Die DEA nooi belanghebbandes om kommentaar op die ligging van die korridors te
lewar. Die sluitingsdatum vir kommentaar is 31 Oktober 2015. Dien assablief enige
kommentaar skriftelik by ag@cslr coza

Oom i as '

te antvang of om net meer van die EGI SEA te Toor, basook assemiiefdie projek se.
webwerf by https.//egi.csir.co.za/
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Reef, wat op

17 September sewe  t@ hOU.

word, het twee jaar
gelede eers begin loop. Daar
groel 'n paar Klossies hare op
Sy kop, maar die res is kaal en
daar is ongenaakbare kolle en
seerplekke wat die velkanker
al algeskiller en weggevreet

sweer in Reef se mond

nie. Dit is baie erg,” s& Lydia.
Die Carnesons wag nou op
lae. Al wat hulle weet, is
dermatoloog s “bale be-
kommerd”
“Een van twee goed is die

ham nou om self
Klere aan te trek.”

Iniussen ontvang die Carne-
sons skenkings van oor die wé-
reld heen,

Hul jonger dogter, Payten, is
nou vier en het al begin
terskool toe gaan.

Ryan Carneson (35, Reef se

, was 'n veearts in Suid-Afri-
ka. Sy kwalifikasie word nie in
Amerika erken nie en hy het
intussen as bakker gekwalifi-
seer.

“Daar is soveel mense wat
gehelp het om hierdie seuntjic
an die lewe te hou,” ia.

*'n Mens wil oor en eor vir
elkeen dankie s&, maar nie
eens dit sal genoeg wees nie.”

%

Swak sekouele prestasie kan die gavolg wees van hod stessviskke. Die (onkum

s wore Verstandel ke hekderheid en gemosdstoesiand word ook verbeler.
mone Merse met bod Liseddrak, disbetes en
st adikasia gobuik wal 101 'n verlagng van geslagsdrang |, =i hierby

Farde i 4 1 bl o

i e o e

ie torikum
e

Warriant jy oorwnrk an uilgeput is. i 8t dikwals tof swak ssksuole prostasie, Dis
‘omiam herstel vinrig jou gesiagsdrang i sulke gevalle
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Sport

Meyer lone ranger among coaches in banking on crocked players to deliver

HE Springbols, to be 10 T-yearcid Buls ulity back ut Matteld,Jor all bs Iast oy stncs being hired Noother conch, among the  may crocked players sy ecavictise of 4 Bak
successil at the Jesse Kriel cares 45 BEDSLNOS  curof ncrnstonal rectemens,  YARReOY 09 (X Meyer hss spoken of success, based on South
Cup. Meyer, in defen Linecait specalst of the Mefleld and Du Preea. sre s, hus trusted the passion, of desire sd of Adrican sporting price &nd the
mus st players Marfleld's guaranteed selecton,  Professinnal era, has in 2015 w0.0f our game's greatest and ekl ceameeyo s o of simpliciy that passion wi
e s pot ez amang the sifte o have plyed  Sared senior plyers pound those whnse suzcesses

‘whose pedigres endorses risk was inshtent (hat Matfleld’s
revaTd

for T Tughy brain had 1o equal ‘World Cup presence. He has in the professional era. But Coaches hzue:,.mmad o this year have modeled oo
‘The critique of Heyneke among South African forwards. missed Tests through inury they're being backed on risking with, at best, two. #hdll, passion and combinations
Meyer's Worki Cup contenders Mewaihemsus o md o Mstorical foem and the heroles  Players in 91, who wor't s i e i players who  hat e setted,
15 thar everything centres oo Mt s o player nd oppesition and wihin the of the World Qup-winoing faurein e cpening Tt wnted e o 4 runph. trotsm lone won't win
e believed him sill 10 be m,z Dot squed, heve swand saller m thelr 3007 campaign. betase of Aher l, rughy s only 2 spert. it foe the Springboks.
Ime:m(mz.lime time Vo § international inck and & all-nound contri Du Preez admitted ater the Meyer mhes bven players, No one shauld be thinking & ‘Aad for all the passion
e ther el s whon Xisr v e Bkt e AR L smiong the supparters, the
qualiy as being s, defning at the Workd World Cup, and within the Bok  was pot Testmateh i but el ternational game, bo the el 3o hiawe prairied i 't Exvd tha et oF
warlds best at some stage of Matfield, in his mmehsdc scquad context, Matfeld is the e oould play himself inio the Boks' pretournament the allround player pedigr .*
e career, i ensuigh most capped Test SPHbOX fimess during the tournament. focus was @ the Xfartor his year t0 masch those
Vicwor Matfleld, put righe the wrongs of the vindicate his selection burdhe  Yet. Burhe s pot the Marfield Dirw Jesn de Villers and ~ quarterfinaland be inflienisl  ens Handre Pollard and relite o belive the Bois s
d, remains the master of 200 defear against Australia. 2015 World Cup yesr has not of 2007 and it would hf Dusne Vermeulen, whose first i guiding the Boks 10 vicwry Jesse Kriel, two youngsters lose Warld Cups.
Kiek-0ff Tecenes, of managing Matfield wil lead the Boks  béen 8¢ kind 10 the veteran, OutrAgEOUs 0 Expect him 1 showiag at ihe Workl Cup it who & one Test against the Al Falls, ihe Bols do ose
th it and of puttin; in the World Cup opener whass 35-yearold body match the pesk of his could be in the quarterfinal. Joyalty at its most Blacks did mere than some do Worid Cups,
pressure on the o positicn ‘because squad capmain Jean de as been Than there's Willem Albers  eXireme and Meyer's legscy 5 In fact, they have st more.
lineour, Matfield, namm pwer WVilliers  unlikely to play in the  vulnersble o injury. Meyer i inced and Pieter-Stef du Toft, who will be determined by the There hus to be hope for than they have won.
of mrzw World O first two pool matehes. It has ot deterred. Mrvrrx Motk e P u rees, between them have payed 40 bnttered warrions 10 whom he the Springboks with players
retired a less ﬁchHNI It could be that De Villers enthuskasm. Nelther has ‘will inspire the Boks to the minutes of Test rugby th year  Bavea free World Cup pass. such 25 Pollard sn W Read Keahane on
700 quarrin o only reurs for the lstoutrg  blunted the so Gt tite. But Du Preca busn't Meyer s risked i £l vl cr be remeinered the most alented and  Twkzercamymark._tsohane and
ho coached ‘before the playoffs. Miatfleld, even 5138, s the fist  played a Test this year due to selections. IPs not the quality for making the bravest call or fesrless of the next geperation.  an s saraghymag co.se and
Matfleld 3t the Buls for & Matield, 1n fimess and name pencille i his Wertd  ngory and o paper b b T3 e Wil be OO bY I £f sk oo g, i s Sl o

decade, has enticed Matiei 1 ponclboning, was seeondonly  Cup Eneout. isregularly for the Bols inthe by mer medical Biswory. act of umacy in picking = But there simply cannotbe  Kev.eaad Facshook page.

WP coach unhappy with performance despite win
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CRAIG RAY
Cage Toun

DESPITE & conldentebodsting

‘on the standings on |5 poinis.

s performace doesalt make
U fanastic, of give s Teamn for
celebration 3nd rel-congramistion,”
r we had 1 Wil 0

enum and it
uneh Al s 1t Lot 8 fow

weeks tgo and the guys have taken o
battering mentally, which has

“When you're conliden, you win
2ames you shoukdn't and I can see
i o, sori St e and ot

conceding one, has given the guys 8
lif, Thevide was good:”

it s b M B
Linsouts and alro perplexed by the
alficiating of the scrum. He fel: WP
donninated that area and were not
rewsrded “Our Uncout was the
poorest s been al year and 1
ei'tepinvstss goyon
the serums,” Dobron ssid. S
Harniog emale wil ba Wit
he suthorites this weel:

It

are clearly dominant in the serum,
but are getting penaled sl the time.
Weare s up."

