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Directorate: Land Management
Region 2

REFERENCE NUMBER: 16/3/1/5/F2/2/3026/13
ENQUIRIES: MS. K. GEORGE

DATE OF ISSUE: 76 AUG 2013

The Director
Electra Capital (Pty) Ltd.

P.O.Box 704

GREENPOINT

8000

Attention: Mr. S. Reader Tel: {021) 424 1189
Fax: (086) 413 8884

Dear Sir

AMENDMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION ISSUED ON 07 MAY 2013 (REF. NO.
16/3/1/2/¥2/2/3047/12 AND THE EXEMPTION REF. NO. 16/3/1/4/¥2/2/3048/12) FOR THE PROPOSED
PHOTOVOLTAIC SOLAR PLANT AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE ON FARM NO. 400, BERGVALEY,
CEDERBERG.

With reference to your application, find below the amended environmental authorisation in respect of this
application. _ -

A. AMENDMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION:

With reference to the abovementioned application, the competent authority has decided, in terms of
the Nalional Environmental Management Act, 1998 [Act 107 of 1998) {"NEMA"} Environmental Impact
Assessment [“EIA") Regulations as defined in GN No. R. 543 of 18 June 2010, to amend ihe
Environmental Authorisation {(“EA") issued on 07 May 2013 (Ref. No. 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 and the
Exemption Ref. No. 16/3/1/4/F2/2/3048/12) as follows —

Alt reference to "A sun fracking system will be insfalled on each panel!” is herewith removed from the
aforementioned EA issued on 07 May 2013.

Find attached herewith a copy of the EA issued on 07 May 2013.

B. REASONS FOR THE DECISION TO AMEND THE ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION:

) The information contained in the application form for the amendment of the EA issued on 07 May
2013 (Ref. No. 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 and the Exemption Ref. No. 16/3/1/4/F2/2/3048/12) dated
and received by this Department on 02 August 2013, was considered;
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(il The amendment is non-substantive as the proposed change will not result in significant negative
environmental impacts;

(i) The environment and fhe rights and interests of other parties are not likely to be adversely
affected by this decision; and

{iv) The conditions of the EA issued on 07 May 2013 will remain unchanged and valid.

C. CONDITIONS:

(i}  Your atienlion is drown to Chapter 7 of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2010, which regulotes
appeai procedures. Should you wish 1o appedl any aspect of the decision, you must, in terms
of, Regulation 40(1}), lodge a notice of intenfion to appeal with the Minister, within 20 (twenty)
days after the date of the decision. You must then submit the appeal within 30 (thirty) days
affer the lapsing of the 20 [twenty] days contemplated in Regutaticn 60{1), for the lodging of
the notice of intention to appeal.

fi} Should any other person, or an interested and atffecied parly, decide fo appeal, they must, in
terms of, Reguiation 60{1)}, lodge o notice of intention to appeal with the Minister, within 20
{twenty) days after the date of the decision. An appedal must be submitted within 30 {thirty)
days after the lapsing of the 20 (twenty) days contemplated in Regulation 60{1).

{ii} The appellant must provide the applicant, within 10 days of having ledged the nofice
contemplated in Regulation 60{1}, with a copy of the notice referred to in Regulation 40(1),
and a nofice indicating where and for what period the appeal submission will be available for
inspection by the applicant. A responding statement may be made on the appeal within 30
{thirty) days from the date the appeal submission was lodged with the Minister.

{ivl All Notice of Intentfion to Appedl and Appeal forms must be submitied by means of one of the
following methods:

By post: Western Cape Ministry of Local Government, Environmental Affairs and
Development Planning
Privaste Bag X9184
CAPETOWN
8000

By facsimile: {C21) 483 4174; or

By hand: Attention: Mr Jaap de Villiers
Room 809
8 Moor, Utiitas Building
1 Dorp Street
Cape Town
8001

v}l The prescribed Notice of Infention to Appeal form and Appeal form are obiainable from the
Minister's office, as well as assistance regarding the appeal processes, at telephone number
{021y 483 3721, email  Jaagp.DeViliers@westerncape.gov.za  of  via  the  URL
hitp:/ /www. westerncape.gov.za/eqdp.

REFERENCE NUMBER: 16/3/1/5/F2/2/3026/13 Page 20of 3



From: To: *00B65752869 268/08/2013 14 :41 #8941 P.003/020

Western Cape Government, Local Authority or committees appointed in terms of the conditions of the
application or any other public authority or organisation shall not be held responsible for any damages or
losses suffered by the developer or his successor in fitle in any instance where construction or operation
subsequeni to construction be temporarily or permanently stopped for reasons of hon-compliance by the
developer with the conditions of authorisation as set out in this document or any other subsequent
document emanating from these conditions of authorisation.

Yours faithfully

LAAHTR TOEFY
DIRECTOR: LAND MANAGEMENT (REGION 2)

DATE OF DECISION: __26 / of /203

Copies to: (1) Ms. L. Jansen [Sharpies Environmental Services ¢g) Fax: (086) 575 2869
{2} Mr. G. Smit/ Mr. A, Booysen [Cederberg Municipaiity) Fax: (027} 482 1933/3443
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DIRECTORATE: LAND MANAGEMENT
REGION 2

E{A REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & EIA Appilication)
16/3/1/4/F2/2/3048/12 {Exemption Application]

ENQUIRIES: MS. K. GEORGE
DATE OF ISSUE: B7 MAY 200

The Direcior
Hectra Capital (Pty) Lid.

P.O.Box 704

GREENPOINTY

8000

Altention: Mr. $. Reader Tel: {021} 424 1189
Fax: {086) 613 8886

Dear Sir

APPLICATIOM FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION AND EXEMPTION IN TERMS OF THE NATIONAL
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT, 1998 (ACT 107 OF 1998) AND THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS, 2010: THE PROPOSED 65MW PHOTOVOLTAIC SOLAR PLANT AND
ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE ON FARM NO, 400, BERGVALEY, CEDERBERG.

