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SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC CONSULTATION MEETING, MINUTES OF 

MEETINGS AND PRESENTATION OF DRAFT EIR 

Schedule of Public Consultation 
 

# Organisation / 
Department 

Meeting Objectives Meeting Details 

1.  Meeting with Local 
residents of St 
Helena Bay Fishing 
village - Local 
Disadvantaged 
Community 

Presentation of Draft EIR 
findings and project and 
soliciting questions and 
comments from IAPs 

Date:  18 June 2019 
Time:  11:30 – 12:30 
Address:  St Helena Bay 
Municipal Library, 2 Albatros St, 
Sandy Point, St Helena Bay, 
7382 

2.  Meeting with Local 
residents of 
Paternoster Fishing 
village - Local 
Disadvantaged 
Community 
 

Presentation of Draft EIR 
findings and project and 
soliciting questions and 
comments from IAPs 

Date:  18 June 2019 
Time: 14:30 – 15:30 
Address:  Paternoster Library 
Hall (we will have to ask locals 
where this is) 
 

3. Mtg with Affected 
and Neighbouring 
farmers/land owners 

Presentation of Draft EIR 
findings and project and 
soliciting questions and 
comments from IAPs 

Date:  19 June 2019 
Time: 10:30 – 11:30 
Venue:  Pierre Heydenrych’s 
farm house 

4. Britannica Heights 
Residents 
Representatives of 
the adjacent 
landowners in 
Britannica Heights 

Presentation of Draft EIR 
findings and project and 
soliciting questions and 
comments from IAPs 

Date:  19 June 2019 
Time:  01:00 – 02:00 
Venue:  Hilltop Hideaway at 26 
Columbine Crescent, Britannica 
Heights 

5. Open Day at 
Paternoster Hotel  

Presentation of Posters on 
Draft EIR findings, dialogue 
with I&APs and soliciting 
questions and comments from 
IAPs 

Date:  Wed 19th June 2019 
Time:  16:00 – 20:00 
Paternoster Hotel  
St Augustine Rd, Paternoster, 
7381 

6. Mtg with Local and 
District Municipal 
Authorities, Veldrift 

Presentation of Draft EIR 
findings and project and 
soliciting questions and 
comments from IAPs 

Date:  20 June 2019 
Time:  10:30 – 11:30 
Address:  Veldrif Library at 134 
Voortrekker Street, Velddrif, 
(Berg River Mouth) 

7. Mtg with local 
Conservation and 
Tourism 
representatives 

Presentation of Draft EIR 
findings and project and 
soliciting questions and 
comments from IAPs 

Date:  20th June 2019 
Time:  02:00 – 03:00 
Venue: Paternoster Lodge, 64 St 
Augustine Rd, Paternoster, 7381 

8. Meeting with Local 
residents of 
Paternoster Fishing 
village - Local 
Disadvantaged 
Community 

Presentation of Draft EIR 
findings and project and 
soliciting questions and 
comments from IAPs 

Date:  26 June 2019 
Time:  3pm 
Venue: Paternoster Hotel 
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# Organisation / 
Department 

Meeting Objectives Meeting Details 

9. Meeting with Local 
residents of St 
Helena Bay fishing 
village - Local 
Disadvantaged 
Community 
 

Presentation of Draft EIR 
findings and project and 
soliciting questions and 
comments from IAPs 

Date:  26 June 2019 
Time:  6pm 
Venue: Steenburg Cove 
Community Hall, St Helena Bay 

 

Meeting Minutes  
 

Focus Group Meeting: Paternoster  
Date: 18 June 2019 
Time: 14:45 
Attendance: See attendance register 

 

Comment Response 

Birdlife has recently proposed a new IBA flight path in 
this area for the migratory birds. This needs to be 
factored into the analysis.  

CES will ask the Avifaunal specialist to consider 
and respond to this.  

Kasteelberg and the buffer around it is also a limiting 
factor on the layout. 

Yes we are aware of this. Turbines have been 
positioned to remain outside the 2km buffer 
requested by WCH. In addition, the seven 
closest turbines on the west side of the 
Stompneusbaai road (as requested in the HIA) 
have been moved further away and integrated 
with the rest of the turbines. 

How is Boulders WEF going to benefit the local 
communities? Concerned because they don’t know 
how WC1 has contributed. 

Jonathan (developer) reported on what was 
known about WC1 social development projects 
with ELRC and local schools and NGOs.  As for 
this development, the process of deciding on 
what community projects, local contractors, and 
equity sharing arrangements will be made will 
take place after the development has received 
environmental authorisation and before they 
submit a bid in the next call from DMER for 
renewable energy projects.   These decisions will 
be informed by a needs assessment that the 
developers will contract an expert to undertake 
and which will involve a process of consultation 
with all the key stakeholders.   

There was a suggestion or question at the WC 
Heritage Authority meeting last week to lower the 
turbines. 

Heritage specialist will be asked to respond to 
this comment. As far as we are aware it was an 
informal query/suggestion. 

If the height of the turbine decreases does the power 
decrease? 

Yes, there is a trade-off between the height and 
the power output. Lowering the size would 
require an increase in the number of turbines to 
generate the same output. The appropriate 
size/height for the turbines will be influcenced 
by the recommendations to meet the need of 
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the birds and aviation authorities, the nature of 
the wind resource, etc. These restrictions will 
need to be taken into account in determining 
the eventual height of the turbines.  

Does a change in turbine size significantly change the 
visual impact? 

Generally, in a landscape where the visual 
absorption capacity is low (i.e. where the terrain 
is not rugged), whether you see a turbine with a 
blade tip height of 180m or a turbine with a 
blade tip height of 190m, while the visual 
intrusion of the turbine will be slightly higher, 
the visual impacts experienced by viewers are 
generally be the same. 

Will local people benefit from job creation for roads 
etc? 