Fiyhalf remains a difficult ise
after  Kurt Coleman delivered a
patcly periormance. The team
appeared more balanced ke in the
game when Rab du Precz swepped
im0 fyhald. But 1 51 with
the introduction of wing Dillyn

ho popped up @ the frst
recelver channel 13 well
fiyhalf experience and wants o play
i

iere, Debson. |5 considering it

“It's going 1 be wicky 1 leave
Diliyn cut of the team sgain,” the
coach said. "The flyhalf issue is one
wesregoing tohzveto thinklong 1d

Springbok squsd members (Scarra
Neubeni and Steven Kitshotd), who

times. Kiir did bring some rhythm to
‘our attack, but the fyhalf posizion &

il W perups e ke o
‘what is best

e
WP it e ng run.
“Im & lisde regrettl that I didn'c
et Bob du Preez.oaa bit earler, it
Decauiie KT was playing poory, but
‘Decatse itwouldVe been gond 10 see
whst Rob coul 4 bit loager
and compare. Ifs hard 10 judge
on 12 mizutes,

“Im defimiely thinking of using
Dillyn at fghal. He b attack:
ing mindset. He creates a kot of space.
forthose curside him by bringing the
Ball ciose o the line and then il
being sble o make a 20yard pass.

s can't afford w more off
him. That' been a problem with cur
rugby for whie and tnat's perhaps
sometting we could sddres by
playing Dilyn diere”

Robert du Preaz

UNBEATEN: RO
their vick

Picture JOHAN RYNNER

Bulls in selection
poser for Lions

CHUMAN BAMBANI

E. mugh selection decisions await
Blue Bulls aoach Nollis Marais after the
return of experienced players.

The side from Prewria remained
erheaien sier theweskend's CUrTe G1p
astion with & 2417 win over the Free
‘State Cheeths at Lofus Versfeldon Fri
ay night.

It war the fifth consecutive victory
of the seaor

The new Bulls front mow of props
Marcelvan der Merwe and PierreSc hoe-
man snd hooker Bandise Maku held
their o,

@ Dayan van der Westhuizen has
Deen consistent off the bench.

The experienced tuo of Werner

Kger o s peyet v |00 ure

Cup aml ‘matches, and
e Greylng il bare e
Centre Jan Seriontem alo returned

10 the side coming off the bench in the
second half. Wien Burger Odendan] and

Diries Swanzpoel having formed  Seadly
midiield parmership things will not get
be tries d

who 10 play and who 1 leave cut o the
starting XV against the iform Golden
Lios this week
Loose. eon Stegmann Is
expesntback mactba s he ek week
aler sustaining s (ractured cheekbone.
replacement, Roslol Smit, was
the mag.of the m

1g 10 Mmake it 0USh §0f s
make 8 deciion when Deon. Stegmann
renarns soon. He s he wnted 3

Young hooker suffers cardiac
arrest during Leopards match

A WESTERN Province (WP) under-21
player remains in a critcal condition i
Baspitalafter collapsingen the fied dur-
ing 2 match agains! the Leopards at the
e, wrieer Crafg i

el ci Plessls sppeared
0 sufer eardla arrest momments
a scum midway thragh the seccad
palt. He had only been o the field or 3
few minues when the incident
occurred. Medical st were quickly ca
the scene and spent several minues
uying m resuschate e player as

chanca and he's baen very good”
The Bulls showed manurity against

Other sides who sre young ke e
Bulls, bossting an wverige sge of 24,
youl v lisrd uadar e presue
Whi amck, therr

defence was aupesb.

“We had an oustanding defence,”
Marsis said “Whatever mismkes we
made, we made up for t with che out-

gend sgain — it something we ned
discuss.” he added.

Deste the et the Checals
werenoe deflased. The:
ko vty 5 o 2 e

Sccunter

“Weare s youngside, aed weare stil
caring, We crestad ppaeunits 'n
rlm first half which, had we coovernd

them) 10 point, the result could have
Becadieront Free Sta ccnh Frane

Smih 5
“We are 1n a bulding process and
Fegatdtess of the two wins (50 far this

sebon) here sl ot of work o be
done. This

Department of
Environmental Affairs
Leads Power Corridors
Project

he Department of Environmental Aftairs: {DER) is working togedher with the

Ceunci for Sciertic and Industrial Ressarch {CSIR), the South Afncan

National Biodversly intity (SNE) and Exkom Hodinge Lined

te lagiitale the Eleckricity Grid Infrastructure Stralogic Ernvironmental

Assessment {EGI SEA). EGI SEA corridor aims o ensure the effciert and
elfecve mxpansion of skalegic sibclricity grid infrastructure for South Africa

fihe

Wransmission corridor requirements based on three polental holure generation
acenarios for Soulh Alrica up to 2040, including the 2010 Integrated Resource Plan
{IRP) extended to 2040 base scenario, an inoreased renewable soenario replacing
& Ny ioar the IRP with an
increased importa acer sling of .

A prt ..4 the SEA prossss, the posiion of the preliminary comidcrs has besn

yourg
oo o rger sk
oursetues. I know exsedy whst it s that

nce Kings on
Friday, while the Jubskei derby will beat
Lofus oa Setrey evenieg

distraug ht players Jookedon, Witnesses
said that the player flaclned” but the
wntinued effors of the medical smif
smed his Iife.

relensed 8 smement late on
Sourdsy nghe, symg s rapid
Tesponse. emergency procedures had
been immeditely scivated.

t
infrastructure development plan, Cabinet established the Prb-:\danl\a\ Infragtructure
Goordinating Gommiasion (PIGG) and tasked them with integrating, coordinating and
aczeleraling e rol oul of & ghteen Stalegic Infegrated Proects {SIPs).
SIP 10 prioeises the expansion of South Alricas sleatisity grid Infrastructure to
fagiitale fulure growth and developmen
EGI projscts wigger a number of dhferent environmertal :mhnnﬂnma sach
managed by different authori iang d dEDir(msnle and according lo i ml meframes.
s it oten years for

nmental autharisations 1o be granted for a major lsaticity guu infrastrycture
plmeu! befors development can commenes. These condilions have significant

dor South

ey with ational, provincial, local government and industry
dt«:\oﬂmmlnlnﬂs Gon dwlm was also gven to key environmental asgects such
as protected a d uses induting the Square Kilometre Array and
engineering el for ndancs dleep slopes.

This with determining

provision of sieokicily grid i best enable th
whist also mimimising potentil impact o the snvironmenl. The relined corrdor
peaitions are il usteated in the above map.

the corridors, viz where

The DEA invites stakeholders to provide comments on the loalien of the corridors.
The closure dala for comments s 81 Oclober 2015. Plaasa aubmit any comments in
wiling to

economic growth implications and
Hrica's energy constainta.

Five preliminary corridors were identfied at the start of the EGI SEA on the back
of the Eskom Stalegic Grid Plan Study. The study formulated long-term stralegic

Website: www.environment.gov.za ¢ Call Centre number: 0861 11 2468

Ta register as a project stakeholdar and recelve pariod project updates ar
to simply ke bout the EGI SEA, p project webpag
hitps://egl.cslr.co.2a

u environmental affairs

“This resulted s maccessiul resus-
] e

!eqitnny mukmﬂ 0 intensive care Ervvonmental Al
inas and medical REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

.:rs" et rea.
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Appendix B.6 Formal Submissions from 1&APs

The SEA team has received numerous inputs from a range of stakeholders throughout the SEA process. Although all inputs received were taken into consideration during the process, only key official submissions are included in this
Appendix. Other forms of contact with stakeholders that are not included in this document include telephone conversations and emails.