Wilh reference to your application for the abovementioned, find below the outcome with respact o this
application,
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DECISION

By virfue of the powaers conferred on it by the National Environmental Monagement Act, 1998 [Act No. 107
of 1998) ond the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, 2010, {"NEMA EIA Reguiafions™} the
competent authotity herewith suspends the environmental authorisation and exemption, issued by this
Directorate on 25 October 2012 {Ref. No's. E12/2/4/1-F1/13-3027/12 [Basic Assessment Application} and
E12/2/4/5-F1713-3014/12 (Exempftion Appilication)} in ferms of Regulafion 47le} and herewiih grants
environmental authorisation and exempfion 1o the applcant 1o underiake the list of aclivifies specified in
section B below with respect to Alternaiive 4 and Technology Alternative 2 described in the Environmental
impact Assessment Report ["EIAR"} dated 15 March 2013,

The applicant is herewith exempted from the following provisions of the NEMA ElA Reguiations:
Regulation 10{2}{d) of Govemment Notice No. R.543, which reads as follows:

10{2] The applicant must, in wriling, within 12 days of the date of the decision of the applicafion

(d} publish a nofice -
(i} informing inferested and affectfed parfies of the decision;
(i} informing interesfed and offected parties where the decision can be accessed; and
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fiij drawing the attention of interested and affected parties fo the fact that an appeal may be
lodged against the decision in ferms of Chapter 7 of these Regulafions, if such appea! is
availoble under the circumstances of the decision,

in the newspapers confempiated in regulafion 54{2}{c} and (d} and which newspaper was used
for the placing of adverfsements as part of the public pariicipation process,

The groniing of his environmenial authorisgtion and exemplion thereinafter referred fo oz the
“environmental quthorisation”) is subject fo compliance with the conditions set out in section E below,

A. DETAILS OF THE APPLICANT FOR THIS ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION

Electra Caopital {Pty} Lid.
cfo Mr. 8. Reader

P.O. Box 704
GREENPOINT

8000

Tel: [021) 424 1189
Fox: (086) 613 8884

the abovemeantioned company is the holdar of this environmental authotisation and s hereinafter
referred to os "the applicant”,
B. LIST OF ACTIVITIES AUTHORISED
Government Nofice No. R545 of 18 june 2010~
Activity Number: i
Activity Description:
The construction of facilifies or infrasfructure for the generation of eleciicity where the electicity
output is 20 megawalls or more.
Activity Number: 8
Aclivity Descripiion:

The construction of facilifies or mfrostrucfure for the fransmfssron and dssmbuhon of efecmcﬁry with a

s

'"":"LCJPOL,H)/ SEZTH RGO o iore-oulkide gy orsan areg orindustnal con ,pm,\ R
Activity Number: 15
Activity Description

Physical aiferation of undeveloped, vacant or dereiict land for residenticl, retail commercial,
recreaficnal, incdustrial or institutional use where the fotal areq fo be fransformed is 20 hectares or
more;

except where such physical alferafion fakes place for:

{i} Inear development activities; or

fii} agriculture or afforestation where activity 16 in this Schedule will apply.
Governmeant Notfice No, R5446 of 18 June 2010~

Activity Number: 14

Activity Description:

The clearance of an areg of 5 hectares or more of vegetation where 75% or more of fhe
vegefalive cover consfitutes indigenous vegetation, except where such removal of vegetation is
required for; ' :

EIA REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & EIA Appl[caﬂon) ' :
16/3/1/4/F2/2/3048/12 {Exemption Appiication] ' o Poge Zof 17
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(1) purposes of agricutture or offorestation inside areas identified in spatial instruments adopted by
the competent authority for agricufture or afforestation purposes;

{2) the undertaking of a process or activity included in the list of waste management activities
published in terms of section 19 of the Nalional Environmerntal Management: Waste Act, 2008
[Act No. 5% of 2008} in which case the aclivily is regarded 1o be excluded from 1his fist;

{3) the underiaking of a linegr activity falling below the thresholds in Notice 544 of 2010,

(a) in Eastern Cape, Free State, Kwalulu-Natal, Gauteng, Limpopo, Mpumaianga, Neorthern Cape,
Norfhwest and Western Cape:

i. Al areas oulside urban areas.
The abovementioned lis is hereinafter referred to as “the listed activilies”.

The applicant is herein aguthorised to underfoke the foliowing alternative related o the listed
activifies:

The proposed development entails the clearance of indigenous vegetation for the construction of
a 65 Megawait {("MW"} Photovoliaic ["PV") solar plant on Farm No. 400, Bergvaley, Cederberg.
The site: is situated on either side of the R365.

The proposed devetopment will include the following components;

PV panel arrays with a maximum height of approximately 5m:

A sun fracking system will be insialled on each panel;

Internal roads {minor gravel roads);

Inverters and cabins;

Aninfernad substation to link to the existing Paleisheuwe| substation;

Two overhead 132kV poweriines which will cross the R345;

An equipment laydown areq;

A workshop and slorage arec;

A security fence around the solar park with o guarded securily point: and
Associated infrasfructure.

s € & @ @ © & ¥ a P

Both fhe mounting system dlternatives considered, namely the deep screw system or a small
concrefe foundation block may be implemented.

Approximately 30cm of topsoll will be removed during the construction phase and used o create

Labemm.

Access will be gained off the R345, Al internal roads will not exceed 4m in wigth,
Approximately 10 water storage fanks will be installed o store water on site. Each tank will have o
capacity of approximately 10 000L. Water will be obtained from a borehole situated on the

oroperty.

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION

The listed activifies will fake place on Farm No. 400, Bergvaiey, Cederberg, The site is approxdmately
3k from Paleishevuwel and 20km sast of Redelingshuys. The site is situaled on either side of the
R345.

The SG 21 digit code is: C02000000000040000000 {Farm No. 400)

Co-ordinates: 32° 2508" 50" South
18° 43,53 017 East

hereinafter referred fo as "the sie".
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D. DETAILS OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PRACTITIONER

Sharples Environmental Services
cfo Ms, L, Jansen

P.O. Box 443

MILNERTON

7435

Tel: {021} 552 8777
Fax: {084} 575 2869

E. CONDITIONS OF AUTHORISATION

L. This environmental authorisation & valid for a perod of five years from the dale of issue. The
hoider must commence with ol the listed activities within the said period or this environmenial
authorisation lapses and o new application for environmental authorisation must be submitted
fo the competent authority, unless the hoilder has lodged a valid application for the
amendment of ihe validity pericd of this environmental authordsation, before the expiry of this
environmenfal authorisation. In such instances, he validity period will be automatically
extended {“the pericd of adminstrafive exfension”) from the day before this environmenial
authorisation would otherwise have lapsed, untll the amendment application for the exiension
of the validity period is decided. The listed activities, inciuding site preparation., may not
commence during the period of administrative extension.