Yes. To win a bid the developer’s must ensure 
that at least 30% of the labour used is local 
contractors and service providers and labourers.  
Services/construction (such as roads) will be 
tendered out and local companies can tender. 
The scoring of the tenders does take location 
(i.e. if the supplier is local) into account. 

What sort of jobs will be available during the 
operational phase of the wind farm 

Some jobs include: 

 Road Maintenance 

 Environmental Monitoring 

 Service Technicians 

 Security 

What is the timeframe for the project This is dependent on the next round of bidding. 
Hoping that this will be later this year. Once this 
has happened we expect 6-12 months for 
financial close. Once this is done, construction 
will take 24 months. 

How does the bidding/5th stage work? Multiple 
projects have been approved, but nothing is 
proceeding. 

The first thing to do with a proposed project is 
to get Environmental Authorisation through the 
EIA process. Once EA has been given, then the 
project can enter the next bidding stage. We are 
waiting on the Department of Energy to indicate 
when the next bidding round will take place. We 
are hoping for later this year. 

 

Focus Group Meeting: Farmers 
Date: 19 June 2019 
Time: 10:35 
Venue: Pierre Heydenrych’s farmhouse on dirt road between Paternoster and St Helena Bay 
Attendance: See attendance register 

Introductions and structure of meeting 

CES powerpoint presentation of Draft EIR 

Comment Response 

How do you measure wind resource? Two met masts have been placed on site. Based on 
data, there is an adequate (Class 2) wind resource. 

What exactly is the height of a turbine? Applying for a maximum blade tip height of 165m 
however the actual height will likely be slightly less. 
This is restricted by the minimum height of 55m set 
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by the bird specialist and a maximum height of 165m 
set by the aviation authority. 

Mr Kotze raised a concern that a 3.5km buffer 
around Kasteelberg was stipulated by Heritage 
WC for the WC1 project which resulted in him 
being excluded from the project and a loss of 
potential income. However now there are 2km 
and 1.5km buffers being stipulated for this 
project. Mr Kotze wants to know why/how 
different buffers can be used for different 
projects. 

Mr Kotze needs to take this up with Heritage WC. 
These changes may have been the result of dialogue 
and discussion amongst the key stakeholders during 
the EIA for the WC1 development.  

Pierre raised his concerns and anger about the 
people who are opposing the wind farm and 
trying to stop it from going ahead.  They raise 
issues about birds being killed but more birds are 
killed by tourist vehicles on the roads than by the 
wind turbines.  They also do not complain about 
the other illegal developments like cell phone 
towers which they benefit from but they oppose 
this development.  We are struggling to farm 
here and we really need this development to 
continue to farm.  If this development is not 
approved because of them then I will take this 
issue to court. 

These comments are noted and will be included and 
responded to in the CRR.  

Pierre also complained about the damage to the 
farm road leading to Stompneusbaai by tourists 
traffic and how with the Wind Turbine 
Development, this road would be upgraded. 

These comments are noted and will be included and 
responded to in the CRR.  

 

Focus Group Meeting: Britannica Heights 

Date: 20 June 2019 
Time: 13:00 
Location: Hilltop Hideaway at 26 Columbine Crescent, Britannica Heights 
Attendance: See attendance register 

Mtg began by participants taking the meeting outside onto the deck and asking CES and the 
developers to explain and see where the turbines will be located in the valley below the meeting 
venue.   

Introductions and structure of meeting.  Maura Talbot asked if everyone was happy for CES to focus 
on the questions raised by Mary Ralph via email prior to the meeting after the presentation. 
Participants confirmed that they (a group of residents of Britannica Heights) had a meeting on the 
previous weekend and that Mary’s questions came from that meeting.  They were happy with the 
proposal and understood that other questions could also be asked - preferably after the 
presentation.  

CES presented their powerpoint presentation of the Draft EIR 

Comment Response 

Mary Ralph - Home owners had a meeting two 
days prior to prepare questions which were 
submitted to Maura Talbot of CES. Also noted 
that everyone is in support of WEF’s but 
unhappy about one being proposed in this area 

Noted. We will run through the presentation and 
discuss any queries/concerns. 
Please also note that if you disagree with 
anything in the reports or have any further 
comments, please submit them to CES by 2nd July. 
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and how the assessment is being handled. 

Surprised that specialist studies & EIA 
continued during the appeal process and that 
IAP’s did not have the chance to engage with 
specialists as they had expected. 

The specialist studies began during the Scoping 
process and are still continuing.  The economic 
specialists had interviews with 9 different local 
estate agents and 12 different tourism business 
operators.  

A study has not been included that assesses the 
impact of very low frequencies (VLF) on 
humans and animals. 

Based on previous studies, this has been found to 
have no significant impacts. The developer could 
send papers that substantiated this point.  It was 
agreed that he would send them through via CES.  
Please feel free to submit your concerns 
regarding this. 

Photographs in VIA do not represent exactly 
what is seen in reality. 

Photographs and photomontages are the 
accepted way to represent the visual impacts in a 
report. The DEA have also already been to site. 

How does WEF affect tourism & property 
values? Was the effect on Britannica heights 
residents specifically assessed by the 
specialists? 

Two specialist reports have been completed that 
assess these issues. IAP’s need to review these 
reports and submit their comments. The question 
about Britanica heights will be put to the 
specialists to respond. Comments and responses 
will be included in the final EIR which is submitted 
to DEA. 

There was no PPP for West Coast 1 WEF. We cannot comment of the WC1 WEF as neither 
us nor the developers were part of the EIA for 
that project.  

Mary Ralphs concerned that the development 
will result in a loss of employment. 

There are specialist reports that address the 
social and economic impacts. These indicate no 
discernable effect of property values or tourism, 
therefore no loss of employment. IAP’s need to 
review these reports and submit their comments. 

Mary Ralphs - has there been an increase in 
mosquitoes in the area as a result of the impact 
on bats at the WC1 WEF. 