Commenters

CapeNature 33
DAFF - Agriculture 35
DENC 37
DoD 47
SAWEA 48
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CapeNature

& Cape

SCIENTIFIC SERVICES

postal Private Bag X5014 Stellenbosch 7589

physical Assegaaibosch Nature Reserve Jonkershoek

website www.capenature.co.za
enquiries Rhett Smart

telephone +27 21 866 8017  fax +27 21 866 1523

email rsmart@capenature.co.za

reference SSD14/2/6/1/2/National Electricity Grid Infrastructure SEA

date 10 February 2016

Council for Scientific and Industrial Research
P.O. Box 320

Stellenbosch

7599

Attention: Wisaal Osman

By email: egi@csir.co.za

Dear Wisaal

Strategic Environmental Assessment for Electricity Grid Infrastructure in South Africa

CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the project and would
like to make the following comments. Please note that our comments only pertain to the
biodiversity related impacts of the project.

The proposed project aims to identify broad corridors for placement of transmission
powerlines for evacuation of electricity from current and future sources of generation to
areas of demand. Constraints, including biodiversity, have been identified based on baseline
information and specialist studies in order to refine the corridors as well as to define the
most appropriate placement within the corridor. Of the five corridors identified, only the
central and western corridors affect the VWestern Cape, and therefore our more regional-
specific comments will focus on these two corridors.

The specialist studies that were undertaken from a biodiversity perspective were terrestrial
and aquatic biodiversity and avifauna. We have reviewed the methodology employed in the
specialist studies which was desktop based, however utilizing a wide range of available
datasets for input into the findings. It would appear that the datasets that have been
accessed and utilised for the studies are sufficient to provide relatively accurate sensitivity
mapping at the scale of the proposed corridors. The datasets utilised for the terrestrial and
aquatic biodiversity assessment and the avifaunal assessment is fairly comprehensive and
we do not have any additional recommendations for inputs or the need for ground-truthing
within the scope of this Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA), although this will be
necessary at the project-specific stage.

It is noted that some of the datasets are biased when viewed at a landscape level e.g.
nesting sites on existing transmission powerlines and province-specific data, however it is
acknowledged that this is making use of available data that was not necessarily designed for
the scope of this study. It should be noted that the Western Cape Provincial Spatial
Biodiversity Plan (along with the Critical Biodiversity Areas) is currently being updated,
however it is unlikely to differ significantly from the current product which was used to inform
this project.

The design of the corridors has been according to the least-cost path analysis, and is
strongly endorsed by the terrestrial and aquatic biodiversity assessment. CapeNature

agrees with this approach as it is understood that bends and deviations in a powerline route
The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature

Board Members: Prof Gavin Manevelct (Chairperson), Mr Carl Lotter (Vice Chairperson), Mr Mervyn Burton, Prof Francois Hanekom,
Dr Bruce McKenzie, Ms Merle McOmbring-Hodges, Adv Mandla Mdludlu, Mr Danie Nel, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack

have a significant cost implications. It is noted that the initial 100 km corridors were
expanded by 25 km each side during the utilization mapping process. It must be clarified
that they were reduced again to 100 km width following refinement.

In terms of the specific recommendations for the sections of the corridors, CapeNature
agrees with the recommendations of the terrestrial and aquatic biodiversity specialists. As
stated, the lowland renosterveld vegetation types are all amongst the most threatened
vegetation types in South Africa, however the remaining extent consists almost entirely of
small fragments and therefore it is possible to route the powerline corridors around the
fragments or for the towers to span the smaller fragments. It must however be emphasized
that these fragments must be considered no-go areas for any powerline infrastructure.

As mentioned in the biodiversity study, the other sections of the corridors traversing intact
natural vegetation within the Fynbos Biome can be considered a sensitive environment with
high levels of diversity and threatened species. One of the key issues in these sections is
vegetation management in the servitude during the operational phase, particularly with
regards to fire management — a key ecological driver in this biome. This is discussed in
more detail below.

There are also high diversity sections within the Succulent Karoo such as the Bokkeveld
Escarpment, Knersvlakte and Tanqua Karoo, however there should not be any vegetation
clearing with the servitudes of these sparse vegetation types and the primary focus should
be on the correct alignment.

The identification of freshwater features as very high sensitivity is supported and should be
avoided. In many cases the freshwater features can be spanned by the towers, which
should be in accordance with recognised wetland delineation. If this is not possible, the
powerline should deviate around the feature.

Apart from these specific recommendations regarding the regional biodiversity sensitivities
(which have been largely reflected in the specialist study), the other concerns regarding
biodiversity impacts have been addressed within the datasets used in the sensitivity
analysis.

In terms of the recommendations, CapeNature supports the recommendation that a detailed
walk-through must be undertaken by an appropriately qualified specialist during the detailed
design phase, which must be undertaken for all projects.

In terms of the datasets used for the avifaunal studies these were comprehensive and are
the most current and includes the full extent of available data to CapeNature’s knowledge. It
should also be noted that the impacts on birds due to powerlines within a South African
context is much better understood than for wind energy as was relevant to the previous
SEA, and therefore there is a higher level of confidence in the recommendations. There are
already existing transmission lines within the vicinity of a large proportion of the sections of
the corridors which can be used to infer the potential impacts to a large degree.

In terms of the interpretation of the sensitivity ratings for the specialist studies and the
implications for the project specific studies, CapeNature agrees with this interpretation. It is
however recommended that the areas which have been identified as very high sensitivity
should be avoided as far as possible in the design process.

The proposal for the process for powerline applications within the corridor being reduced
from a full EIA process to a Basic Assessment process is deemed acceptable, provided that
the specialist input is sufficiently detailed, accurate and reliable.

It should further be noted that cumulative impacts need to be considered in terms of the
number of powerlines that will be placed within a corridor. In many cases it is likely to be
most suitable to place the powerlines adjacent to one another so as to minimize the
additional impacts, however this may not be the case if the initial powerline was placed in a
sensitive environment e.g. provincial nature reserve.
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A generic construction phase environmental management plan has been included. This is
useful as it will ensure that there are minimum standards for EMPs for transmission
powerlines. CapeNature agrees with the contents as a generic document, however it is
recommended that in practice it should be updated with any relevant site-specific
information on a project specific level.

In previous comments on this process CapeNature has raised concern regarding
management of the vegetation within the powerline servitudes during the operational phase
as a primary concern of ours, which remains relevant. Therefore, we would have considered
an operational phase EMP as an even higher priority than the construction phase EMP
included within the SEA.

While the focus of this study is to identify powerline alignments, management of the
vegetation within the servitude can have a significant impact on the acceptability of the
powerline. It is noted that reference is made to vegetation clearing during the operational
phase in Section 6.10.10. However this is not sufficient. In terms of vegetation clearing, it
should be noted that clearing or alien invasive species should not only be in terms of the
Conservation of Agricultural Resources Act (Act 43 of 1983), but also the National
Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act (NEM:BA) Alien and Invasive Species
Regulations (GN 598 of 2014)

CapeNature was hopeful that issues regarding operational servitude management could be
addressed to a degree within this process, as it deals with a strategic level of powerline
planning. In particular, our concerns relate to the powerlines that cross provincial nature
reserves, with some of the key areas of concern being the mountain crossings.