2. The listed activities, including site preparation, may not commence within 20 {fwenty} calendar
days of the date of issue of this environmenial authorsation. In the event that an appedl
notice and subsequent appedl is lodged with the competent authority, the effect of this
envirenmental authorisafion may be suspended uniil such fime as the appedadl is decided.

3. The gpplicant must in wiiting, within 12 (welve) colendar days of the date of this decision and
in accordance with reguiation 10{2)-

3.1.  Nofily af registered interested and affected parties of -

3.1.1. the ocutcome of the applicatlion;
3.1.2. the reasons for the decision as included in Annexure 1;
2.1.3. the dote of the decision; and

s A the dole of issug of the (‘i@smxmn S

3.2. Draw the attention of all registered interested and aff@c’fed par‘fres o the fact that an
appec may be lodged against the decision in terms of Chapter 7 of the NEMA ElA
Regulations detalied in section F below; and

3.3. Draw the atiention of all registered interested and affected parties to the manner in
which they may access the decision.
4. A minimum of 7 {sevenj calendar days nofice, in wriling, must be given fo the competent
authotity before commencement of construction activities,

4.1. The nofice must maoke dear reference 1o the site details and FlA Reference number
given above.

4.2. The nofice must also include proof of compliance with the following condilions
described herein:
Conditions: 2, 3, 13, ang 18.1

2. . The hoider is responsibie for ensuring compiiance with the conditions by any person c:c:hng on
his behalf, Including an czgerzf sub copfractor, empioyvee or any person rendering a service 1o
the hoider.

EIA REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & EiA Application)
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6. Any changes to, or deviations from the scope of the descariplion st out in section B above
must be accepted or approved, in wiiting, by the competent authority before such changes
or deviations may be implemented. In assessing whether to grant such aecceptance/approval
or not, the competent authority may request such information as it deems necessary to
evaivate the significance and impacis of such changes or deviations and it may be necessary
for the holder to apply for further authorisation in terms of the applicable legisiation.

7. The applicant must notify the competent cuthority in writing, within 24 hours thereof if any
candition herein stipuicted is not being complied with.

8. The driafl Environmenial Management Programme ["EMPT) submitted as part of the
application for environmental authorisation is hereby approved on condition that the following
amendments are made 10 the EMP, and must be implementead.

8.1.  An giien vegetation control programme must be developed and implemsnied.
8.1.1. this must be undertaken by a suitably qudiified horficuituralist/botanist: and

812, the dlien vegetation control programme must exclude the removad of the existing
pine trees as these tress aot as a visual screen along the R345.

8.2. The manner and freguency for updating the EMP must be done as follows:

8.2.1. an application for amendment fo the EMP must be submitted to the competent
authority if any further amendmenis are 1o be made to the EMP, ather than thoss
mentioned above, and this may only be implemenied once the amended EMP
has been authorised by the competent authority,

83. The EMP must be included in all contract documentation for aff phoses of
implementation,

9. A copy of the environmental authorisation and the EMP must be kept at the site where the
listed activities will be undertaken. Access to the site referred to in section C above must be
granfed and, the environmental quthorisation and EMP must be produced 1o any authorised
official representing the compstent authority who requests to see it for the purposes of
assessing and/or monifaring  compilonce with the conditions confgined herein. The
environmental authorisation and EMP must alse be made availabie for inspection by any
employee or agenf of the applicant who works or undertakes work at the site, _

10. The applicant must submit an application for amendment of the environmental authorisation
to the competent authority where any detail with respect o the environmental authorisation
must be amended, added, subsfituted, corrected, removed or updated. Further, the rights
granted by this environmental authorisation are personal rights (ie. not aoftached o o
property, but granted to o natural or juristic person). As such, only the holdser may undertake
the acliviies authorised by the competent authority. Permission 1o transfer the righis and
obligations contained herein must be applied for in the folowing manner:

10.1. The applicant must submit an origindly signed and doted application for amendment of
the environmental authorisation fo the competent authority stating that he wishes the
rights and obligations contained herein fo be fransfered, and inciuding (g} confirmation
that the envirenmental authorisation is siill in force (l.e. that the validity period has not vet
asxpired or the activilies were lawfully commenced with); (b} the contact details of the
person who will be the new hoider; (¢} the reasons for the transfer; {d) on odginally
signed letter from the proposed new holder acknowledging the rights and obligations
contained in the environmental authorisation and indicating that he has the abiiify o
implement the mifigation and management measures and to comply with the stipulated
conditions; and

EiA REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/82/2/3047/12 {Scoping & EiA Application)
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10.2. The competent authority will issue an amendment to the new holder either by way of o
new environmenial authorisation or an addendum fo the existing environmentaol
authorisation if the fransfer is found 1o be appropriate.

H. Non-compliance with a condition of this environmental authorisation or EMP may result in
suspension of this environmental authorisation and may render the holder fiable for criminal
prosecution.

12. Notwithsianding this environmental authorisation, the holder must comply with any other
statutory requirements that may be applicable to the undertaking of the listed activities.

13. The holder must appoint a suitably experienced Environmental Control Officer ("ECQ") for the
construction phase of impiementation before commencement of any land clearing or
consfruction activities to ensure complionce with the EMP and the condilions contained
herein.

4. An infegrated waste management approach, which s based on waste minimisation and
incorporates reduction, recydling, re-use and disposal, where appropriate, must be employed.
Any solid waste must be disposed of at alandiill icensed in terms of the applicabie legisiation.

14.1. Eguipment used in the solar plont [during decommissioning and dlso defective
eguipment during operation} must be recycied and reused where possible fo avoid the
filing of aready imited landfil space; and

14.2. Batteries that store solar energy must be rewsed or recycied.

15. No surface or ground water may be polluted due to any actions on the site. The applicable
requirements with respect fo relevant legisiolion pertaining to water must be met.

15.1. Stormwater and water used to wash the panels must be recycled and reused where
possible during the operational phase:; and

15.2, Wash-water used fo clean the panels must not contain any chemicals or hazardous
materials that will increase the risk of soil and water contamination.

16. The opplicable requirements with raspect fo relevant legislation pertaining to occupational
health and safety must be adhered to.

