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PROOFS OF SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED FROM I&APS 
 

Petitions 

NoWindFarms for Paternoster  

 

1 and 2 July 

The below comments were received via email from 31 respondents whose names and 

relevant designation within the community are provided in the table which follows. 

# Name Designation 

1 Alan Duncan Homeowner 

2 Andries scheepers Homeowner 

3 Charles Griss Homeowner 

4 Charlotte Baker Very Regular Visitor 

5 Cheryl de Porte Homeowner, business Owner 

6 Christiaan Lodewyk Wentzel Permanent resident 

7 Chris Wilkin Regular Visitor 

8 Christo Terblanche Homeowner 

9 Cleo Groenewald Homeowner 

10 Colette van der Merwe Homeowner 

11 Ernesta Van Deijl Homeowner 

12 Esti Du Plessis Homeowner 

13 Frances Hepbur Resident & employee at tourism based 

business 

14 Frederick Johanness Wessels Homeowner 

15 Hannes Jacobus Kleynhans Resident, homeowner, business owner 

16 Jacques Sherman Homeowner 

17 Jerry& Debbie Van Rooyen Resident homeowner 

18 Kenneth & Carla Pattison  Homeowner 

19 Laura Jacke Regular Guest 

20 Leon Lubbe Homeowner 

21 Margeurite du Preez Homeowner 

22 Marion Lubitz Farr Out Guest House 

23 Marlene Anderson  Resident and guest house owner 

24 Mr KH Bresselschmidt Homeowner 

25 Mrs Mariana Scherman Regular visitor 

26 Paul Vorster Homeowner 

27 Peggy Lannon Resident/homeowner/business owner 

28 Prof Dr Sudeshni Naidoo Homeowner 

29 Simone Jacke Hotel Owner 

30 Tertius Marais Guest House Owner & Property 

Investor 

31 Tamasine and Phil Ramwell Owner/Residents 
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NO 

 

BOULDERS WIND FARM 

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT 

 

We are of the opinion that sustainable energy generation is definitely part of the 

solution to our electricity shortages. However, this may not be to the detriment of 

all of us in Paternoster, who have invested in this very successful village. Only 

German companies (Enercon, EnergieQuelle, and Saertex), a few farm property 

owners and very few South Africans (who do not live in Paternoster) will benefit from 

this venture. We, as ratepayers and property owners, have invested in the success of 

Paternoster, but stand to only loose from this proposed Boulders Wind Farm. 

 

VISUAL IMPACT 

 Wind turbines change the silhouette of the environment and have an adverse impact 

on the attractive appearance of Paternoster currently seen as the fisherman's village in 

an intact natural/rural environment. 

 Where the West Coast One turbines are approximately 150m high, the Boulders 

proposal is for even 15m higher turbines. 

 The most disturbing effect is the white flashing lights during the day and red at 

night, - as if you were heading down the main street in Johannesburg instead of 

walking along a wide open beach. According to the Report 3.4.5 The anticipated visual 

impact of lighting of the WEF at night is likely to be moderate The Report under 6.2.8 

refers to Residents and visitors to this area are therefore seen as sensitive visual 

receptors. Within a 10km radius, viewer incidence increases. We argue the example of 

Hopefield Wind Farm, which is a visual distraction at night already at a 30km distance 

on the road from Malmesbury. 

 

  

 The total proposed number of 45 turbines (in addition to the West Coast One Wind 

Farm), create the effect of a forest of moving structures with a height higher than all 

buildings in Cape Town. 

 The Noticeable negative visual effect, without a doubt, will result in a decline in 

tourism. 

 The R45 towards Paternoster is regarded a scenic route and as such may not be 
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spoiled by the Boulder project. The Integrated Heritage Impact 

Assessment and Assessment of Economic Impacts both refer to the importance of 

Vredenburg-Stompneus Bay and Paternoster- Stompneus Bay roads but totally ignore 

the historic, scenic and visual qualities of the Vredenburg-Paternoster Road, particularly 

in relation to views towards the visually prominent Kasteelberg koppie against a 

backdrop of moving wind turbines. 

 According to Conditions of the previous Environmental Authorisation 12/12/20/1581 

par.  10.7.4 Turbines must be placed at least 2km from the local road to Stompneus 

Bay. If this was adhered to, 13 less turbines would have been placed on West Coast 

One project and 30 could not be placed with the Boulders proposal. 

 Another very negative aesthetic impact is caused by the construction of power lines. 

No visual picture is provided, and in any case should be a requirement that no new 

power distribution may be erected above ground. 