We are aware that there is an existing guideline for vegetation management within
transmission line servitudes for Eskom Transmission (Transmission Vegetation
Management Guideline TGL41-334, 2009). While this document was compiled apart from
the current process, in the absence of other guidelines for operational phase management
of the servitudes, this document must be referred to. While the document does refer to
management within different vegetation types, it appears that the document in incomplete.
The section on Fynbos is a third of a page in length and not nearly adequate. The
concluding paragraph is that “The management of servitudes in Fynbos areas is clearly a
very complex matter. Fire must be used with great caution and veld management practices
have to be developed in a site-specific EMP for this biome by experts with the appropriate
knowiedge”.

It is not apparent that compilation of site specific EMPs are being developed for operational
servitude vegetation management. CapeNature is only aware of one such case. As
mentioned, fire is a key issue in this regard, and there does not appear to be clarity on this
specific issue. It is acknowledged that there are various factors that must be taken into
account such as the impact of fire frequency and intensity on biodiversity, impact of fire on
the powerlines and property and the potential for the powerlines to initiate fires. This is
however an issue that requires resolution.

It is noted that nature reserves have been selected as very high sensitivity with a 5 km
buffer of medium sensitivity. This is supported by CapeNature and as recommended above,
the very high sensitivity areas should be avoided as far as possible in the design of the
powerline routes. By adopting the precautionary principle, this will avoid addressing the risks
regarding management of new powerline servitudes (apart from the existing servitudes) until
such time as there is more clarity on correct protocols for servitude management. Also, it
should be noted that it appears that routing powerlines through provincial nature reserves is
selected as the preferred option in cases where other alternatives are located on disturbed
or transformed private land with unwilling landowners. Selecting alternatives with greater
biodiversity impacts but easier land negotiations is not supported by CapeNature.

The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature
Board Members: Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Chairperson), Mr Carl Lotter (Vice Chairperson), Mr Mervyn Burton, Prof Francois Hanekom,

Dr Bruce McKenzie, Ms Merle McOmbring-Hodges, Adv Mandla Mdludlu, Mr Danie Nel, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack

In terms of the proposal for implementation, CapeMature in general supports the proposed
way fonward. In terms of the impacts on avifauna it is recommended that there is further
research and projects implermented building on the existing work in addressing the impacts
on identified species at risk e.g. Ludwig's Bustard, as in general, birds are highly mohbile and
impacts can't he as easily addressed through site-specific re-alignment. In terms of the
general impacts on terrestrial and aguatic hahitat, CapeMature is satisfied that the issues
related to alignment are sufficiently addressed, although the aspects related to management
of the servitudes need to still be resolved, although this does not necessarily have to be part
af this process (we have made explicit the link between management of the servitude and
the alignment above).

CapeMature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information
based on any additional information that may be received.

Vours sincerely

-

Rhett Smart
For. Manager (Scientific Services)
with contributions from Alana Duffell-Canham and Kevin Shaw
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DAFF - Agriculture

our future through science

agriculture,
forestry & fisheries

Department:
Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Directorate: Land Use and Soil Management, Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries
Private Bag X 120, Pretoria 0001

Enquiries: A. Collett « Tel number: 012 — 319 7508 + Fax number: 012 — 329 5938 » E-mail address: AnnelizaC@daff.qov.za
Reference: EG| SEA DRAFT REPORT FEBRUARY 2016

February 07, 2016

Mr Marshall Mabin
CSIR Environmental Services

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR

ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE IN SOUTH AFRICA REPORT

1. Your report: “The draft Strategic Environmental Assessment for Electricity Grid
Infrastructure in South Africa”, dated February 2016 has reference.

The Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries (DAFF), has completed a review
of the mentioned report and respectfully submit the following comments. Please note
that these comments represent the Agricultural component within DAFF, whilst
comments from the other components within the Department will be submitted
separately.

2. The mandate of DAFF is to ensure long term food security for the country. In order to
achieve this objective a number of acts as well as other legislative and decision-making
tools have been developed. It is the jurisdictive responsibility of DAFF to administrate
the relevant acts within the legislative mandate of the Department. In support of these
acts, scientists and technical officials have been appointed to oversee related processes
but also to make decisions that impact on the natural agricultural resources and the
legislative mandate of ensuring long term food security for the country. In view thereof
DAFF cannot transfer these powers to another Department to give authorization on
activities that will impact on agricultural production. The recommendation made within
the draft report pertaining to DAFF being a “Commenting authority” (irrespective of the
sensitivity class) and that authorization on activities within the proposed electricity
corridors be concluded under the provisions of the National Environmental Management
Act (NEMA) is therefore not supported. The Department of Environmental Affairs do not
have the jurisdiction to take decisions on behalf of DAFF. Should DAFF concur with a
proposed activity within the corridor a consent will be issued to the Applicant under the
relevant legislation within DAFF's mandate. This consent can thereafter be submitted as
part of the application documentation required under the provisions of NEMA (Part 3,
Chapter 1; p 26, 27, 28). The mentioned concerns regarding the aspect of a commenting
authority approach reiterated in Part 3, Introduction; p 5 is also applicable.

WL environmental affairs SANBI .
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3.

4.

-

4.2

43

Itis agreed that ESKOM (or any statutory body) is exempted from the provisions of the
Sub-division of Agricultural Land Act, 70 of 1970 (the relevant act responsible for the
management of agricultural land in South Africa). However, as was also stated in
DAFF*s comments on the draft Agricultural Specialists report, dated 22 June 2015, there
is a well-established mutual agreement between DAFF and ESKOM. Any activity that is
planned on agricultural land and that may impact on agricultural production potential is
referred to DAFF by ESKOM for inputs and comments. Therefore any relevant decision
by ESKOM as a statutory body is inclusive of a consultative process with DAFF (Part 3,
Chapter 1; p 3).

It is of concern contained within the Agricultural Study and also reiterated in Part 3 of the
report that unsubstantiated references to the draft Preservation and Development of
Agricultural Land Framework Bill (PD-ALF) has been made. This proposed Bill is to
replace Act 70 of 1970. The draft Bill was gazetted for comments in 2015 and provision
was made to supply comments thereon through the appropriate channels. A formal
public participation process is to unfold within 2016. A SEA is not the correct forum to
express views on a draft Bill that may still be subjected to changes in the future. The
impression is created that Bill is flawed with limited insight by the authors of the reports
pertaining to operational procedures that may followed once the Bill come into operation
(Part 3, Chapter 1; p3, 25).

Within the provisions of the PD-ALF Bill specific reference is made as to the occurrence
of corridors. It is stated that where such a corridor is planned and depending on the
potential of the agricultural land, an agricultural impact assessment (Agro-Ecosystems
Report) may be required. No details as to the requirements of such a report has been
provided in the Bill as it forms part of the regulations still in the process of being
developed. Therefore the comment made in the report on a cumbersome, expensive
and unneeded exercise is questioned (Part 3, Chapter 1; p3). The development
processes related to a corridor cannot be exempted from PD-ALF and addressed under
NEMA as is proposed in the report. NEMA is neither authorised to take decisions
pertaining to agricultural production requirements not whether the proposed corridor will
have a negative impact on agricultural production including conducting an assessment
pertaining to the adherence to strategic as well as legislative mandates regarding
national food security (Part 3, Chapter 1; p4, 26).

Further a corridor will extent over a large number of farm portions and the impact of the
proposed corridor within the various farm portions will differ. This has to be investigated
and analysed from an agricultural perspective. In addition once a servitude is registered
on a land parcel the servitude specifications are included in the land owner’s title deed.
Separate authorizations are therefore required as authorizations are linked to land
parcels and land owners (Part 3, Chapter 1; p3).