Noted and will be responded to in the CRR.  

Who makes the recommendation in the EIR. The EAP takes all the specialist studies into 
account and provides a recommendation. 

Accusation that the EAP is biased as the 
developer is paying us to make sure that the 
development goes ahead. 

The EAP and specialists are independent and their 
studies must legally be paid for by the developers. 
Payment is not subject to an approval.  

What percentage of the project is foreign 
owned? 

The developers explained the shareholding of the 
project and indicated that they are required to 
meet and if possible exceed the specific local 
content requirements in order to successfully win 
a bid to supply renewable energy.  

Is solar not a better option? A good wind resource has been identified in the 
area. Furthermore, the developer is a wind farm 
developer. 

Renewable energy does not provide a reliable 
source of energy.  We will still depend on non-
renewables.   

Noted and will be responded to in the Comment 
Responses Report (CRR).  

The non-authorisation of this specific project 
will not jeopardise the provision of energy from 

Your point is noted and will be included and 
responded to in the final EIR and Comments and 
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renewable sources.  Other renewable energy 
projects will be developed elsewhere.  It is not 
appropriate to put a wind farm in this location. 

Responses report.  

In our opinion, the visual impact is a fatal flaw.  The economic and property reports assessed the 
impacts on tourism and property and found them 
to be low or not evident. 
IAP’s need to review the visual impact reports 
and submit their comments. Comments and 
responses will be included in the final EIR which is 
submitted to DEA. 

Our properties will look directly onto the 
windfarm and our property values will be 
halved.  We moved here because of the view 
and character of the area. This is unacceptable. 
We should be compensated.  

Your views are noted and captured.  Please 
submit your written comments in this regard to 
CES by the 2 July.  

  

The 7 questions emailed to CES by Mary prior to this focus group meeting for discussion 

1) Why have you not considered any alternative 
sites in this immediate area - please bring a 
slide that shows an accurate wind map and the 
exclusion zones linked to the airfield etc. to 
elucidate your response. 

This EIA is an assessment of a WEF for this area as 
per the Plan of Study for the EIA in the Scoping 
Report that was approved by DEA. This only 
requires the EIA to look at layout alternatives. 
The feasibility of this site was assessed by the 
developer prior to Scoping Phase and considered 
a number of factors including wind resource, the 
grid capacity, site access, the close proximity to 
Saldanha bay port. They considered 4 different 
sites in the Saldanha Bay Municipal area. 
However, a number of these were ruled out due 
to 18.5km exclusion zone around the airforce 
base, the two important bird areas, the 4km 
coastal protection buffer and Kasteelberg. 
Original project area in the scoping phase 
included 10 properties. This was further 
narrowed down during the EIA phase to 5 farms 
and to exclude all no-go areas within those farms 
identified in the specialist studies. 

2) Why are all the objections we and others 
made to the scoping report absent from the 
draft EIA, while letters of support from the 
farmers involved etc, are included? 

The public review period for the Draft EIR is 
currently underway and all comments received 
will be included and responded to in the Final EIR.  
The EIA does not include or speak to the 
comments raised during the scoping process and 
many of these comments will not be relevant to 
the EIR.  The letters of support you refer to were 
mentioned in the Needs and Desirability section 
of the EIR and speak to the willingness of the 
farmers to make their land available for the 
development.  

3) Please clarify the process from this point 
onwards, that is: what are the time constraints? 
to whom do we address our objections to the 
final EIA? if the final EIA is approved by the 

This was dealt with in the last slide of the 
presentation. Registered IAPs will be informed of 
the outcome and the details of how to appeal if 
they wish to do so. 
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Dept of Environment, what other agencies still 
have to give their approval, and to whom do we 
appeal? 

4) Why are two visual impact studies included 
in the draft EIA and why does the main report 
largely ignore the findings of the LOGIS study? 

A second VIA was done by CES due to the 
considerable concerns over this issue.  The Logis 
report is the one referred to and used in the Draft 
EIR and their findings are included and not 
ignored.  The findings of the second VIA 
confirmed the findings of the first study.  

5) The heritage report states: "Impacts 
anticipated as a result of the proposed WEF to 
visual character and sense of place are not 
possible to mitigate. There is also no mitigation 
to ameliorate the negative visual impacts on 
tourist access routes and tourist destinations 
within the region.” Please clarify why the 
conclusions of the main report ignore these 
statements. 

The conclusions of the EIR do acknowledge the 
high visual impacts and the difficulty of mitigating 
these any further than have already been done.  
The final conclusions take into consideration all 
the impacts.  

6) The author of Appendix 9 on property values 
appears to be entirely unaware of Britannica 
Heights, and fails to mention the area even 
once in his report. Please clarify how this can 
be rectified? 

CES will ask this specialist to clarify whether they 
included the Britannica Heights area into their 
assessment.  

7) Are you aware of other wind farm proposals 
in South Africa that have been successfully 
relocated and how was this achieved? 

This question is confusing.  Wind farms cannot be 
relocated.  The EIA must assess this application 
for authorisation – on this site.  If this application 
is not approved then the developers will have to 
decide if and where they will make other 
applications.  

 

BWF Focus Group Meeting: Municipal 
Date: 20 June 2019 
Time: 14:00 
Location: Velddrif Public Library 
Attendance: See attendance register 

 

Introductions and structure of Meeting 

CES powerpoint presentation of Draft EIR 

Comment Response 

How has the site been narrowed down? Original project area in the scoping phase 
included 10 properties. This was further 
narrowed down to exclude all no-go areas 
identified in the specialist studies. 

Were any alternative sites assessed? The EIA is an assessment of a WEF for this area. 
Feasibility of four sites in the SLB were assessed 
by the developer prior to Scoping Phase. 
However these were ruled out due to 18.5km 
exclusion zone around the airforce base, the 
two important bird areas, the 4km coastal 
protection buffer and Kasteelberg. 