177 Should any herifdge remains be exposed dirng excavations or any dctions on The sie these
must immediately be reported to the Provincial Herifage Resources Authority of the Westemn
Cape, Herfage Weslern Caope {in accordance with the applicable legislation). Hertage
remacing uncovered or disiurbed during earthworks must not be further disturbed undii the
necessary approval has been obtained from Herfage Western Cape. Herilage remains
include: archaeological remains (including fossil bones and fossil shells); coins; indigenous
and/or colonial ceramics; any arficles of value or anfiquity; marine shell heaps; stone artifocts
and beone remains; structures and other buill features; rock art and rock engravings:
shipwrecks; and graves or unmarked human buricls.

18. In accordance with the Botanical Impact Assessment {dated 31 October 2012, and updaied
08 March 2013), the following miligation measures must be implemented:

18.1. The following activiies must occur prior fo the commencement of the land clearing
cchvities:

18.1.1,  the site and the "No-Go" areas {ideniified in the Botanical Assessment) must be
clearly demarcated;

18.1.2. the vegetalion on the site must be brush-cut and

18.1.3.  aif other areas must be bumed (in consuliation with the relevant authorifies).

" EIA REFERENCE .NUM'BERS: 186/3/1/2/F2/2/3047 /12 {Scoping & BIA Application)
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18.2. The stockpiling of brush-cutiings must be covered wilh shade nefling 1o minimise
paotentiol dust and erosion,

18.2.1.  brush-cutting stockpiles must not exceed 2m in height at any given fime.

18.3. Suitable indigenous vegetation {which is indigenous in the areq) must be planted
between the PY solar panels once they ore insidlled fo minimise potenticl ercsion
impacts. This must be compleled before the facility becomes operationa,

19. The following mitigafion measures with respect to fusl must be implemented during the
construction phase:

19.1. All fuel stored on sife must be confined to specific, secured, and bunded arecs.
Temporary storage of fust on site during the construction phase must not exceed 30m:3 at
any given time; and

19.2. Drip frays must be provided for all construction equipment and generators that may
require re-fuelling on site o avoid possible spillage of fuel/ol,

20. Adequate abiufion faciifies must be provided for stoff on site during all phases of the
proposed development. The ratfic of 15 people per ablution facility must not be exceeded.

21. The following mitigation measures with respect 1o the impacts on birds must be implemenied:

21.1. Where new aboveground powetlines are constructed, the powetiines must be marked
with anti-coliision marking devices fo minimise the potential impact on birds;

21.2. The petential impact(s} on birds must be evaliated through moniforing by an avifaunat
specidlist at least onee a year (post-construction);

21.3. Any avian mortality or injury af the plant must be recordad daily and reported to the
avifaunal specialist annually: and

21.4. The avitoundal moniioring report must be included in the audit reports 1o be submitted io
this Directorate. Furthermore, the monitaring report must be provided to the West Cogast
Birct Club and Birdlife South Africa for recording purposes.

22. The rforward Afica Agrculfural Development Agency [“FAADA"] [as proposed and
conceptualised by the applicant in the ElA process} project must be established prior fo the
_commencement of the operational phase.
""" - 22.1. The FAADA project must establish partnerships with local industries fo educate schools,
communities and leaders about agriculfure in the Western Cape and the benefits of
renewable energy within the cycile of susicinable food production and securily; and

22.2. The FAADA project must be reported on in the audit reports, including the first qudit
report.
23, The following mifigation measures with respect fo light impacts must be implemented during all
phases of the proposed develocpment:
23.1. Al lighting must be directionaot 1o light up specifically identified areas; and
23.2. All ighting must be down fighting except? when required in tenms of specific egisialive
regUirements,

24, Employment opportunities must be offorded 1o the local community during aolt phases of the
oroposed developmend.

25. The helder of this environmental authorisation must submit an Environmental Audit Report to
this Directorate approximatsly 1 {one) vear affer the aperational phase has commenced for
information and compliance moniforing purzoses.

EIA _EEFERE?QCE NUMBERS: 14/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & EIA Application)
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25.1. Within one year of the PV solar plant ceasing o be funclional for the purpose for which it
is now authorised, it must be removed al the expense of the applicant, and the sits,
inciuding oll associated infrastructure, must be rehabiiitated o the satisfaction of this
Directorate.

251.1.  the applicant must sulemit an Environmental Audit Report to the competent
authority approximately 6 mortths after the proposed development has been
decommissicned: and

25.1.2,  when the proposed activity I decommissioned, the applicant must undertake
the required actions as prescribed by legisiofion af the fime and comply with all
relevant legal requirements administered by any relevant and competent
avthority at the fime.,

F. APPEALS
Appeats must comply with the provisions contained in Chapter 7 of the NEMA EIA Regulations.
. An appeitant must -

1.1, Submit o nolice of infention o appedl to the Minister, within 20 {twenty) calendar
days of the date of the decision;

1.2, Submit the appeal within 30 (thirty] calendar days after the lapsing of the 20 [iwenty)
calendar days contempliated in regulation 40{1}, for the submission of the notice of
intention to appeal; and

1.3. Within 10 (ten) calendar days of having lodged the notice of infention fo appeai,
provide ecach person and organ of stale registered as an interested and affected
parly in respect of the application, or the aopplicant, with -

1.3.7. « copy of the notice of intention to appedl form; and

1.3.2. o nofice indicating where and for what period the appeal submission will be
made availabie for inspection by such person, organ of state, or applicant, on
the doy of lodging it with the Minister, and that o responding statement may
be made on the appeal within 30 thirty) colendar days from the dafe the
appedl submission was lodgad with the Minister.

2. A person, organ of state or app rcam‘ who submits a responding or Qnswemg statement in

___“h{:xrmq r\F rmmuin-hnn LQ repand s i 10Y Hnn\__ﬂ(v.,!,». Aol emn ot

responding or answering sfd?emem‘ serve a copy of the statement on the othear party.

3. If the person, organ of state or applicant fails to meet a timeframe with respect to the
reguirements as detailed above, the person, organ of state or applicant must immediately
submit ¢ wiitten explanaiion fo the Ministry providing a concise explanation for the non-
compliance.