Within the requirements of PD-ALF reference is made to the demarcation of agricultural
zones and specifically Agricultural Protected Areas. The demarcation of these zones is
based on the agricultural potential (both from a cultivation as well as rangeland
perspective). Within each zone specific norms and standards will be developed that is to
guide the allowed land use changes and the extent there off within the zone. Aspects
such as electricity provision are one of the potential land uses changes that are
considered.
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4.4 In addition to the above-mentioned, depending on the agricultural production potential

within a zone as well as the impact of the proposed activity an Agricultural Ecosystems
Report with a variance in the level of detail may be required. As previously stated it is
premature at this stage to conclude on the purpose thereof as well as the required level
of detail (Part 3, Chapter 1; p4).

The interpretation of the agricultural sensitivity of a power corridor should not be based
on the cultivation status of the area concerned. It should, in order of priority firstly refer
to the capability of the land as not all agricultural land with a high agricultural potential is
currently under cultivation (Part 3, Chapter 1; p 26, 27, 28).

Mitigation aspects referred to in the report such as the movement of a pivot point needs
to be carefully considered and should be a last resort but through thorough
investigations including costing (Part 3, Chapter 1; p27).

It is acknowledged that once the updated version of the land capability data set is
released as well as the demarcated agricultural zones, the SEA has to be updated and
amended accordingly (Part 3, Chapter 1; p3).

The Department appreciates the opportunity to comment on the report.

Yours faithfully

g l‘&'\’\C\(\ =

Mr. H. Lindemann
Acting Director: Directorate Land Use and Soil Management
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DENC

Department:

Environment & Nature Conservation accumulatively. Already under the National Forests Act and the “Basic
NORTHERN CAPE PROVINCE o o ; s o
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA Guidelines for handling of EIAs and license applications for ESKOM SOC

Holding linear infrastructure affecting natural forests, protected trees or state
Private Bag X6102, Kimberley, 8300, Metlife Towers, T-Floor, Tel: 053 807 7300, Fax: 053 807 7328 : : .
forests, version 2, Oct 2012” current developments are triggering ‘offsets’ due

o petor to the number of protected trees being removed. This is an ongoing
Navrae - N Van Olmen patum: 10 February2016 s
Imibuzo ~: Umnhla: negotiation process currently.

Reference :

Vomens | Electricity  Grid  Infrastructure  Strategic

felethiso : Environmental Assessment triggers offsets, could result in a contradictive communication from the SEA

To not consider the current situation that ESKOM infrastructure already

process and DAFF licences & DENC permits.
3. With reference to the SolariWind SEA zones (REDZ), many developments

have actually commenced outside these areas within the Northern Cape (the

CSIR EGI SEA Team
CSIR Environmental Services

T map, figure 1, is in the process of being updated again). One has to question

the value then of the SEA process on the ground as it did not facilitated any
Dear Marshall Mabin incentive for developers to develop primarily within these zones in the
Northern Cape.

RE: ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL

ASSESSMENT DRAFT INPUTS *
i

Your e-mail dated 20/1/2016 requesting inputs and comments on the draft EGI S %’ y

\.4_\ ,‘_»xk_k)ﬁ -

documents refers.
| i ¢ R

Attached herewith is some detailed comments for your perusal. We would like to

reiterate some overarching concerns that we hope would be taken into consideration v

in taking this project forward. Legend
Towns

. ) . . L . . — River
1. A comprehensive legislative referencing is imperative to ensure that clients Brovinee oibling

interpret the SEA in accordance to all legislative responsibilities. Agreements B EAsoustanding

. i ) Technologv Sutherland
that will be negotiated and reached (where applicable) between government EE Hydro ﬁ?“
i - i & Bl wind hE-
departments regarding licences and/or permits to fast-track developments B Sor CSP
within the SEA zones are not in place yet and it is strongly suggested that the Solar PV
. . . i . = wind and Solar PV
supporting SEA reports pertain all the legislations applicable. Care should "= Solar CSP and PV

also be taken to reference the correct and updated legislations.
2. With specific reference to the Northern Cape, it has already been Figure 1. Renewable energy developments in the MNorthern Cape by mid-

communicated to ESKOM that grid lines, power lines, etc. will be assessed 2015
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4. The use of desk-top studies alone to assess vulnerability within the Northern

Cape is high risk due to the limited information available for the Province. We
have found that the vegetation map (Mucina et al. 2008) mostly used is not
appropriate for vegetation unit assessments in the Northern Cape, due to the
discrepancies being found with the vegetation map and where vegetation
units are on the ground. The limited baseline information can also be
illustrated by the grid-map (grid-data) created by SANBI (Figure 2).

indicated that all surface water available has been allocated — implying that
there is no more available for further developments. Qualitative information is

needed urgently on our water availability.

It is inferred that the quality control of the documentation will be corrected as the
reviewed versions were drafts, therefor these aspects have not been addressed

in detail.

Yours sincerely

G BOTHA

HEAD OF DEPARTMENT: DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND NATURE
CONSERVATION

Key:

1-10

10-100

100-1 000
1000-10000
10 000- 100 000
100 000+

Figure 2. Grid-data map reflecting the number of data points available per grid within
the country and provinces. This map clearly illustrates that the least data exists for

the Northern Cape of all nine provinces.

5. It is suggested that buffer zones be referenced to support the reasoning why
the distances chosen was used. The reasoning for prescribing buffer zones
needs to be provided.

6. Although it does not form part of the direct aims of this SEA process, it is
highly recommended that a water resource availability assessment is done to
calculate the volume of water that is available for renewable energy
developments. The Northem Cape is an arid area and agriculture, urban

areas and mining also compete for this resource already and the latest reports

4
3
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Department:

Environment & Nature Conservation
NORTHERN CAPE PROVINCE
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Private Bag X6102, Kimberley, 8300, Metlife Towers, T-Floor, Tel: 053 807 7300, Fax: 053 807 7328

Enguiries Date

Dipatlisilo . Letlha:

Navrae Christine Kraft pawm: 9 February 2016
Imibiza Umhla:

Reference

Tshupelo . . .

Veraysing Electricity  Grid  Infrastructure  Strategic

Telathis Environmental Assessment

ATTENTION:

MS E. SWART: DEPUTY DIRECTOR: RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT SUPPORT
MS N. VAN OLMEN: DIRECTOR: ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY & PLANNING
COORDINATION

RE: ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT DRAFT INPUTS

The comments [ recommendations provided for this documentation will be laid out
below according to the main document and the appendixes where deemed
necessary related to biodiversity issues. Some comments / recommendations may
therefore be repeated under the various sections; however this will highlight the

importance of these specific issues.

Main Document
PART 1. Background to the Electricity Grid Infrastructure (EGIl)  Strateqgic

1.2

1.3

On Page 8 under the Context section it is very important to highlight the second
paragraph to proposed developers. It is important that they understand how
important it is to take biodiversity issues into account at a much finer scale than
what is provided by this EG|I SEA document. Site specific information is needed

for each proposed development.

It is very important that the sensitivity of river and other water systems be
highlighted for the proposed Northern Corridor (map on Page 11). It might not
be deemed as sensitive by some persons due to transformation which has
taken place at various of these water systems, however, due to the climatic
conditions within the Northern Cape Province (it is becoming warmer and drier)
it is necessary to protect these systems as they play a vital role to conserve
biodiversity and ecosystem functioning as well as provide vital resources to
humans. It is thus recommended that any proposed developments be kept
away from water resources as far as possible as these developments can also

impact on water quality and quantity.

PART 3: Chapter 2: Avifauna

Environmental Assessment (SEA)

11 On Page 5 it was noted that the maps do not indicate town locations. |t is
recommended that at least the main towns located in and around the proposed
corridors be included in all the maps to provide persons reading the document
with better orientation. This is important to ensure that persons can locate
specific attributes on the maps especially if the persons are not familiar with

locations within various provinces.

Environmental Affairs
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1.4

1.5

1.6

On Page 4 the species name of Torgos ftrachiliotis must be spelled

“tracheliotos”.