The EIA doesn’t include enough on the scoping Noted. This will be considered. 
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or excluding of areas or why this site specifically 
was selected. Suggestion was made that we 
make this more obvious (i.e. explain the 
process of how site was selected and 
alternatives considered). Suggestion that we 
represent exclusion zones. 

Are there any water related issues? Specialist studies have been completed and 
mitigated layout have been prepared. There 
may be the need for a Water Use Licence 
application. 
 
Planning on using existing water crossings that 
are currently used by the farmers, and 
upgrading them with culverts that will reduce 
the impact on the watercourses – benefit.  

Any idea of how much water will be required 
for the foundation and where this water will be 
drawn from. This info should be included in the  
EIR. 

Noted. 

Where will water be sourced? Boreholes have been considered, however the 
water crisis may prevent this. Will also 
potentially need WULA for boreholes.  
Alternatively, water may potentially be trucked 
onto site. 

Recommended potential water sources to 
consider: 

 Local wastewater treatment works 

 Saldanha Bay wastewater treatment 
works 

 Saldanha Steel 

Noted. 

Further suggestions re: local upliftment include:  

 that an initiative be done by BWF to get 
Kasteelberg registered as heritage site. 

 If BWF gets involved in schools then the 
following schools need assistance: 

o HP Williams  
o Steenberg Cove 

 RDP Housing ceilings for insulation 

Appreciate the suggestions. The development 
team will consider these for the next bidding 
round. 
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Focus Group Meeting: St Helen Local Community 
Date: 20 June 2019 
Time: 18:00 
Location: St Helen Bay Community Hall 
Attendance: See attendance register.   
NOTE: This meeting was organised for the local fishing village residents of St Helena bay, but 
only two municipal officials attended along with six members of Britannica Heights and other 
holiday resort developments.  An additional meeting was arranged on the 26th of June to meet 
with the local residents of the fishing village.  

Introductions and structure of the meeting 

CES presented their power point presentation of the Draft EIR. 

Comment Response 

In terms of the appeal, the Appeal authorities 
indicated they spoke with 8 IAPs with regards 
to the accusation that the consultant at the 
time was biased. How did they decide who to 
speak to? We are not happy that only 8 of all 
the IAPs were consulted. 

We were not involved with the appeal process. 
The was conducted by the DEA Appeal body. 

Why are the REDz gazetted and the developer 
is proposing a wind farm outside a REDz area? 

REDz were developed based on a “national 
assessment” to facilitate the development of 
renewable energy projects. Zones were 
identified based on several factors. Within the 
REDz the EIA process that needs to be followed 
in only a basic Assessment. You can still 
propose a project outside the REDz but the 
project will be subject to the full scoping and 
EIA process. Furthermore the REDz were only 
gazetted last year, prior to the initiation of this 
application and EIA. 

We would like to see the Bird RADAR survey so 
that we can review it. 

The Avifaunal specialist was given the data and 
used it to assess the significance of the 
potential impacts. The data belongs to the 
developer and they are prepared to give 
BirdLife or another bird specialist the data on a 
non-disclosure agreement – so they can assess 
it for themselves. The developer is not trying to 
hide data. They are only ensuring that the data 
is read by those who understand and correctly 
interpret the data (i.e. bird specialists). 

We have an issue with the bat monitoring. You 
state that additional mitigation measure could 
be implemented in there are still bat 
mortalities. We are not happy that these will be 
only be implemented if there are bat 
mortalities (i.e. after the fact). And that should 
post monitoring indicate high bat mortalities, 
the DEA is not effective enough to ensure that 
additional mitigation measures are 
implemented. 

The Bat specialists has indicated that the 
impacts are mitigated due to the turbines 
locations (i.e. by not placing turbines in the no-
go areas). Monitoring then continues for 12 
months and if further fatalities exceed a 
threshold, additional mitigation measure (such 
as deterrent signals) can be implemented. 
Your concerns about the monitoring and 
compliance area noted and will be included in 
the final EIR and CRR. In recent years there 
have been significant improvements in ensuring 



DRAFT Environmental Impact Assessment Report 

 

CES Environmental and Social Advisory Services  Boulders Wind Farm 

13   

 

compliance with environmental licence 
conditions, including requirements for regular 
reporting and the employment of on-site 
environmental compliance officers to ensure 
that the EMPr is complied with. These 
provisions are included in the EMPr for this 
project.  If you have complaints about 
compliance during the construction and 
operational phases then you can contact the 
DEA (licencing authorities) in this regard.  

How will the development affect the property 
values of properties at Britannica Heights? 

Specialist studies covered the effect on 
property values in all the settlements around 
the development. We will ask the specialist to 
provide comment relating specifically to the 
affected properties in Britannica heights. 

Concerned that sand/dust may blow onto their 
property during construction. 

Please submit your concerns in this regard so 
that we can consider and respond to them fully.  

(Late arrival – Gerald Cloete) Do you think this 
meeting is representative of the St Helena Bay 
community – and the fishing villages in 
particular?  Is it appropriate that this meeting 
continue? 
I am not happy that St Helena Bay community is 
not represented at this meeting.  I am not 
happy as our community is in favour of the 
development and worried that we are not 
being appropriately represented.  I am 
concerned that the EAP is only hearing the 
views raised by a few people that live in 
Britannica heights and who are opposed to the 
development. Request an additional meeting so 
that our community can submit their 
comments. 

We are also concerned that no residents of the 
local fishing community are present, except for 
yourselves who arrived late.  This is the second 
time we have tried to have a gocus group 
meeting for them. We would like to provide 
these residents with information about the 
project and the assessment and hear their 
views and are willing to try again to have a 
meeting – perhaps next week.  We would 
appreciate your assistance in informing people 
and encouraging them to attend.   As for this 
meeting, we have an attendance register for 
this meeting and know who is here and who is 
not here.  We suggest that we continue with 
this meeting for those who are here.  