4. Al notice of intenfion to appeat and appeat forms must be submitted by means of aone of the
foliowing methods:

By post: Westermn Cape Minisfry of Local Government, Environmentol Affairs  and
Development Planning
Private Bag X9186
CAPE TOWN
8000

By facsimiie: (021) 483 4174; or

ElA REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & EiA Appiication)
o 16/3/1/4/F2/2/3048/12 (Exemption Application) Page 8of 17
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By hand: Aftention: Mr J. de Villiers
Room 305 A
3rd Floor Lesusig Building (Entrance at: Utlitas Building, 1 Dorp Street, Cape Town,
B8001)

5 A prescribed nofice of infenfion fo oppeal form and appeal form as wel s assistance
regarding the appeal processes is obtainable from the office of the Minisier at: Tel. {021] 483
3721, E-mail Joap.LeViliers@westemncape .gov.za or URL
hifp/ /www.westerncape.cov.za/eadp.

G. DISCLAIMER

The Western Cape Government, the Local Authority, committees or any other public authority or
organisation appointed in ferms of the condltions of this environmental cuthordsation shall not be
responsible for any damages or losses suffered by the holder, developer or his successor in any
instance where construction or operation subseguent to construciion is temporarily or permanently
stopped for reasons of non-compliance with the conditions as set out herein or any other
subsequent document or legal action emanating from his decision.

Your interest in the fulure of our environment is appreciated.

Yours faithfully

A,

MR. ZAAHER TOEFY
DIRECTOR: LAND MANAGEMENT (REGION 2)

DATE OF DECISION: __°] ﬁlﬁ (2013

Copies to: {1} Ms. L. Jansen (Sharples Environmental Services ¢cl Fox: {084} 575 2869
{3} Mr. A. Booysen [Cederberg Municipality) Fax: [027) 482 19338

' E1A REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & EIA Application] gEA
Co 16/3/174/F2/2/3048/12 {Exemption Application) Page 9 of17
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ANNEXURE 1: REASONS FOR THE DECISION
In reaching ifs decision, the competent authority, infer alia, considiered the following:

a) The information contained in the Scoping & EIA application form and the exemption applicatfion
form dated 19 June 2012 and received by the competent autharity on 20 June 2012, the Scoping
Report received by the competent authority on 04 December 2012, the Environmental impact
Assessment Report received by the competant authority on 22 March 2013, the EMP submitted
fogether with the Environmentol mpact Assessment Report, and the comments and response
report received by the competent authority on 08 April 2013;

o)) Relevaont information contained in the Departmental information base, including, the Guidelines on
Public Participation, Alternatives and Exemptions (dated October 2011

c} he objectives and requirements of relevant legsslation, policies and guidelines, including section 2
of the National Environmental Management Aci, 1998 [Act No. 107 of 1998);

d) The comments recelved from Inferested and affected parties and the responses provided thereon,

as Included in the bBnvironmental Impact Assessment Report dated 15 March 2013 and the
comments and response report received by the competent authority on 08 April 2013;

e} The consent provided by the landowner [daled December 2011);

f) The sense of balance of the negative and posifive impacts ond proposed mitigation measures;
and

gl No site visits were conducted. The compeient authority had sufficient information before it to moke

an informed decision without conducting ¢ site visit,

All information presenied 1o the competent authority was taken into account in the consideration of the
application for environmental authorisation. A summary of the issues which, according to the competent
authority, were the most significant reasons for the decision is set out below.

1. Exemption

Exemption from Reguiation 10{2){d} wos granted due fo the fact that no comments related to the
exempftion application were recelved from registered inferested and affectea parties (“1&APs"}. All
registeraed [&APs wears nofified of the exemption application, as required. No significont concearns
were raised by 1&APs In this regard.

As such, the exemption application was regarded as approgriate by the competent authority in
this instance based on the csdec;uca‘re public parficibation process and no comments submitted
wfrh re«spec’r To The Gpphca?

2, The suspension of the environmenial authorisation and exemption

An environmental authorizafion and exemption was issued by this Directorate on 25 Qctober 2012
{Ref. No's, E12/2/4/1-F1/13-3027/12 [Basic Assessment Applicotion}) and B12/2/4/5-F1/13-3014/12
{Exemotion Applicaticn)) for the proposed establishment of o 10MW solar plant on the eastem
section of Farm Bergvaley No. 400, Cederberg. The oreferred alternative entailed the construction
of a solar plant within the exisiing Rooibos tea stripped areas in a north-south direction.

However, based on the feasibility investigation underiaken during the EiA phase of this gpplication,
it was defermined that the agbovementioned oifemalive waould not be fegsible and would be
impractical from a finoncial perspective. Therefore, during the ElA phose of fhis application,
alternctive layouts were ossessed. The preferred area on the eastern ssclion of the R345 was
therefore included in this assessment. Furthermore, due to bidding process for renewable energy
projects, the applicant preferred fo have one environmental authorisation for the proposed
development,

Thereiore based on above, the environmenial authorisation and exemption (Ref. No's, E12/2/4/1-
F1/13-3027/12  [Basic  Assessment  Application]  and  E12/2/4/5-F1/13-3014/12  [Exemption
Application}} is hereby suspended and herewith replaced with this environmental authorisation.

EIA REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & ElA Appii{:é’réon} o
- V6/371/4/F2/2/3048/12 [Exemption Applicationt .~ - _ Page 10 of 17
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Public Participation _
The public participation process included:

¢ identification of and engagement with inferested und affected parties;

e fixing a nofice board al the site and any altermative site where the listed aclivitiss are o be
undertaken on 10 July 2012;

¢ giving wiilfen notice o the owners and occupiers of land adjocent to the site and any
olternafive site where the listed activities are o be undertaken, the municipality and ward
councitlor, and the varous organs of stale having jurisdiction in respect of any aspect of the
listed activities on 10 July 2012; and

+ ihe piacing of a newspaper adverfissment in the ‘Die Burger' on 13 July 2012,

All the concerns raised by interested and affected parties were responded to and adeguately
addressed during the public parficipation process. Speacific monagement and mitigation measures
have been considered in this environmental outhorisation and in the EMP to adeguately address
the concerns raised.

The Depariment? concurs with the environmenial assessment praciiionar's responses (o the issues
rafised during the public participation process and has included appropriate condifions in this
environmental authorisation and in the EMP.

Alternctives

Four diternafives were idenfified and assessed on Farm Bergvaley No. 400, Cederberg. Farm
Bergvaley No. 400 is divided into the wesiern and easfern sections by the R385, Both sections were
mapped by the botanical specialist. The westermn and the eastern sections were assessed. The
preferred area was previously authotised to accommodate o 10MW solar plant.

