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Shawn Johnston 
Sustainable Futures ZA 
PO Box 749 
Rondebosch 
7701 
Email swjohnston@mweb.co.za 
 
 
Dear Shawn 
 
Re: Draft Scoping Report for the Proposed Walker Bay Wind Energy facility on Farm 
687/3, near Stanford.  
 
DEA ref: 12/12/20/2415 

 
CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above application. 
Please note that our comments relate only to the potential impacts on biodiversity and not the 
overall desirability of the proposed development.   
 
Our comments are based on the draft Scoping Report, as well as a site visit conducted on the 
8 June 2010 as part of the application for the wind monitoring mast for this project.  
 
 
Potential impacts on Avifuna 
 
Impacts on both bird and bat are a concern with most wind farms, especially those proposed 
in or near natural habitat. We are therefore pleased to note that more detailed bird and bat 
surveys will be conducted. We strongly recommend that the Bird monitoring guidelines 
developed by EWT and Birdlife Africa inform the scope of the assessment.  
 
We support the recommendation that the bird and bat surveys should be conducted on site 
across all seasons. We suggest that these surveys should inform this impact assessment 
process and should therefore be completed before the application is submitted for 
authorisation, not simply before construction begins. The results of these surveys could have a 
marked effect on the predicted significance the potential impacts and thus are necessary for 
informed decision-making.  
 
We also suggest that information from these surveys should inform what mitigation measures 
are required. Ideally, essential mitigation measures should be enforceable (i.e. be conditions 
of approval) and it is also necessary to confirm whether mitigation measures proposed are 
feasible.  
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We suggest further that it must be clearly shown how these avifaunal surveys influence the 
placing of turbines and other mitigation measures. 
 
 
Faunal Assessment  
 
We are concerned that it is proposed that the faunal assessment focus on the two threatened 
species possibly found in the area. We suggest that the faunal assessment should be boarder 
and include consideration of impacts on all  species, communities and ecological processes 
(e.g. connectivity) potentially affected. Knock on effects on the functioning of the ecosystem 
should also be considered.   
 
 
Botanical Assessment  
 
We are pleased to note that a more detailed botanical assessment will be conduced. We trust 
that the scope of this assessment will be informed by the Fynbos Forum terms of reference for 
ecological assessment and that more focus will be placed on describing species and 
communities potentially affected, as well consideration of impacts on ecological processes. 
We suggest that particular attention should be paid to the area where the turbines and 
associated infrastructure has been proposed.   
 
Table 4.1 in the draft Scoping Report should be amend to reflect the more recent ecosystem 
status of the vegetation types, as is provided in the in Draft National List of Threatened 
Ecosystems (Notice 1477 of 2009, Government Gazette No 32689). The ecosystem status 
reflected in the scoping report is outdated.  
 
Fynbos is a fire-driven ecosystem and periodic fires are required for its regeneration. The 
compatibility of a wind farm and its associated infrastructure with fire must be considered and 
assessed. Will it be necessary to exclude fire from the area? If so, how will this impact on the 
surrounding habitat?  
 
 
Wetlands and Seeps 
 
We note that there are wetland and seep areas mapped on the property in question. Some of 
these are located in the north west of the study area, in the vicinity of the proposed turbines 
and have been identified as National Freshwater Ecosystem Priority Area Wetlands. We 
therefore urge that if any impacts on seeps, wetlands or rivers are anticipated, a freshwater 
specialist must assess these impacts. Ideally, as a precautionary measure, these features 
should be delineated by a specialist.  
 
 
Scope of Assessment 
 
We suggest that it is important that the assessment considers impacts of  both the footprints of 
the turbines and the areas  impacted by road upgrades, lay down areas, transmission lines 
etc. We noted during our site visit that the roads are poorly managed and will require 
substantial upgrading should the wind facility be constructed. The impacts of this must be 
assessed. Similarly, impacts of any proposed transmission lines and substations linked to the 
development should be assessed by the specialists. The assessments should also include 
consideration of the impacts of fragmentation and disturbance on the boarder environment.  
 
 
Layout of facility  
 
While CapeNature understands the need for micro-siting, we request that a layout of the facility 
and associated infrastructure (and alternatives thereof) be provided and assessed in the EIR. 
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Preferably the exact position of every turbine and associated infrastructure should be determined 
before submission of the final EIR. However, at the very least, we request an indication of agreed 
to “no-go” areas be provided.  
 
We also request that it be clearly demonstrated how all recommendations and mitigation measures 
proposed by the specialists have been integrated and taken into consideration in the preferred 
development alternative. Where impacts are considered to be unavoidable, this should be clearly 
stated and motivated in the EIR.  
 
 
Conclusion 
 
CapeNature supports the development of renewable energy facilities, including wind turbines. 
However, it must be recognised that the potential impacts on biodiversity of this relatively new 
technology are not yet fully understood in South Africa. We are concerned that the cumulative 
impacts of these facilities, if not properly considered and planned for, could be quite significant.  It 
is therefore essential that a precautionary approach is taken and that turbines are placed outside of 
ecologically sensitive areas.  It is also vital that a clear monitoring and reporting protocol is put in 
place so that lessons learned from newly established facilities can be shared with the wider 
community.  
 
We trust that the proposed development will be responsible to the findings and recommendations 
of the specialist assessments. We look forward to commenting on the next phase of this process.  
 

CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information 
based on any additional information that might be received. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
Samantha Ralston 
For:  Manager (Scientific Services) 
 