A Britannica Heights resident agreed that this 
meeting is not representative and argued that 
the process is flawed and that the meeting 
should not proceed further. The PPP process 
should be started again.  They objected to CES 
continuing and claimed that CES wanted to 
complete the meeting so they could just tick to 
box in terms of public participation.  We should 
leave.  

We have conducted multiple meetings over the 
last 3 days. We have done much more than we 
are required to do for public review processes 
in EIAs. We will try to arrange another meeting 
with the local community next week, however 
we are going to complete the presentation and 
proceed with this meeting. Those who want to 
leave can leave and those who want to stay can 
stay. 

Mr Cloete said that you (Britannica Heights 
residents) are not going to use my questions 
and comments as an argument to discredit and  
derail this EIA process.  That was not my 
intention and I do not agree with you. You are 
opposed to this development and not taking 
into consideration the needs of our community, 
only your own.  In terms of arranging another 
meeting, you must understand that there are 

We appreciate the information you have shared 
and would appreciate your assistance in trying 
to organise another meeting with the local 
residents. We can discuss this further after this 
meeting.  
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strains in the relationship between our 
community and the Municipal officials.  You 
cannot organise a meeting with our community 
members through the Municipal officials.   

At this point all the Britannica Heights and associated residents left and we continued the meeting 
with the 2 people from the local municipality and the two late arrivals from the local fishing 
community.   

CES completed the last quarter of the presentation.  

No further questions or issues of concern were raised after the presentation.  An agreement was 
made to organise another meeting the following week.  
 

Focus Group Meeting: Tourism & Conservation 
Date: 20 June 2019 
Time: 14:00 
Location: Paternoster Lodge 
Attendance: See attendance register 

Introductions and structure of meeting 

CES presented their powerpoint presentation of the Draft EIR 

Comment Response 

Noted that they (the appellant) are in the 
process of deciding if they are going to take the 
ministers decision on the scoping phase to the 
high court. Some IAP’s were not happy that 
scoping report was accepted. 

Noted. 

Kasteelberg buffer is measured from a centre 
point. IAP noted that Kasteelberg is an 
important heritage site. 
 
Stated that heritage impact cannot be 
mitigated. IAP stated that specialist “watered 
down” the impact. 

There is a heritage report that assessed the 
potential impacts the development will have on 
kasteelberg. This specialist study was 
undertaken by independent specialists that are 
well recognised in this fields of expertise.  
If IAPs have concerns or disagree with sections 
of the specialist’s reports. They are welcome to 
submit these to us before the 2nd of July. 

General concern is why next to Paternoster. IAP 
mentioned that as stated in the social impact 
assessment, it is not critical that it happens 
here and that benefits are not locality 
dependant. Furthermore there are several 
renewable energy developments on the AUR-
FRA line. 

Noted.  

How will the birds know how high to fly? Long term monitoring as well as a RADAR 
survey have indicated the current flight paths 
of the birds and this has been used to assess 
the potential impacts on birds. 

Other studies show high bird mortalities caused 
by Wind Energy Facilities.  

Noted.  The Avifaunal specialist is ane xpert in 
their field and has consulted the literature and 
monitoring data on the impact of windfarms.  

Is the RADAR survey available for review? The Avifaunal specialist was given the data and 
used it to assess the significance of the 
potential impacts. The data belongs to the 
developer and they are prepared to give 
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BirdLife or another bird specialist the data on a 
non-disclosure agreement – so they can assess 
it for themselves. The developer is not trying to 
hide data. They are only ensuring that the data 
is read by those who understand and have 
sufficient expertise to correctly interpret the 
data (i.e. bird specialists). 

How are mitigation measures implemented (for 
birds) & what technologies are available? 

Mitigation measures are included in the EMPr 
and are legally binding. 
Additional technologies are currently being 
used in Europe that detect if a bird is near the 
turbine, if so it emits a signal to deter the bird. 

CES hasn’t included the wind speed required to 
start the turbines. Bats don’t fly in speeds 
higher that 6-7m/s. This will reduce bat 
mortalities. 

Noted.  Your question and comment will be 
forwarded to the bat specialist for a response. 

What fencing is used around the wind farm as 
this may prevent the movement of animals? 

No additional fences will be constructed. 

How is the WEF going to impact bluecrane 
nesting?  

Your question and comment will be forwarded 
to the Avifaunal specialist. 

Paternoster is a pristine area and we are not 
going to benefit. 

The study area is an agricultural area with 
tourist holiday accommodation/businesses and 
conservation areas along the coastline.  While 
there will be some local economic benefits for 
farmers and local poor communiites, most of 
the economic and energy benefits will be 
regional and national.  The economic impact 
assessment indicates low or insignificant 
negative impacts on tourism and property 
values.   

You are trying to make this development fit 
where it doesn’t. 

The specialists and EAP involved in the EIA are 
independent and have assessed the full range 
of potential impacts and alternatives as 
required in the regulations and guidelines for 
such assessments.  We have identified and 
acknowledged both the benefits and negative 
impacts. Our job is to assess and report on the 
potential impacts of this proposed project at 
this site so that the authorities can make a 
decision on this application for authorisation.   

Us residents of Paternoster only see 
disadvantages and we are carrying the 
risks/negative consequences without any 
benefits. 

The value of property and tourism in the 
specialist reports were not in touch with 
common trends. 

The tourism and economic studies were 
completed by external specialists who are well 
recognised in their field of expertise. The 
impacts were assessed by analysing trends 
before, during and after construction of the 
WC1 WEF as well as trends before, during and 
after construction of the WEF’s near Jeffery’s 
Bay (also a tourist hub) in the Eastern Cape. A 
review of the literature and the national trends 
were also taken into consideration. 
Furthermore interviews were conducted with 9 
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estate agents and 12 tourism agents. If you 
have other information or concerns about their 
assessment, then please submit your 
comments.  