3.1, Altemative |

Alternative 1 entails the construcfion of a é5MW photovoliaic plant and associated
infrastruciure on Farm Bergvaley Neo. 400, Cederbery. The site is situated on the west side of the
R365.

in terms of this altemative, panels would be placed within the areas currently used as Rooibos
strip cultivation. The panels would thus be situated in a north-south direction.

The fotul development footprint of the plant would be approximately 393ha.

AbEL o

PP Pt

deveiopmon’f would stili negaotively impact on the biophysicat condition of the site due o the
drainage fines. From an agriculfural perspeciive, it would have a high negative impact due 1o
the high agriculiural potential of the site. Furthermaore, due to the north-south alignment of the
paneis, this would require a more costly paneal in order to yleld the maximum expected energy
generafion of the plant.

3.2. Alterngtive 2

Alternative 2 enfalls the corshuction of o 45MW photovolfaic plont and associaied
infrasiructure on Farm Bergvaley No. 400, Cederberg. Altermnative 2 is sifuated on the sast side
of the R345.

In terms of this altemative, panels would be plocad within the areas currently used as Rocibos
strip cultivation. The panels would thus be situcted In o north-south direction.

The total develogmeant footprint of the plant would be approximately 250ha.

Although Aifernohve 2 would be more feasible rom a biophysicdl perspective as opposed to

Alternative 1, the cost fo connect the proposed deveiopment ic the existing Paleisheuwel
subsiation would be greater as ihe site is sifuated reicz%weiy further away fmm the substation.
This altemative is ’rherefore nc’f regqrded as fees bie.

sing & EIA Application) e
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3.3. Allermative 3

Alternative 3 entalls the clearance of vegetation for the construction of o 65MW photovoitaic
plont and associated infrastructure on Farm Bervaley No, 400, Cederberg. Alfemative 3 is
situated on the west side of the R348,

The panels will be situated in an ecastwest direction, which will reduce the cost of the
technotogy that must be used,

The total development footprint will be approximaiely 18%ha.

Alihough atternative 3 has a lower agricultural potential, has a smaller footprint and will rasulf in
iower cosis, aifernative 3 is not deemed the preferred oliemative as i occurs adjacent fo and
within a Ciitical Biodiversity Area in terms of the Cape Fine Scale Mapping (2007). Furthermcre,
it would significanily impact on the visudl aesthelics of the area as it is visible to users of the
R365 secondary road.

3.4, Allermnaiive 4 (the preferred aiternative ~ herewith authorisad)

Alternative 4 enidils the clearance of indigenous vegetation for the construction of o 65MW PV
solar plant on Farm No. 400, Bergvaley, Cederberg. The site s situated on either side of the
R385 and consists of areas 1a and 2d (os indicated in site plon in the final BAR (dated 15
March 20131

The proposed devetopment will inciude the following componerts:

PV panel arrays with a maxirmum height of approximately 5m:;

A sun fracking system will be installed on each panel;

infernal roads (minor gravel roads);

Inveriers and cabins;

An infernal subsiation 1o link 1o the existing Paleisheuws! subbstation:

Two overhead 132kVY powerlines which will cross fhe R345;

Arn eguipment iaydown arect;

A workshop and stcrage areq;

A securily fence around the solar park with ¢ guarded security point; and
Associated infrastruciure,

2 B ® # 3 @ 2 @ € ¢

Both the moun’nng system alternatives consadered hametly the deep screw system or o small
"concrete foundation block may be implemented.

Approximately 30cm of fopsoil will be removed during the construction phase and used fo
create a berm.

Access will be gained off the R345. All interndl roads will not exceed 4m in width,

Approximately 10 water storage foniks will be insfalled o store walsr on site. Fach fank wilt
have a capacity of approximately 10 000L. Water will be obtained from a borehole situated on
the property.

The panels will be situated in an east-west direction which will reduce the cost of the
fechnoiogy that will be used.

The foial development footprint will be gpproximately 196nha.

Although the vegetalion will be cleared, Alternative 4 s deemed os the preferred altemative
as it is situated on oreas with iow agriculiural potential and has a comparatively smaller
footprint as opposed fo altemnatives 1, 2 and 3. Furthermore, cost reduction is evident as bolh
areas ore closely situated to the existing Paleisheuwsl substafion and both will yisld the
meximum expecied energy output due to the east-west direction of the panels,

E1A REFERENCE NUMBERS: 6/3/ !2/F2/2/’3£;M/ 2 {Scoping & EIA Application)
16/3/1/4/F2/2/3048/12 (Exemption Application) _ Page 12 of 17
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The foliowing technaiogy alternatives were identified and assessed:

3.5, Technology alternative 1

Technology aitemnative 1 entails the instaliation of Concenirated PV (PCPV") technology. CPY
technology uses lenses that focus and concentrate ight energy. CPV technology therefors
hatvests more energy from the sun in this way, However, these structures must be consiructed
as high as practically possible and may reach heights of up to 10m. Further, it requires iarge
amounts of water for cooling purposes.

Therefore, based on the above the CPVY lechnology was not deemed as the preferred
technclogy ditermnative.

3.6. Technology altemglive 2 [the preferred alfemative — herewith authorsed?

Technology dlternative 2 sntails the installation of PV solar cell technology. The solar cells
converi solar energy info electricity by capturing ight. Mony solar cells are used and are
collectively fermead solar panels. Solar panels may be attached o o fixed or fracking system
depending on the position of the solar panels relative to the sun.

Solar paneis can be constructed fo a height range between 2 and 5m. This indirectly has ¢
fower impact on avifauna. Further, it has o reduced visual impact and is easier to fransport.

Therefore, based on the above, the PV solar cell fechnology is the prefered technology
aifernative.

3.7, "No-Go" altemative

The "No-Go" difemative is the aption of not constructing the PV plant on Farm Bergvaley No
400, Cederberg. The proposed activity serves as an alfernative, renewable source of energy
and wilt also result in the crecafion of addiiional employment opportunities. Given that the
prefered alfermative wilt not result in unoccepfable environmental impacts, the "No-Go”
alfernative was not warranted.

4, impact Assessment and Mitigation measures
4.1, Activity Need and Desirability
As stipulated in the White Poper on Renewabie Energy (2003), South Afiica prasently has @

torget of sunnling 10 000GWH of renewable anergy. by.2013. The Minister.of, ERSIOY NS

determined ‘rhc‘f 3725 MW of renewable energy is requred in order fo ensure confinued
uninterrupied supply of electricity in South Africa.