Also on Page 4 under the section Data Sources it is stated that no ground
truthing or on-site assessments were undertaken as part of the study. This
once again highlights the importance of site specific surveys which will be
necessary for any proposed development as several biodiversity issues of
importance may be noted within a proposed development site, even if the area

has been transformed.

On Page 10 it is stated that a 500 m buffer has to be maintained from wetlands
and waterbodies for all the proposed corridors. How was this buffer determined
and is it enough for certain waterbodies which might have a well-developed
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1.7

1.8

1.9

riverine vegetation layer? It is important to keep the important ecological role of

flora into account when it comes to water resources.

From the map from Page 17 it is noted that some river areas are classified as
Low Sensitivity. This might be of concern since no specific ground thruthing
was done for these areas. Even if transformation has taken place in these
areas there might still be issues of concern related to biodiversity. Example,
various waterbirds and raptors such as Fish Eagles, which are not usually
exposed to electricity grid infrastructure might now become exposed if
development is to take place near these water sources. This can lead to
electrocutions and collisions of species which are not usually associated with

electricity infrastructure.

In Table 3 on Page 23 it is stated that sensitivities must be confirmed by a
competent bird specialist via further desktop review. This is of extreme concern
since this will not always be possible due to the lack of data for specific areas.
There are not many specialists that are familiar with all sensitive areas,
especially for the Northern Cape Province. A significant amount of issues of

concern might be overlooked if at least a basic site visit is not conducted.

Also in Table 3 it is stated that the Competent Authority must provide a
statement whether the very high sensitivity feature(s) represent a fatal flaw.
This is of concern since the Provincial Authority for the Northern Cape (DENC)
does not have an ornithologist and also does not have the financial capacity to
conduct site visits to all sites to determine if it will present a fatal flaw. This is
one of the main concerns regarding the implementation of the SEA since proper
specialist documents, which included proper site visits, will now be cut from the

process.

1.10 Also in Table 3 it states that should the development envelope encroach upon

GIR

our future through science

high, medium or low sensitivity features only, the EAP will be able to proceed
with the assessment process according to the requirements of the development

protocol (Table 4) without the need to obtain a letter from the relevant
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competent authority. This is now the reverse situation as discussed in point 1.9
above. This can be problematic for the Northern Cape Province as some very
high sensitivity areas might have been overlooked due to the lack of data

available for the province.

1.11 On Page 24 under Medium and Low Sensitivity: A desktop assessment will not
be able to identify possible sensitivities if sufficient information is not available.
What happens in the case of lack of information? Will the developers be
required to appoint a specialist to conduct at least a basic site visit in these

cases?

Appendix C2: Avifauna Scoping Assessment Report

1.120n Page 13 in the first paragraph reference is made to “..., to areas which
demonstrate no sensitivity (Low sensitivity).” There will be no area which has
“‘no” sensitivity as there will always be some type of impact related to
biodiversity eventhough it might be very limited. It is therefore recommended

that the term “low” be used rather than “no”.

1.130n Page 24 it is stated that the absence of records does not imply absence of
the species within an area, but simply that this area may not have been
sampled. Once again this issue has to be addressed in the documentation.

How is this going to be addressed if no site visits are required?

1.140One of the limitations of the study is that no verification of current statuses have
been done. This is very important to be addressed by a suitable specialist

during each proposed development.

1.150n Page 27 reference is made to the Northern Cape Nature Conservation Act
(NCNCA). It should however be Act 9 of 2009 and not Act 10.
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1.160n Page 24 the genus name Vacchellia should be spelled Vachellia. Also no 1.221t is important that the proposed mitigation measures provided in this document

reference is made to the genus Senegalia which is a gap since not only be implemented, especially the buffer zones for the various bird species.

Vachellia species occur within the country.

1.230n Page 65 under the Western Corridor it is stated that a buffer of at least 500

1.170n Page 31 the maps does not indicate the location of sensitive areas such as m from waterbodies must be kept or further. It is important that the impacts on

river systems. These attributes should be included in the maps. specific populations within a specific area must also be taken into account even

if they are not threatened. The impact of the proposed development might have

1.180n Page 43 reference is made again to the 500 m buffer for wetlands and significant impacts on waterbirds (which are not threatened) if the infrastructure
waterbodies. For rivers with varying high watermarks, season related, will this are not build correctly or too close to water sources.

buffer be enough?

1.24 Also on Page 65 the mitigation measures provided under Black Storks provided

1.190n Page 59 it seems as if all the planned substations will be located in High too much leeway in terms of the buffer zone. It has to be at least included that

Sensitivity areas in the Northern Corridor related to avifauna. This also seem to the developers has to provide proof why they cannot keep to the proposed

be the case for the Central Corridor. This is of concern and needs to be buffer zones and why not.

discouraged.
1.251t is very important to only use bird-friendly powerlines to protect especially
threatened species such as the raptors. This has to be done by all companies

1.200n Page 64 under the Interpretation and Implementation of four tier map

section, under Permit requirement, it is necessary to include provincial whieh: (might be: appointed as service providersiand not Just ESKOM. It is

I I " recommended that all powerlines be fitted with suitable bird flight diverters
government under all the sensitivity classes. Provincial government authorities

itable to th iff ies of ithin th i .
has the mandate to protect the biological resources within the various SUIABIE 1o IS SPECMG SPECIEs O Sencam. WIthin IS Varals areas

provinces. The EGI SEA document cannot exempt the proposed developers
from complying with the various provincial legislation and they will still need to 1.26 On Page 70 it is stated that suitable cliffs must be searched for Black Stork nest

apply for provincial permits for the removal and impact on fauna and flora which sites and the nests must be buffered by 2,5 km. The site inspections have to be

will be caused by the developments. done by a professional registered avifaunal expert, preferably one that is

familiar with the site, as an unqualified person may overlook the nest sites. This
is applicable to all bird species of concern.
1.21Once again it is highlighted that desktop assessments (as listed under Medium

and Low Sensitivities) might not be enough due to the lack of information. A

basic site visit at least needs to be conducted to determine if any species of 1.271t is recommended that monitoring needs to be included as a mitigation

concern may be present, e.g. all raptor species are protected in the Northern measure especially to determine the impacts of the infrastructure on raptors

. such as vultures in areas where they are known to be active.
Cape Province.

APPENDIX B, CONSULTATION PROCESS, Page 41
STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE IN SOUTH AFRICA

Environmental Affairs
our future through science Qm”  REPUBLIC OF SOUTHAFRICA South African National Biodiversity Institute

[ ]
BIE envi tal affai 70 PN Y
GIR  F someeee Qeskom SANBIEIRER



1.280n Page 83 under the Central Corridor reference is only made to the Cape
Vultures in the Magliesberg area. What about the vulture colonies present in

the Kimberley area in the Northern Cape Province? This has to be addressed.

1.29 Another gap that was noted is that Lappet-faced vultures are not included in the
Central Corridor for the Kimberley area within the Northern Cape Province. This

species needs to be included due to its conservation status.

that they need to apply for provincial permits for vegetation clearing, especially if
protected plant species are to be removed. Developers cannot be exempted
from provincial legislations such as the NCNCA (No. 9 of 2009) through the
SEA.