IAP stated that the specialist didn’t interviewed 
the correct (tourism and property) people. 

You are advised to review these specialist 
reports and the information about who was 
interviewed and submit your comments. 

The highest impact on the property market and 
tourism is crime.  

Noted.  Crime is one of the key factors 
influencing property values and tourism 
identified in the economic report.  

Landscape is also important for tourism. At our 
guest house we have both seaview and nature 
view suites. Based on the ratings we have 
received from our guests, the nature view has a 
higher rating than the seaview (9.87/10 vs 
9.79/10). 

Noted.  If you have other information or 
concerns about the tourism assessment, then 
please submit your comments. 

Why did you come to paternoster and 
proposed this development? 

The developers indicated that they develop 
wind farms and their site choice was a result of 
the wind map which indicated a feasible wind 
resource for this area.  The competitive nature 
of the renewable energy bidding processes 
force them to look for the most high potential 
areas.  

What vibrations are caused by wind turbines 
and how will it affect faunal species breeding? 

Your question and comment will be forwarded 
to the Avifaunal specialist. 

How will the components get to site and how 
will it affect traffic? 

This was assessed in the traffic study.  Local 
roads will be used and upgraded.  Traffic is low 
and is not expected to impact traffic 
significantly. 

 

Focus Group Meeting: Meeting with Local residents of Paternoster Fishing village - Local 
Disadvantaged Community 

Date: 26 June 2019 
Time: 15:00 
Location: Paternoster Hotel 
Attendance: See attendance register 

Introduction of staff and developers.  
The structure of the presentation will follow that of the report and the findings of the project. 
Summary of the report will be provided, comments and concerns will be brought forward 
thereafter. 
CES has done the 2nd phase of the EIA, Savannah did the 1st which was the scoping phase. The 
change from Savannah to CES was made by the developer in October after an appeal, the DEA 
decided what would be investigated further once an I&AP appealed against the DEA’s decision. 
The EIA process was suspended until the decision was made in April ‘19. This took longer than was 
expected, but the DEA decided that it was acceptable and lifted the appeal so that the EIA may 
proceed. 

EIA process is explained step by step 

CES presented their powerpoint presentation of the Draft EIR 

Comment Response 

When do the comments close? 2nd July 
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Will Paternoster be accommodated with jobs 
when the construction begins? 
 

The department of energy sets out requirement 
to win a project, 50% of the jobs created must 
come from the local community and this could 
include civil workers, electrical, etc. Previous 
projects had 67% of the employees coming 
from the local community as this gave the 
project a competitive edge and a higher 
likelihood of winning the bid. 
 
Essentially there will be 340 jobs created during 
the construction phase of the project and 17 
permanent jobs which will last for the lifespan 
of the project. The minimum requirement is 
that 50% of these jobs are sourced from the 
local community 
 

We are fishermen and we agree that this is 
100% a fishing town, what are they going to 
teach our youth that would be fishermen so 
that they can be employed at the wind farm. 
Now you need a matric just to be a labourer. I 
myself only have a grade 10. How are they 
going to make it better for our children? What 
are they going to put back into the community? 
We work for 6 months of the year, the other six 
months we sit at home. 
 

The department requires that a certain amount 
of the revenue needs to be spent on the local 
community. WC1 had to give ownership of 
2,5% of the wind farm- when it was built the 
community loaned the percentage to pay back 
over 10 years before they could start seeing 
profits. 
A 1, 5% revenue has to go to the community as 
a minimum requirement of the department of 
energy this percent translates to 5million rand 
per year which would need to be spent on the 
community 
When money is received, engagement with the 
community would be done to assess the needs, 
if this is education or bursaries or funding 
bursaries and training. The Valued Citizens 
Initiative is what WC1 has teamed up with to 
provide education as this was seen as high on 
the needs list. Ideally a bursary would be given 
to students and then they could be trained to 
work at the wind farm- one of the students 
from VCI is a manager at WC1, so this would be 
the ideal 
 

When they were building the Sahldana steel 
plant, they didn’t bring locals on board, they 
brought labourers in and when they were 
finished they left all those people behind and 
this creates a bigger problem with 
unemployment, poverty and crime. They 
basically used the community to get the project 
as we thought we would be used as labourer, 
but they forgot about the community. How do 
we know this won’t happen again? 

The concern about a development saying that 
they will provide jobs- this was looked at in the 
social impacts and it was decided that it should 
be avoided bringing outsiders in and to use 
local labour in so much as possible. It makes 
sense to employ locally as it reduces the cost of 
transport and accommodation if labourers have 
to travel. 
Now the DEA is better at ensuring compliance 
with this and always recommend that the best 
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 way to ensure that developers are held liable to 
the DEA who issues licenses is for the 
community to be involved. The department of 
energy will bring someone to audit and monitor 
how the project is being run and will deduct 
points over a year and fine the developer a lot 
of money for non-compliance at the IPP office 
 

There has been a lot of negativity from the 
guesthouses and businesses. Can an impact on 
the project come from their comments? 
 

Any comments received must be included and 
responded to. The DEA must review and take 
this into consideration. The final decision will 
be taken from the different perspectives and 
opinions and on findings of the specialist 
studies. 
 

The people who are commenting, can we have 
a meeting with them and ask their story? 
 

The decision is made by the DEA and is not a 
decision between the people of the 
community, everything must be included in the 
report for the DEA to review and decide. 
 

I was shown where the grounds of the turbines 
are- who owns the land, the wind farm? 
 

The wind farm doesn’t own the land, they only 
rent the land which is used- they know nothing 
about farming, only wind farming, so the 
farmers continue to farm the land. 
 
 

You are asking us around the wind farm to give 
input on it, but why if the decision has already 
been made. 
 