The renewable energy independent Power Producer Procurement Programme was therefore
launched in August 2011, Within 4 months of the launch, the first round of bidders {al
renewable energy proiects who obtained environmental aquthorisation from the Nationgl
Department of tnvironmental Affairs} contributed 1413MW out of the required 3725MW of
renawable energy targets set. Only a portion of solar energy from a toial of 1450MW solar PV
renewdable energy required has been securaed thus far.

Furthermore, solar PV renewabie energy is therefore stil required 1o be added to the grid in
order 1o meet the aforementioned fargets.

The proposed development will therefore contrioute approximately 45MW of electricity into
the national electricity grid, and will thus contribute to South Africa’s targets,

| EIA REFERENCE MUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & EIA Application)
L 16/371/4/F2/2/3048/12 (Exemplion Application) Page 13 of 17
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4.2. Waleruse

Water will be used to clean the PV panet arrays. Approximately 8 Litres ("L7) of watter will be
required per panel per annum. Approximately 10 waler storage tanks will be used o siore
water on site. Each tank will have o capacity of approximately 10 000L. Water will be
obtained from a borehole situated on the property. A General Authorisation was ssued by
the Deparfment of Water Affairs on 08 November 2012 parmitting the absiraction of water in
this regard.

The Department of Water Affairs indicated (in their comment dated 14 February 2013} that
they do not object to the proposed development.

4.3, Hertage/ Archaeological/ Visual impacts

Due to the footprint of the proposed development, a Nofice of Intent 1o Develop was
submitted to Herttage Western Cape ["HWC"} on 25 September 2012, HWC indicated (in their
comment dated 10 October 2012) that o Hertage Impact Assessment be conducted to
assess the potential archaeclogical and visual impacts associated with the proposed
development,

Heritage

A Heritage Impact Assessment ("HIAT) (compiied by Ron Mariin Heritage Consultancy, dated
Novernber 2012} was therefore undertaken fo determine the potential impacts on heritoge. It
was determined that the proposed development will not impact significantly on heritage
and archaesological resources. Howeaver, the specialist iIndicated that the PV solar panels are
ine prefered technology affernative as it reduces the scale af which the proposad
development will occur. Further, the sastern section of the Farm Bergvaiey No. 400 s the
preferred alternative for the proposed development,

Archoeotogicol

An Archaeological Impact Assessment (“AIA") compiled by the Agency for Culiural Resource
Management, dated November 2012, No archaeological herifage was identified by the
Mertage specialist on both sections of Farm Bergvaley No. 400. Therefare, no archaeciogicd
mitigation measures were recommended.

Visuat impacts

AN DU T ASSESSITIETT VIR - {carmipiigd oy - Cuvie - Kibp Wil tirid ~Associates, ddted ™

Novemper 2012) was underfaken fo determine the potential visual impacls associated with
the proposed development. The specialist indicated thot the western saction of Farm
Bervaley No. 400, is relafively flat and the eostem section stopes upward. Potential visual
receptors identified include adiacent farms and users of the R345. The specialist denidified the
height of the panels and the technology aiternatives as potential visually infrusive structures,
The installation of the PV solar panel is less visually intrusive as it ranges befween 2-5m in
height. Although the weastern section of the Farm Bergvaley No. 400 was the preferred ophon
for the proposad development, due to the fact that the westem section had o greater
agricullural potential, the eastern section was thus preferred,

Due lc the revised layout of the proposed development, an annexure {dated March 2013} to
the ViA (dated November 2012} was provided by the specidlist. The specialist indicated that
Alternative 4 Is the preferred dlifernative as the footprint is greatly reduced and the existing
pine frees that occcur glong the R3465 will act as a visual screen for the users of the R345.
Suitable indigenous vegetation [which is indigenous in the area) will be planted beitween the
PV solar ponels during the consiruction phase to minimise potenticl erosion impocts.
Mitigation medasures with respect fo lighting have been inciuded as conditions set in this
environmental authorisation and in the EMP,

ElA REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 {Scoping & EIA Application)
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HWC further indicoted {in their comment dafed 20 February 2013} that they have no
objection to the proposed development on condition that the miligotion measures
recommended in the VIA [doted November 2012) be implemented. The recommendad
mitigafion measures have been inciuded as conditions set in this environmental authorisation
and in the EMP.

4,4, Biophysical Impacis

A Botanical tmpact Assessment {compiled by Nick Heime Botanical Surveys, dated 31
Cctober 2012} waos undertaken fo determine the potential botanical impacts associoted with
the proposed development. The vegetation on site waos idenfified as Leipoldivile Sond
Fynbbos and Graafwater Sandstone Fynbos, which are classified as vulnerable ond least
threatenead, respactively, Fam Bergvaley No. 400, Cederberg contains numerous wetiands,
roolbos ted strip farming areas and areds that are identified as Critical Biodiversity Areas. Due
to the sensitivity of some areas of the famm, the specialist mapped "No-Go” areas o inform
ihe best environmentally accepiable layout of the proposed deveiopment. Alfernative 2 was
thus identified as suifabie, on condition that establishment of the proposed development
occurs within the stripped areas. Capeiature indicated {in thelr comment dafed 17 January
2013} that they are satisfied with the recommendations of the various specialist studies.

However, due to the fact that the consiruction of the PV piant within the stripped areas was
not deemed financially feasible, the layout of the proposed development was revised and
two additional alfernafives were provided. As such, an annexure [Gated 08 March 2013) fo
the Bolanical Assessment (daled 31 Oclober 2012) was provided by the speacidist. The
altematives were then comparatively assessed and i was determined that the prefered
alfernafive {i.e. areas 1a and 2d} would resuit in the lowest biophysical impact. In addifion,
CapeNature indicated (in thelr comment dated 28 March 2013} that although the removal
of vegetation is not desiable, the preferred dliernative has the least botanical impact,
Further, the recommendead mitigation measures have been included gs conditions set in this
environmentat quthoerisalion and in the EMP.

4.5.  Faung impacts

A Fauna lmpact Assessment [compiled by B. H. Erasmus Environmental Consultants, doted 12
October 2012 and updated on 22 February 2012} was undertaken fo determine the potential
impacts on faunal species which occur on the site. The specialist indicatsd that no red data
species were encounted during the various field visits. Further, due to the existing agricultural
activities, It was anficioated that the proposed develooment will not.neaafivelv.impact.on ... ...
the faunal aspects of the site. Therefore, no mitigation measures were recommended.