1.34Under the section of Access Roads it is stated that where roads are not

subsequently managed or rehabilitated, especially where construction does not

follow best practice for water and erosion management, serious ongoing erosion

and associate incremental habitat degradation will result. This needs to be

) . . prevented at all cost. It is necessary to have a best practice guideline document
1.30Please find attached research articles of research which was conducted on

hich ds to be impl ted by all devel .
vultures of which the references were not noted in the document. It provides Wwhich needs fo be Impiemented by afl developers

valuable information which is applicable to the SEA in terms of the habits of the
spadiss 1.350n Page 5 under the Water Use Authorisation. Even if the SEA is approved it

cannot prevent developers from obtaining all the necessary permits and

licences from the relevant authorities, especially a \Water Use Licence
1.310n Page 102 the following statement is made: “It might therefore be a useful
J . J Application (WULA) or General Authorisation if they want to impede or divert the
exercise to repeat this analysis without electrocution, as it may have a . .
flow of water in a watercourse or altering the bed, banks, course or
significant impact on the outcome of the analysis, in that it may reduce the risk L L . )
] ] ) o ) characteristics of a watercourse. This is of concern specifically in drought prone
rating of some of the habitat classes.” This cannot be done as it still remains a o )
areas which is currently experienced throughout most parts of the country.
threat currently and implementation of the SEA is going to take place now. It

cannot be said with certainty the electrocution will not have an impact on birds
in the future. 1.36 Even if the proposed development does not need a WULA the developers still
need to apply for permits from provincial authorities for the removal of fauna and

flora.
1.32The document states that there is a strong need for a set of best practice ora

guidelines to be compiled to standardise methodology. This is supported, but it

will also be necessary to take the specific areas into account as this might affect 1.370n Page 6 under Aquatic Regional data there is no specific data for the

the suitable methodologies to be used. Northern Cape Province. This is of concern due to the climatic conditions in the
province which makes water a very scarce resource and needs to be

PART 3: Chapter 4: Terrestrial and Aguatic Biodiversity Addre=sed,

1.330n Page 4 under the section Vegetation clearing and management in powerline 1.38 With reference to the Terrestrial Regional Datasets it is clear that there is a lack

servitudes it is stated that where trees are present or where there is a risk that of information for the Northern Cape Province. This is of tremendous concern

fire could cause shorting of lines, vegetation beneath the powerlines may need since informed decisions will not be able to be made by only using desktop

to be cleared. It is very important to make it clear to the proposed developers assessments.
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1.39From the information provided from Page 7 it is clear that not enough data was
used for this Appendix study. Many information such as Red Data Books,
information from the Animal Demography Unit, South African Reptile
Conservation Assessment, Museum records, South African National Spider
Atlas, etc. were not taken into account for this assessment, which makes this
document not suitable to provide basic guidance regarding which areas are

sensitive and which not.

1.400n Page 10 it is not clear if the Endangered Ecosystems as set out by NEMBA

was taken into account. There is a lot of gaps in this assessment document.

1.410n Page 10 under the Terrestrial Data Processing section it is stated that
fortunately areas where vegetation and biodiversity feature mapping and CBA
planning tend to be extremely poor, most notably for the Nama-Karoo biome
and large parts of the Northern Cape and Eastern Cape, are also areas where
habitats are relatively intact, such that impacts of the type and scale
contemplated in this study are unlikely to impact unknown very high or high
sensitivity habitat types. This is not necessarily the case and this statement is
of concern. That is why it is necessary to conduct ground truthing with all

developments in the Northern Cape.

1.420n Page 11 it is clear that the buffer set out for river systems are very low and
impacts from the developments such as oil spillages from vehicles, dust, etc.
may still have an impact on the river systems. This has to be taken into account

for all developments near water resources.

1.430n Page 14 under the Species section it is clear that not enough was done to
cover this specific area. Much more information is needed to provide more

guidance regarding species specific issues of concern.

1.440n Page 15 no headings are included for the various maps and need to be
added.

Environmental Affairs
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1.450n Page 20 under the heading Terrestrial and Aquatic Specialist Study
Requirements it is stated that these recommendations are thus considered the
minimum requirements for specialist studies within each tier of sensitivity but do
not preclude or limit the possibility that a higher level of detail may be required.
This has to be highlighted as this document does not even cover the basic

information needed for a document such as the SEA.

1.46 Where the importance of Keystone species for specific areas need to be taken
into account for the sensitivity assessment, as for the importance of Centres of
Endemism as well, needs to be referenced as no reference to this could be

found in the document (?).

1.47In Table 10 under Additional Recommendations it is stated that a
preconstruction walk-through of the intact portions of habitat along the route
should be a condition of authorisation. Why only for intact areas and as what is
“‘intact” defined? For the Northern Cape Province a walk-through will almost

always be needed due to the lack of information for the province.

1.480n Page 21 in Table 11 mention is made of species for search and rescue
which should be moved prior to construction. It is important that the developers
be made aware that they are not allowed to move or injure / kill any animal

species within the Northern Cape without the necessary permits from DENC.

1.490n Page 22 in Table 13 the following statement is made: “The study must
include any additional assessment requirements stated by the Competent
Authority as a condition to continue with the Environmental Authorisation
process in these areas.” This needs to be made very clear to proposed

developers.

1.501t is stated that the verification of aquatic features can be undertaken either at a
desktop or at a field level. The desktop level is of concern since almost all

consultants being used for aquatic information does not come from the Northern
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Cape and will not know the specifics of the area if they only do a desktop
assessment. It might be necessary to develop a letter for the consultants to
sign to state that they will implement criteria correctly. They must be SACNASP

registered to ensure accountability for their actions.

1.510n Page 24 it is stated that proponents intending to develop an electricity grid
infrastructure development for which the proposed project footprint is limited to
areas defined as “Low” sensitivity will not be required to register for a non-
consumptive water use. This still needs to be verified in some way as features

could have been missed especially in the Northern Cape due to the lack of data.

1.521t is important that invertebrates also be taken into account to determine the
sensitivity of various areas for developments (indicator species).

APPENDIX C3: Terrestrial and Aquatic Biodiversity Scoping Assessment Report

1.530n Page 14 it is once again noted that not all available information was used for
this assessment report. For example Red Data information should have been
used even if some of them might be old. In the absence of more current

information what is available should be implemented.

1.540n Page 15 it is agreed that standardised and recognised sensitivity mapping
methodologies must be used to determine the sensitivities for each feature for

each of the corridors.

1.550n Page 19 under Data Sources it is stated that reptile, bats, butterflies,
mammal and other data were not included for the assessment. This means that
an adequate guideline for the corridors could not be included as part of this SEA
as this document is inadequate. This once again illustrates the concern
regarding lack of data and therefore at least a site visit is needed for all tiers of

sensitivity development.
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1.56Page 19: Numerous conservation related spatial information within the Northern
Cape is either outdated or very limited. Hence, how accurate are these maps
that were generated for especially the Northern Cape section? Apart from the
Namakwa District Biodiversity Sector Plan (2008), there are currently no CBA
maps for the rest of the Northern Cape Province. Due to a gap in data, areas
unknown to having potential high sensitivity could have been overlooked.

1.570n Page 26 it is stated that field verification of datasets and extensive local
expert consultation has been excluded for this assessment. This is a huge lack

in information and renders this Appendix questionable.

1.58 One of the assumptions that has been made as part of this Appendix it that field
verification will take place on a site by site basis linked to development
proposals. This has to be done since the information provided in this document

is not sufficient to guide properly regarding the specific sensitivity of areas.

1.590n Page 27 the National Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act has

not been included as part of the legislation to be taken into account.

1.600n Page 28 under the Provincial legislation it is stated that the Nature and
Environmental Conservation Ordinance is applicable in the Northern Cape
Province. This is not true as this ordinance has been replaced by the NCNCA
(No. 9 of 2009). It is therefore clear that not enough verification has been done
for this document and these acts have to be taken into account as it indicates
the requirements in terms of permits from which developers cannot be

exempted.

1.61 Page 33:. The biome to be mostly affected is stated as the Nama Karoo biome.
Large parts of this biome, where the landscape is currently still mostly intact,

could be lost due to a gap in biodiversity related information.