The decision has not been made, we are still in 
the public review period and are asking for your 
comment as the decision will only be made 
once all the comments, report etc has gone 
through to the DEA to be reviewed and then 
they will make a decision. 
 

My opinion on the WEF is that there is a 
possibility that it can be accommodated. I don’t 
have a problem with it. Heritage areas, 
speaking of Paternoster and places of where 
our past comes from- we have built it up 
ourselves, our homes.  
Now we have outsiders come and take up place 
saying things about the birds and bats that are 
harmed by the turbines. 
 I agree on the farm, the study done shows only 
a small possibility of birds and bats being 
harmed 

 

What about us with no qualifications, we left 
school in grade 10 to get jobs, how is it possible 
to get jobs? 
 

Jobs will be available in the construction phase, 
installing the new roads etc, but this will need 
some form of experience. The socio-economic 
development funds on the previous project 
were not spent in Paternoster, they were spent 
elsewhere, EIRO was not spent in Paternoster- 
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now that the other local towns have had 
assistance, Paternoster will get preference to 
be developed. 
 

Is the Project paternosters? Will they get 
electricity directly from the farm and pay less or 
cheaper? 
 

All electricity goes into the national pool and 
must go through Eskom. 
Renewable energy prices are lower than coal 
electricity because of the competitive market. 
So you will be paying less. It is cheaper per hour 
to produce renewable energy now than it is to 
produce coal energy because of the 
competition driving down the prices. The 
project will also have to invest in enterprise 
development and the funding doesn’t 
necessarily have to go to energy, but any 
enterprise, agriculture for example. 
 

 

Focus Group Meeting: Meeting with Local residents of St Helena Bay fishing village - Local 
Disadvantaged Community 

Date: 26 June 2019 
Time: 18:00 
Location: Steenburg Cove Community Hall, St Helena Bay 
Attendance: See attendance register 

CES provided an introduction to Boulder’s findings of the development for comments to include in 
the final report. 
Introduction to the structure of the report- DEA has asked to discuss all points in the report.  
The first phase was done by Savannah and the developer changed their mind after an appeal to 
stop the development was made and the outcome was unsure. The independent specialists 
stayed on board from phase one. 
Outline of the EIA process explained.  
Currently in the final phase after the specialist phase, the public review period and this phase lasts 
44 days, it will end on the 2nd of July- the appeal interrupted the first phase. 

CES presented their powerpoint presentation of the Draft EIR 

Comment Response 

What was the appeal? 
 

The appeal was lodged in October after the DEA 
made a decision on the scoping process, to 
approve the process- the public disagreed and 
halted the process with the appeal. The 
accusation in the appeal was that Savannah 
wasn’t objective and were siding with the 
developer and that not all required information 
was provided to the public and that not all 
alternatives were investigated. The appeal took 
a long time and was only lifted in April instead 
of January. The DEA dismissed the appeal after 
reviewing all the information and the DEA said 
that the EIA could continue. 

When did this process start, was it part of 
WC1? 

WC1 is a separate development, this has had 
two EIAs, and initially the first was not 
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 completed, as there was a change in 
shareholders. The current shareholders bought 
the development. The timeframes for the EIA 
are tight the previous EIA ran out of time and 
the process had to start again. The project area 
also changed from the initial scoping phase, it 
decreased in size substantially from 10 to 5 
farms. Most of the turbines are on the east side 
on the road from Vredenburg to 
Stompneusbaai.  

Where is your laydown area? 
 

Every turbine has its own laydown area around 
the site, this is in the report which was 
released. 

There were areas identified as low sensitivity, is 
St Helena the alternative? 
 

The alternatives were chosen according to their 
suitability for wind turbines- wind resources, 
proximity to access roads, Saldanha Port etc. 

Which animals can we expect to not see again 
because of this development, if one animal 
leaves then the whole ecosystem will change 
and more animals will also leave? 
People are complaining about the noise. This is 
going to affect our wellbeing and health and 
sleep. 
What about the devaluation of properties, will 
we be compensated for the loss. When we 
want to sell one day and retire? 
What about the impact on places that have 
special meaning to us? 
Some feel disadvantaged being fully Afrikaans 
and are unhappy knowing it’s an Afrikaans 
community and you come without a translator. 
We don’t see this meeting as valid as we are 
Afrikaans here. So how can we argue if we 
don’t understand? 
What will the long-term benefits to the 
community be? 

We will get to all these questions once we have 
finished the presentation. 

Gerald Pieter: 
Thanks for addressing. We are born and bred in 
this area, a concern that we have asked to be 
addressed in Afrikaans. We understand, but not 
the methodology unless it is explained in 
Afrikaans. Been having an eye on the 
development with Johan, what’s very 
important to me and stands out in St Helena 
bay area, we need to make money and feed our 
families, we are fishermen. It has an impact on 
my children, we need permits for everything. 
The socio-economic side is where we are 
looking for them to make a difference on the 
drug issues in the area, diving for perlemoen 
etc. in the area. There are no more jobs and a 
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common labourer needs a matric.my daughter 
must remember the area as the coast, we need 
to understand the impact of this project on the 
community. I want to know the start the middle 
and the end of the project and the benefit. 
Sorry for being late. 
If we start on the wrong foot, the people that 
have lived here for 6 years, not their whole life- 
it annoys me. 
Why must they talk about us and the 
unemployment issue. This project must be a 
success from the beginning to the end. 
Lack of a translator is an issue. 
 

Did you do a social impact study? Yes. 

What will the project do for this community? 
How are all the associated areas going to 
benefit, besides job creation? How many will 
you employ? What are the benefits besides 
employment? 
 