 The 1200 m² platform at each turbine along with the approximate doubling of roads to 

all turbines have a negative impact on the landscape 

 

 SENSE OF PLACE 

 Referring to the impact on the SENSE OF PLACE under Report 6.9.1 and 6.9.2 - An 

impact on the sense of place is one that alters the visual landscape to such an extent 

that the user experiences the environment differently, and more specifically, in a less 

appealing or less positive light.The potential cumulative visual impact of the wind farms 

on the visual quality of the landscape. - The cumulative visual impact of the West Coast 

1 WEF and the Boulders WF is expected to be of high significance. 

 Paternoster is characterised by West Coast architecture that offers a picturesque view 

of the residential area against the backdrop of large areas of low sensitivity croplands 

alternating with occasional intact or near-natural fragments of indigenous vegetation 

and rocky outcrops. In terms of 4.1.3 the cumulative impacts, when considered in 

conjunction with the West Coast 1 facility, the study found the Visual Absorption 

Capacity of the receiving environment to be low, as a result of the vegetation and open 

vistas that are largely uninterrupted by urban development. This combined with the 

height of the proposed wind turbines results in unavoidably HIGH visual intrusion. It was 

also noted that the landscape is close to, if not already visually saturated and can 

possibly not accommodate the additional turbines without irrevocably changing the 

cultural landscape. Further to this, the greater size of the Boulders turbines makes them 

far more imposing and intrusive when viewed from the same distance as West Coast 1 

turbines, and generally more visible when viewed at a distance. In addition 5.1.3 

mentions that the greatest impact arising from visual intrusion is loss of sense of place 

and degradation of the significant rural landscape. These factors can have negative 

impacts on the significance of heritage resources and the cultural landscape that is 

difficult to mitigate due to the size of the turbines and their visibility in the landscape. 

 Even with the proposed moving of 7 turbines to the east these well-defined descriptions 

in the Report are still applicable and enough reason NOT to proceed. 
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 HERITAGE  IMPACT 

 According to Klein & Cruz-Uribe 1989; Smith et al 1991 there is to be no 

development/change to this heritage area within a 2km radius from Kasteelberg . 

However this stipulation does not specify from what point of Kasteelberg (top of the 

koppie or where the ritual sites were?) The difference may well have an effect of an 

extra 1km, which might impact on 5 turbine positions. 

 One of the demonstrated supporters (K Sadr- School of Geography, Archaeology and 

Environmental Studies at WITS) put in a conditional support, stating- as long as no 

turbines and associated infrastructure are constructed anywhere higher than the 80m 

(above sea level) contour line of the hill Kasteelberg. Most of the proposed turbines are 

positioned at more than 80m above sea level. Considering that both tops of Brittania 

Heights and Kasteelberg are approximately 150m above sea level and the turbines 

positioned at an average level of 95m plus 165m will dwarf Kasteelberg with more than 

100m. This leaves little ambience for a heritage site. 
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Boulders Wind Farm seen from Kasteelberg 

INTERNET AND AIR SPACE 

 Problems exist with the quality of the internet due to interference from the turbines. 

The Report’s answer under 10.1 is If complaints are received from surrounding 

landowners regarding this issue, the developer must investigate and mitigate these 

issues to the best of their abilities. What mitigation measures are the best of their 

abilities? 

 As mentioned under 4.1.9 potential of wind turbine generators to interfere on radio 

navigation equipment the BWF falls outside the 35km distance from the Langebaanweg 

Aerodrome, but is only 15km away from the Saldanha Aerodrome. In addition 

farmers (on whose land wind turbines will be built) no longer seem to have a need for 

crop spraying by planes,adjacent farmers still might regard this as essential? 

 Also mentioned under 4.1.9 much care should be taken to consider visual flight rules 

routes, proximity of known recreational flight activity such as hang gliders, enroute 

navigational facilities etc.  Light aircraft and microlights using the area regularly for 
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recreation will be negatively influenced by the BWF. 

 The developer’s bird studies refer to NO-GO areas eg. water ways and beacon points 

(for hunting, feeding nesting grounds). Obviously birds will fly between these points and 

this is exactly where the turbines are supposed to be erected. 

 Referring to Bat mortality and mitigation by curtailment plans (once a threshold of 

fatality is reached): increasing the cut-in speed for specific turbines with high bat fatality 

rates at specific times of night, under specific environmental conditions when fatality is 

greatest. This impact may be minimised by siting turbines away from important habitat 

features for bats, as well as bat roosts. Our concern is that monitoring and control of 

the cut-in speed at night will not be enforced. 

 

 HEALTH ASPECTS 

 Although this may not be seen as important enough, animals (domestic and wild) may 

well be affected, specifically with regard to vibration and the stroboscopic effect of 

the turbines. We argue that this might chase them away even from the NO-GO areas. 