12
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1.62Figure 11.3 on page 34 illustrates that the sensitivity of the Nama Karoo is
displayed as being of low sensitivity. This emphasises the lack in biodiversity

related information within this biome.

1.631t should be noted that there is at present a moratorium in place in the Northern
Cape on the removal of Aloe dichotoma trees from the wild due to historic trade
related pressures on populations (Proclamation No. 968, 1 April 2005). As a

result, no Aloe dichotoma trees may be removed.

1.640n Page 41 no reference is made to species of concern such as leopard and

cheetah.

1.65The heading on Page 42 refers to the Western Corridor and it should be the

Northern Corridor. Quality control is necessary.

1.661t is important to note the permits might also have to be obtained from the
Department of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries if protected trees as listed

under the Forest Act needs to be damaged or removed in any way.

1.671t is necessary that all developers must include road rehabilitation in their
Environmental Management Programme Reports as well as erosion prevention

measures.

1.680n Page 60 it is stated that it is important that EGI planning in these biomes
should provide for specialist input to preferentially locate footprints and access
impacts away from pristine condition habitat into poorer condition areas, where
possible. This has to be done and verification by site visits have to be

conducted.

1.69Why has no buffer zones been included for the areas as listed on Page 60,
especially for protected areas? It is important that these areas be protected

from developments.
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1.70From the information provided in this Appendix it is clear that specialist studies
will always be needed for Terrestrial and Aquatic biodiversity due to the
tremendous lack of information presented here. A simple desktop review will

not be sufficient as is shown in this study.

1.710n Page 81 it is stated that permanent access route construction and
maintenance must be designed by a road engineer and the requirements must

be reflected in the Environmental Management Programme.

1.720n Page 91 it is recommended that ESKOM must develop a knowledge base,
map database and decision framework to provide an objective and consistent
approach to vegetation clearing. This is highly supported to prevent the

unnecessary loss of biodiversity.

1.73The need for at least a basic site visit heeds to be included in the Additional
Mitigation Recommendations as set out from Page 98 to address the lack of

data present for especially the Northern Cape.

1.740n Page 100 it has to be explained which protection statuses for species will be
used as they can differ between national and provincial legislation. It is
recommended that the applicable provincial legislation must be applied for the

corridor to which it applies as it is much more specific for each area.

1.75As with the Avifaunal study it is once again recommended that specialist inputs
for terrestrial and aquatic issues have to be done by a suitable qualified

registered scientist who is familiar with the specific area.

1.760On Page 100 it is also recommended that all impacts associated with EGI
development should be assessed at the cumulative level for the whole
development. It is very important that cumulative impacts have to be taken into

account especially since many vegetation units are fragmented and the

14
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cumulative impacts on these specific units can be detrimental to the future
existence thereof.

1.770n Page 101 it is stated that the sensitivity maps provided here should not be
seen as set in stone, but rather representing a baseline point from where the
detail and accuracy of the maps can be improved over time. This is very
important to highlight as the information provided in this Appendix is really only

a very broad baseline starting point.

1.780n Page 104 it is strongly recommended that the buffers provided not be

reduced for any development.

1.79From Page 107 to 111 it is recommended that the provided mitigation measures
should be included in each development's EMPr, but to note that much more
mitigation measures might need to be included. They might need to be stricter
depending on the receiving environment and more impacts might be identified

which needs more mitigation.

1.800n Page 110 it is not recommended that soil applied herbicides be used for the
clearing of vegetation. This is because these type of herbicides are not plant
specific and can damage or kill vegetation away from the development site due
to the potential of the herbicides to spread through the soil due to rain adhesion

infiltration, etc.

1.811t is necessary to include that the necessary national and provincial permits

needs to be obtained for all developments related to the EGI.

1.820n Page 121 it is necessary to take all faunal species into account for the SEA
and as species information and protection statuses are updated the SEA must

be adapted to become more specific. It must be an ongoing process.
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Seneral
1.83%arious spelling mistakes and sentence construction errors were noted

throughout the document. [t isnecessary to correct this.
W hope you find these recommendations in order and please do not hesitate to
contact the Research and Development Support Unit of DEMC if there are any

uncerainties.

Yours sincerely

Fp

CHRISTINE KRAFT
PRODUCTION SCIENTIST GRADE A: ECOLOGIST

1a
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{O February 2016

Project Manager
CSIR EGI SEA
(Attention: Mr Marshall Mabin)

Dear Mr Mabin

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENCE INPUTS TO THE DRAFT REPORT ON THE
ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE (EGI) STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT (SEA)

1. Information regarding the Sensitivity Delineation for Electricity Grid Infrastructure
(EGI) contained in the report concurs with the requirements stipulated by the Department
of Defence (DOD).

2. ltis, however, requested that the Very High Sensitivity Delineation for Ammunition
Depots be changed from “feature extent” to “between 0 km — 10 km”.

3. ltis hereby confirmed that the project proponent will engage with the DOD whenever
the EGI is established adjacent to; in close proximity; or within the Sensitivity Delineation
zone of any DOD facility, as was communicated during the meeting of the EGI SEA Expert
Reference Group, held at the CSIR on 03 February 2016. This office will serve as nodal
point for such liaison.

Yours faithfully

‘J\; o <R fw/\‘)

, (CAPT (SAN) A. LIEBENBERG)

CHIEF OF LOGISTICS: LIEUTENANT GENERAL

cc: Chief of the SA Air Force, Director Military Aviation Regulations and Policies
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9 February 2016
CSIR EGI TEAM
egi@csir.co.za

Dear EGI Team

SAWEA COMMENTS ON STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR
ELECTRICITY GRID INFRASTRUCTURE

On behalf of the SAWEA Environmental Working Group (EWG), | would like to thank
you for the opportunity to comment on the Strategic Environmental Assessment for
Electricity Grid Infrastructure.

Our comments and queries are summarized below:

1.

Clarity is sought on whether a signed option agreement for the powerline
servitudes is required as a pre-requisite to submit an application to DEA. ltis
clearly far more practical and feasible to enter into servitude negotiations
once the outcome of the impact assessment process is known. The
developer is already burdened with additional development costs during pre-
application phase under the 2014 ElA regulations and to add option
agreement negotiations & finalization will contradict the intended SEA
outcome of streamlining the process.

We are concerned that the ability to develop and fully permit a renewable
energy project outside a corridor may be hindered due to ill-informed
authorities and other stakeholders deeming these projects to be non-suitable
for development without further consideration as “they are not in a grid
corridor”. We seek confirmation that this issue will be addressed and projects
will not be prejudiced based purely on being outside a defined corridor. \We
also thus request that clear instructions on how the SEA should and should
not be applied in specifically included in the SEA.

Obtaining letters of no objection from commenting parties (SKA, CAA,
Defence Force, DAFF, etc.) must be subject to strict timeframes and
protocols. We believe that commenting authorities must respond within 4
weeks of submission of the request from the developer. If no response is
received within that timeframe, a formal “no objection” will be noted for that
authority.
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South African Wind Energy Association

53 Dudley Road, cnr Bolton Avenue, Parkwood, Johannesburg,
2193

Tel: +27 (0) 11 214 0664

Email: admin@sawea.org.za

SAW E A A registered non-profit organization and approved in terms of Section 18A
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Registration no: 034-566-NPO

4. Clarity is sought on projects where the powerline spans both corridor and non-
corridor areas i.e. how is a project treated procedurally where the line lies in
both corridor and non-corridor areas?

5. Please note that we support the SEA EGI and particularly the reduced decision-
making timeframe for DEA and the option to apply for a corridor to allow for
micro-siting.

Yours Sincerely,

A
L

Jadon Scﬁmidt
SAWEA Environmental Working Group Chair
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