4.6,  Agricultural impacts

An Agricultural iImpact Assessmient (compited by Johann Lanz (o private soll scisntist), dated
November 2012) was underfaken fo determing the aghiculiural potenticl of the site. The
specialist indicated thatl the soiis are limited by low clay conterd, low organic matter content
and the aiidity of the environment. It is further imited by water availability and fhe lack of
imigation infrastructure. As such, the agriculiural suitability of all areas as per affernatives 1, 2, 3
and 4 is ow. These areas are therefore more suited to Rooibos tea cullivartion. Both sections
of Farm Bergvaley No. 400 [Le. the western and eqsiemn seciions} were inveastigated. The
specialist determined that areas on the eastern seciion had the lowest agriculiural potential
when comparafively assessed.

The Westemn Cape Govemment: Agriculture indicated {in their comment dated 13 February
2013} that they cannot suppart the proposed alternatives 1 and 2 of the proposed
development due jo the loss of culfivaied iand.

EiA REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 (Scoping & HA Application)
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However, due to the revised layout of the proposed development, an annexure (dated
March 2013} to the Agriculfural Impact Assessment {dated November 2012) was provided by
the specialist. The agriculfural potential of aiternatives 1. 2. 3 and 4 were comparatively
assessed, Alfernatives 1 and 4 included area ta which was identified as having the highest
agricultural potentiol. However, due to fhe reduced f{ootprint of Alternative 4 [the preferred
alternative} it was deemed the environmentally acceptable.

Further, due to the femporary loss of agriculiural land, the Forward Africa Agricuttural
Development Agency ("FAADA"} project was conceptudlised by the applicant. The
implementation of the FAADA project will aim fo educate the community about agriculiure
in the Western Cape and the benefits of renewable energy. Further, the Westem Cape
Government: Agricuiture indicated {in their comment dated 04 April 2013} that they support
the FAADA project. in addition, the recommended mitigation measures have been included
as condifions set in this environmental authorisation and in the EMP.

4.7. Traffic

It is anficipated that fraffic will only be generated during the construction phase and wil
therefore be femporary. Theretfore, no significant taffic impocts ore associated with the
preposed development,

48. Nolse

Noise during the construction phass is anficipated, However, this will be temporary in nature,
Therefore, no significant noise impacis are associoted with the proposed development,

492, Socic-sconomic
Approximately 325 employment opportunities will be created during the construction phase.
Further employment opportunities will be prasented during the operational life-cycie of the
proposed PV solar plant,

4.10. Impact Assessment and significance

« The AlA (dated November 2012} indicated that no archoeclogical herdtage wos
ideniified. Therefore, the polential archaeological impacts were assessed O3
low/negligible significance with and without mitigotion measures;

= The HIA {doied November 2012} indicated that no sigrificant herifage impacts are
= anficipated as the sife has been oreviously used for oorcutural octivifies. Therefore, the,
site was assessed as low significance with and without mitigaiion measures;

« The Botanical Assessmeni (dated 31 October 2012, and the annexure dated on 08 March
2013) indicated that the proposed development will impact on the bolany of the siie.
However, the preferred site was determined o have low fo medium significance affer
mitfigadion;

¢ The Avifaunal Assessment {dated 31 October 2012 and updated on 22 February 2013}
indicated that due to existing agricutiural activities, habitat fragmentation and ioss has
aready occurred. Therefore, the sife was assessed fo have a low significance on the
avifaunal species;

« The Agriculiural impact Assessment {dated November 2012) indicated that the soils are
Imited by low clay content, low organic matier content and the aoddity of the
envirohment and as such, the site has low agricultural suitabiity, The polential impacts
were gssassed as medivm significancs, However, the areas most mited were preferred
for the proposed development and the polential impacts were reduced 1o have o low-
medium sigrificance; and

CEIA REFERENCE NUMBERS: 16/3/1/2/F2/2/3047/12 {Scoping & ElA Appilication)
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o The Visugl Impact Assessment (dated November 2012, and the annexure dated March
2013) indicated that the proposed development will be visually infrusive 10 the users of the
R345 secondary road and the farm workers. The potential impacts were ossessed as
medium fo high significance. However, the recommended miligation measures wil
reduce the potenticl impact to be of low significance.

Mational Environmental Management Act Principles

The National Environmental Management Principles {sef cut in section 2 of the NEMA, which apply 1o the
actions of all organs of state, serve as guidelines by reference to which any organ of state must exercise
oy function when laking any decision, and which must guide the interpretation, administration and
implementation of any other law concerned with the proteciion or management of the environment),
inter alia, provides for:

the effects of decisions on all aspecis of ihe environment 1o be faken info account: '
the consideration, assessment and evaluaiion of the social, economic and environmenial impacts of
acfivities (disadvantoges and benefits}, and for decisions o be appropriate in the fight of such
consideration and gssessment;
The co-ordination and harmonisafion of policies, legislafion and actions refating to the environment;
the resolving of actual or potential conflicts of inferest between organs of siate through contiict
resolution procedures; and

# the sefection of the best praciicable environmental opfion,

The deveiopment will rasult in both negotive and positive impacts,

Negative impacts inciude:

The temporary foss of agriculfural land;

Potential loss of topsoil;

The loss of indigencus vegetafion:

Potentiat visuct impach

Potential ioss of key avifaunal species;

The use of potable water; and

High aquantities of waste generated (due fo defective equipment during the eperational phase)
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The Department is satisfied that oll the negatfive impacts of significance specified above will be addressed
. by the condifions conteined in nd the mifigation measures contained inthe EMP.

Positive impacts include:

income for the owner of the jand;

implementation of Forward Africa Agricultural Development Agency;
Alternative renewabie energy production;

Economic benefits for the locdl area;

Creation of shori-term and long-term employrnent opportunities; and
Production of electricity which is of nationol importance.
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In view of the above, the NEMA principles, compliance with the conditions stipulated in this environmental
authorisation, and compiiance with the EMP, the compefent authorty is satisfied that the proposed listed
activities will not conflict with the general chjectives of integrated environmental management stipuiated
in Chapter & of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act Ne, 107 of 1998) and that any
potentially defrimental environmental impacts resulting from the lisled activities can be miligoted to
acceptable levels.

-END-
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