Can the Developer refer to studies in this regard? 

 People become aware of noise as soon as this is 3– 5 dBA above the ambient noise. 

The report shows that the minimum effect will be more than 7dBA above ambient noise. 

Distance plays a major role but low frequencies (of the turbines) travel much further. 

 Noise and health impact studies in the Report downplay the effect because the 

turbines are not positioned close (2km) to dwellings. AS per 11.3.1 The developer must 

investigate any reasonable and valid noise complaint if registered by a receptor staying 

within 2,000 m from the location where construction activities are taking place or from 

an operational wind turbine. It seems unlikely that in a case of such legitimate claim the 

turbine installation would be dismantled. 

 In a recent law case in Ireland the wind energy company, Enercon had to admit in open 

court that their wind turbines damaged the human health of nearby residents 

 PROPERTY VALUES 

 If the Applicant argues that some property owners may often have unsubstantiated 

perceptions concerning the negative impact of renewable energy projects on property 

prices in general, which is why it is a frequent concern raised by the I&APs. The above 

shows that such perceptions cannot be corroborated with any empirical evidence, 

therefore, it is important to dispel these as early as possible i.e. during planning stages 

of the project. We argue the opposite, that the Developer is absolutely unable to prove 

that renewable energy projects have a positive effect on property prices. 

 The report refers to the increase in property values over a 10-year period, but can in no 

way prove that it will be better than without the BWF. The BWF cannot have a 

positive effect on property values. 

 The Report refers to a financial impact comparison made before and after 

completion of the West Coast One wind farm. This is a futile exercise because the 

WCO is situated largely ‘behind’ Paternoster and does not have the same effect as the 

Boulders proposal. We should rather insist on a study why European countries have 
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stopped erecting turbines? 

 Referring to 2.3 regarding Property Values, Tourism and Economic Issues- The key 

causes for the declining performance, as derived from interviews with tourism facilities’ 

owners, are the drought experienced in 2017/2018, increased competition, and 

affordability for the tourists. No mention is made about crime as a major factor in 

decline in visitors. This directly relates to the void left when job seekers cannot find 

employment on a permanent basis. Property prices in Paternoster did not increase at 

the same rate as for instance in Vredenburg. To mention that according to Four quoted 

overseas studies - It could find no statistically-significant evidence that proximity to a 

wind turbine affects home valuescannot be submitted as proof, since many more 

overseas installations have caused a huge uproar. What reference is used when stating 

that some of the local tourism product owners have experienced a positive effect on 

their business activities as a result of the development of West Coast One Wind Farm 

during its construction. Our view is that MOST of the local tourism product owners have 

experienced a NEGATIVE effect. 

 

JOB OPPORTUNITIES AND SOCIAL IMPACT 

 Creation of job opportunities and skills development, are largely unfounded. 

Experience from West Coast One, jobs did not materialize, except for one contractor 

appointed to erect not much more than a few carports at the site offices. 

 The Report argues that- The proponent should implement a “locals first” policy, 

specifically with regard to unskilled and low skilled opportunities. The focus should be in 

communities in Paternoster and St Helena Bay.We regard the influx of a high volume of 

job seekers over a 2 year time span as a huge problem. Past experience has shown 

that at the end of their 2-year employment low skilled labourers don’t return where they 

came from and aggravate local unemployment. This unemployment is a contributing 

factor to crime, which in turn is directly responsible for decrease in property values. 

 It would be interesting to know which training opportunities will be offered to qualified 

local people to be up-skilled to undertake certain roles during the construction and 

operation. We understand that at least a substantial number of projects are necessary 

to warrant a local manufacturing plant of e.g. the rotor blades. Until such time, however, 

this effectively means that we as taxpayers are subsidising jobs in Germany. 

 The Social Impact Assessment Report boasts that the procurement spend over the 20 

year operation phase for BW1 to BW4, 1S2 and IS2 will be inthe region of R 75 

billion – does this mean that we have to anticipate 3 further Boulders Wind farms? 

 The number of jobs created by the Paternoster tourism industry on a permanent basis 

outweighs that of the BWF many times over and cannot even start to compare. 

 ALTERNATIVE ENERGY SUPPLY 

 Under Alternatives 5.3 reference to dependence of nuclear energy generation on high 

volumes of water preclude its development on the proposed site. This is not true with a 

pebble bed reactor, which is safe and is not water dependent and is not dependent on 

sun or wind. 
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 The fact that wind conditions are less favourable during winter (when demand 

is highest) means that Escom still must provide for maximum demand. Until energy 

from renewable resources cannot be stored, a reliable source as a back-up (eg 

nuclear) must be provided. If this is available, then the wind farm becomes obsolete 

again? 

