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DRAFT NOTES FROM MEETING 
 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT PROCESS 
WEST COAST ONE WIND ENERGY FACILITY AND ASSOCIATED 

INFRASTRUCTURE, WESTERN CAPE PROVINCE  
RHEBOKSFONTEIN WIND ENERGY FACILITY, WESTERN CAPE PROVINCE 
SUURPLAAT WIND ENERGY FACILITY NEAR SUTHERLAND, WESTERN & 

NORTHERN CAPE PROVINCES 
 

AUTHORITIES MEETING 
 
 

HELD AT WESTERN CAPE DEA&DP OFFICES, 1 DORP STREET, CAPE TOWN 
19 JULY 2010 

at 10h00 

 
 

 
PRESENT  

 
Sanjith Mungroo – Moyeng Energy  
Tommie Potgieter – Moyeng Energy 
Jo-Anne Thomas – Savannah Environmental 
Ravisha Ajodhapersadh – Savannah Environmental 
Constance Musemburi – DEA&DP 
Melanese Schippers – DEA&DP 
Ieptieshaam Bekko – DEA&DP 
Takalani Maswime – National DEA 
 
APOLOGIES 
 

Paul Hardcastle – DEA&DP 
A L Mabunda – Northern Cape Department of Environment & Nature Conservation  
 
NOTES OF THE MEETING / ISSUES DISCUSSED  

 
» Jo-Anne Thomas and Tommie Potgieter provided an introduction to the three 

Wind Energy Facility EIA’s that Savannah Environmental is undertaking on 
behalf of Moyeng Energy. 



 

 

» The purpose of the meeting was to discuss comments or issued raised by the 
provincial departments during the Scoping phase of the three EIA projects.  
Furthermore, for Savannah Environmental / Moyeng Energy to seek clarity on 
the conditions contained in the letter of acceptance of Scoping report from 
DEA for the Suurplaat wind energy facility.  

» Ieptieshaam Bekko requested that DEA copy DEA&DP when sending letters for 
acceptance of Scoping Reports for wind energy facilities so that DEA&DP 
receive this information. 

» Jo-Anne Thomas: One of the comments raised by DEA&DP was regarding 
alternatives, specifically site alternatives.  The approach taken and accepted 
so far for these EIA’s have been to consider layout alternatives and not site 
alternatives, as the siting of a wind energy facility is largely drive by the wind 
resource in an area.  Moyeng Energy elaborated on the regional methodology 
and site identification and pre-feasibility studies that were undertaken prior to 
site selection.  Ieptieshaam Bekko stated that often in the EIA reports it is not 
clear on site identification and how the developer has chosen a particular site.  
It was agreed that the EIA reports will contain more information on site 
identification studies and how the developer has come to choose a particular 
site for wind energy facility development.   

» Takalani Maswime enquired into technology alternatives and whether this will 
be looked at.  Jo-Anne Thomas clarified that regarding different wind energy 
technologies (turbines), the worst-case scenario is looked at such as the 
maximum height of the wind turbine.  Tommie Potgieter added that the choice 
of a specific turbine technology is something Moyeng Energy is still 
considering and this is not specified in the EIA to allow the developer to 
choose the most appropriate wind turbine / technology.   

» Jo-Anne Thomas:  Wind data is confidential / commercially sensitive and 
requested clarity whether authorities would need this information.  
Ieptieshaam Bekko stated that a summary and interpretation of the wind data 
in an area is what will be useful for DEA&DP; however should they request 
this information (which can remain confidential) for external / technical review 
Moyeng would need to make the information available to them. 

» Jo-Anne Thomas requested clarity regarding the comments from DEA&DP 
regarding overlaying proposed wind energy facilities in relation to the 
DEA&DP’s “preferred areas for wind energy development” as well as 
assessment of cumulative impacts.  Ieptieshaam clarified that this comment 
and the comments on these projects are directed to National DEA for their 
consideration during decision-making on these EIAs.  She added that the EIA 
should still look at cumulative impacts based on the number of turbines. 

» Ravisha Ajodhapersadh added that currently it appears that the provinces 
comments on the draft Scoping Report are directly incorporated into the 
conditions / information requested by DEA in the letters of acceptance for the 
Scoping Report/s.  Therefore Savannah Environmental seeks clarity on this 



 

 

information and have written a letter to DEA in this regard.  This includes 
issues such as “appropriate season” for undertaking vegetation surveys 
amongst other issues.   

» A site visit to the Suurplaat site near Sutherland was proposed by Savannah 
Environmental.  DEA&DP will propose a date based on availability.  DEA 
indicated that a representative will attend this site visit. 

» DEA&DP to check for the official version of the comments on the draft Scoping 
Report for the Suurplaat Wind Energy Facility and forward this information to 
Savannah Environmental. 

» Savannah Environmental plan on commencing with the EIA phase for these 
projects once the letters of acceptance for the Scoping Reports for the West 
Coast One and Rheboksfontein projects are received from DEA.   
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