(Candice translated) 
Jobs will be created during the construction 
phase and as there are more jobs there will be 
a calculated economic development. This is 
created by the department of energy. 340 
people will be employed per year and 50% of 
these have to come from the local community, 
so 150 people will be employed from the local 
community for the first 2 years and then 17 
people will be employed on a permanent basis 
for 20 years. The department insists on 
compliance with these minimum standards, so 
50% must come from a 50km radius, making up 
the skilled and semi-skilled workforce 
employed on the project. We want to develop 
people, but we can’t go ahead with this as we 
have not yet gained approval. It is important 
that we go through the process and not create 
expectations and talk to people about this. 
The SIA has identified capacity building and 
employment to include in the environmental 
assessment and environmental management 
plan so as to prepare for the biding process. 
The recommendations are in the EMP and will 
be in the final draft sent to the DEA 

Mrs Geduld’s questions still need to be 
answered. 
 

It first needs to be said that two or three other 
licences will still need to be applied for from 
the department of energy by the developer 
after authorisation, which can only be done 
after showing deliverables to the socio-
economic need. This displays that we can 
deliver and shows how and where the money 
will be spent etc. 
Economic development and job creation needs 
to have 1,5% of the revenue which needs to be 
spent on the local community and this 
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translates to 5million rand per year to be spent 
where the community needs are 
 

But they can’t choose where the money is 
spent, they must ask the community what 
there needs are. 
 

On the questions about job creation during 
construction and operation, the project is 
obliged to spend the socio-economic revenue 
locally, yearly for 20 years. 

I hope that there will be discussion as it 
progresses that money has been appropriately 
spent, maybe they only spend 0,5 when they 
were supposed to spend 1,5%! 
 

The government now monitors the spending of 
money. They are more aware of the process 
and come with an auditor to check up. 
 

We recommend that a local steering committee 
is elected in order to make decisions for the 
community on behalf of the community. 

 

In terms of the location of the wind farm, why 
is it closer to St Helena bay? There was 
unhappiness when it was moved  
 

Maura 
Sensitivity maps done by the specialists on site 
looked at no-go areas birds were most active 
around- the water, so they moved it 500m 
away. The biggest issue is the visual impacts on 
the st Helena bay side. We cannot get closer 
because people will not allow it any closer. 
They believe that it is fatally flawed and 
unacceptable. 
 Candice: 
This is all in the library, anyone can go look at 
the reports 

They said that they must be put in certain areas 
because of their subjective assessment on high 
and low impacts. How can they say what are 
high and low impacts? When it comes to 
biodiversity, it is easy to determine which will 
be chased away, if one bird leaves, everything 
might be changed. 

Maura 
That is what the specialists did. The radar study 
looked at the existing information, the 
behaviours and the habitats in question. 
 

Does the developer own the land now? 
 

Nobody bought the land, the developer will 
only be renting the land which is used and the 
farmers will continue to farm the land. 

So you rent the land for 20 years? What 
happens after 20 years? 

A decommissioning process will happen, where 
they will take it all down, unless a new licence is 
applied for. 

After this process, how long will the 
construction phase take if all goes well? 
It is good to visit surrounding projects for 
background, but we ask to get something 
different and unique to WC1, not just a copy 
paste of their project, because they already 
work with others. So be cautious 
There is a bare minimum of 50% to be spent 
locally, I request that we look above the bare 
minimum. We want to go above the bare 
minimum. I have made a mental note of 1,5% 

About maximising development for socio-
economic development the trade-off between 
environment, economic and social impacts, we 
need to consider this. 
In response to the question on Timeframes, we 
hope to compete in the programme by next 
year and then it would generally take one year 
to close theh contract, so 2 years to begin 
construction. Renewable energy programme 
takes 70% and wins on the lowest price, 30% 
wins on the economic growth, so you get more 
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spent on social development plan. 5million, can 
we not increase this amount to address social 
issues. You can only manage what you can 
measure- there are evils in this community . 
measure it and then you can manage it, you 
could lessen these evils through your strategic 
management. Lets see the level that you can 
increase this to, not just 1,5% 
The fauna and flora, I want it to be there for my 
kids, unfortunately, my biggest struggle is to 
put food on the table. I want to know the route 
to get more turbines. If we can double it, we 
can double the jobs, 3% can go to socio-
economic development. We want to make sure 
the project will have a maximum impact on 
ourselves, in terms of job opportunities, the 
reduction of social evils.  

points the more you give. So if another project 
was offering 2,2% to social , the competitive 
nature of the bid wouldmean that you would 
have to give more in order to win. 
There is also a minimum of 2,5% community 
ownership of the project- this can be done as a 
loan which is payed back over 10 years before 
seeing profits. 
 

Britannica heights is cut off from seeing 
Paternoster, 10 people can see Paternoster, but 
these have only lived in the Western Cape for 3 
years. If you look at the cost to accommodate 
those people, why not use the community to 
sort this out? 

The DEA must decide on authorisation, they 
cannot ignore the negatives or the benefits.. 

Our department is not listening to us, but those 
in Britannica heights instead. It’s very upsetting, 
these people are playing with the livelihoods of 
our locals. They are wanting to set up 
community initiatives, wanting to stand on 
fighting the wind farm. The legislation should 
measure up how many are against and how 
many are for the development. The things 
frustrating us on a daily basis, these against 
positive development and community 
development. It will blow up in their faces, 
calling the newspapers and carte blanche, 
speaking of “our history’ as white people, just 
for their benefits. 

 

Is it unlawful to get a standard support letter? 
 

There are no standard letters, but there are 
comment forms available 

There is a captain of the intelligence cluster 
part of this meeting. 

 

If there is a bidding process, where is the 
competition? 
 

Everyone participating in a wind farm must get 
authorisation. They could be anywhere in the 
country 

If the “local area” extends to a 50km radius, 
what all is included? Vredenburg? What are the 
benefits for the local community? How would 
you consider how many would get a job? 

It isn’t viable to source people from far away, in 
terms of transport and housing. If skills exist 
nearby, those would of course get the job. But 
it is all depending on skill. 

Will there be a follow up? Yes, once authorisation is granted, a committee 
will be set up to discuss further. 

 