 Gas generated electricity, (being able to switch on and off when not enough power is 

generated by the wind farms) is very expensive. Similarly battery systems of this 

magnitude are still in the beginning stage of development.  

 Furthermore the Report argues that it is essential that the Western Cape increases its 

resilience against external energy supply disruptions and the massive price fluctuations 

caused by national or international decisions with regard to energy commodities (coal, 

oil)-The Western Cape electricity supply has not been separated from the rest of South 

Africa and even were this to become reality should still not be to our detriment.  

 It is incomprehensible why the State does not have a coordinated planwith all 

available technologies (solar/ wind/ coal/ hydrologic/ gas etc) to establish where 

developers are allowed to initiate with a particular solution. 

 The Methodology For Assessing Impacts and Alternatives under 7.3.1 mentions that 

if An irreversible and permanent change to the affected system(s) or party(ies) which 

cannot be mitigated. For example the permanent loss of land. These impacts would be 

considered by society as constituting a major and usually permanent change to the 

(natural and/or social) environment, and usually result in severe or very severe effects, 

or beneficial or very beneficial effects. Though the turbines are presented as only a 

25+year installation, we argue that even this so called temporary development has a 

life time negative consequence of VERY HIGH significance. 

 Boulders’ ideal location, due to low cost (close to electrical- and road infra structure 

and nearby harbour), certainly is very profitable for the developer. We as ratepayers 

were instrumental in establishing this infra structure which the developer now hopes to 

profit from to our detriment. 

 DECOMMISIONING 

 When the Report 2.3.5 refers to decommissioning of the Wind Farmafter say 25 

years, the Applicant must not be surprised at our skepticism.  Similar ‘rehabilitation’ of 

mines has shown that these are sold close to the end of their life expectancy with a 

new owner not being able to pay for these cost, conveniently going bankrupt, leaving 

the responsibility to the State. The State, in turn opts for doing nothing, leaving a 

previously beautiful area devastated for our grandchildren to ‘enjoy’. 

 In case of Non Compliance according to 10.1 Any non-compliance with the agreed 

procedures of the EMPr is a transgression of the various statutes and laws that define 

the manner by which the environment is managed. Failure to redress the cause must 

be reported to the relevant authority for them to deal with the transgression, as it deems 

fit.- This questions who would be allowed to access the farms to check compliance – for 

instance would bird watchers be allowed to do regular checks?  

 There should be a trust to which the developer from the beginning deposits enough 

money that allows for the removal of the turbines, platforms, roads, 300 to 700 tons 
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concrete foundations, and rehabilitation of the environment 

 

SUPPORT FOR THE BOULDERS WIND FARM 

 There is a perception that public participation is used only to meet legislative 

requirements. As ratepayers we are afraid that the public participation process is used 

to demonstrate due diligence without giving enough attention to valid 

objections/comments. 

 Demonstrated supporters for Boulders Wind Farm are:  

o Uitkoms boerdery, Geldenhuys Jonker Attorneys and Saretec- who stand to 

profit from the development 

o Western Cape Government Dept. Economic Development and Tourism, Cape 

Chamber of Commerce and Industry, City of Cape Town Energy, Western Cape 

Transport Administration and Licensing, Wesgro Cape Town and Western Cape 

Tourism, Trade & Investment – to these departments our response should be if 

they would consider putting up a wind farm on Table Mountain. 

o University of the Witwatersrand (K Sadr School of Geography, Archaeology and 

Environmental Studies) put in a conditional support– please note the earlier 

condition under Heritage Impact. 

o Elru -Building Tomorrow Today- strange to draw support from a Cape town kids 

education centre 

 Organizations submitting a single document with many signatures of opposition are 

only registered as a single source of comments. Simultaneously the above letters of 

support from parties outside the affected area as well as parties who stand to benefit 

are handled on par with hundreds of objectors thrown in as one.   

 Rate payers would like to have insight in how restrictions are enforced. It is important 

that a method be implemented whereby residents can see how all objections or 

concerns are addressed. 

 

There is absolutely no reason why anyone in Paternoster should support the 

intended Boulders Wind Farm. 

 

 Section 2 of NEMA contains principles (see Table 4-1) relevant to the proposed wind 

farm, and likely to be utilised in the process of decision making by DEA 



DRAFT Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

 

CES Environmental and Social Advisory Services  Boulders Wind Farm 

13   

 

 

  

  



DRAFT Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

 

CES Environmental and Social Advisory Services  Boulders Wind Farm 

14   

 

 

 

 



DRAFT Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

 

CES Environmental and Social Advisory Services  Boulders Wind Farm 

15   
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