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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Project History 

Moyeng Energy (Pty) Ltd identified the potential to develop various wind energy facility projects to add 

capacity to the national electricity grid. A site was identified for the establishment of the facility which 

is located 3km west of Darling within the Western Cape Province (the proposed Rheboksfontein Wind 

Energy Facility). An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process was conducted during 2010 and 

2011, and subsequently authorised on 2 February 2012 (DEFF Reference: 12/12/20/1582) in terms of 

regulation 37 of the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, 2006. The EA has been 

amended several times since 2012. 

It must be noted that the power line between the Facility and the substation is authorised separately 

to this EA. The EA for the construction of a 132kV power line between the authorised Rheboksfontein 

Wind Energy Facility and the Aurora Substation (DEA Ref No.: 14/12/16/3/3/1/1533) was granted on 8 

July 2016. Therefore the potential impact of the power line and of the substation is not considered in 

this amendment application. 

Proposed Amendment 

Moyeng Energy now wishes to maximise the generating capacity in order to add new capacity to the 

national electricity grid in line with the Department of Mineral Resources and Energyôs (DMRE) 

Renewable Energy Independent Power Producer Procurement Programme (REIPP Procurement 

Programme). A maximum capacity of 140MW is permitted in the REIPP Procurement Programme and 

this will allow for economies of scale and the lowest possible energy pricing. 

As such, Moyeng Energy has since identified changes which will increased the capacity output based 

on wind turbine technology evolution whilst not increasing the project area of influence.    

The proposed amendments to the Project description are as follows:  

Â Increased turbine rotor diameter: from 126m to up to 170m;  

Â Increased hub height: from 120m to 130m; 

Â Increased maximum output capacity: from 129MW to 140MW; 

Â Removal of turbine locations 32 and 33; 

Â Increased temporary laydown are: from 40x40m to 50x65m; 

Â Removal of the restriction of a steel tower; and 

Â Increased turbine footprint: from 15x15m to 25x25m. 

In addition to these changes, Moyeng Energy wishes to extend the validity of the EA, which is due to 

expire in February 2021. Moyeng Energy wishes to extend the validity a further 5 years, as there is 

uncertainty related to the commencement of Round 5 of the REIPP Procurement Programme and 

resultant uncertainty of start of construction, should the project be awarded. 

Location 

The proposed Rheboksfontein project site that has been identified for the establishment of the facility 

is located 3km west of Darling within the Western Cape Province (Figure 0-1Figure 4-1). The area 

considered for development of the proposed facility and associated infrastructure, is as follows: 

Â Remaining extent of Farm 568 (Rheboksfontein); 

Â Farm 567 (Nieuwe Plaats); 

Â Remaining extent of Farm 571 (Bonteberg); 

Â Portion 1 of Farm 574 (Doornfontein); 

Â Portion 1 of Farm 551 (Plat Klip); 

Â Farm 1199 (Groot Berg); and 

Â Portion 2 of Farm 552 (Slang Kop). 
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Objectives and Legislative Framework 

The overall objectives of this assignment are to undertake a Part 2 EA amendment in terms of the EIA 

Regulations, Listing Notice 2, GNR 326 of the National Environmental Management Act (NEMA), as 

amended for the proposed amendments.  

This amendment report has been compiled in accordance with the provisions of Regulation 32(1) of 

the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended), and includes: 

Â An assessment of all impacts related to the proposed change; 

Â An evaluation of the advantages and disadvantages associated with the proposed change; 

Â Provision of measures to ensure avoidance, management and mitigation of any impacts 

associated with such proposed change; and 

Â Identification of any changes required to the EMPr. 

The report has been made available for public comment for a period of 30 days in terms of the 

standard requirements by the competent authority, namely the Department of Environment, Forestry 

and Fisheries (DEFF) in line with applicable legislation. Comments received will be addressed and 

incorporated into the Final EA Amendment Assessment Report for submission to the DEFF. 

Motivation for Changes 

Moyeng Energy wishes to maximise the generating capacity in order to add new capacity to the 

national electricity grid in line with the Department of Mineral Resources and Energyôs (DMRE) REIPP 

Procurement Programme. A maximum capacity of 140MW is permitted in the REIPP Procurement 

Programme and this will allow for economies of scale and the lowest possible energy pricing. 

Turbine technology has significantly improved since the original EA in 2012, and as such, Moyeng 

Energy is able to increase the generation capacity or production output through improvements in 

Turbine Rotor Diameter (from 126m to 170m), hub height (120m to 130m) and individual turbine 

footprint) of the site whilst not increasing the project area of influence or environmental impact. As an 

upside, as turbine technology evolves annually and unit capacity increases from the 3MW and 4MW 

platform to the 5MW and 6MW platform, the number of turbines required is expected to subsequently 

reduce. 

Another benefit of the improved technology is the removal of two turbines from the project layout. This 

will likely reduce potential project impacts, in particular related to avifaunal impacts. The two turbines 

removed to reduce potential impacts on avifauna.  

Motivation for Extending Validity Period  

The extension in validity of the EA would allow for sufficient time to commence with construction as 

there is uncertainty related to the commencement of Round 5 REIPP Procurement Programme and 

resultant uncertainty of start of construction if the project is awarded. Thus, the applicant wishes to 

apply to extend the validity of the EA a further five years to allow for Moyeng Energy to partake in the 

REIPP Procurement Programme. The project/site is also very mature with numerous specialist 

studies undertaken over the past 10 years with all risks well understood. It has been outside the 

control of the developer that construction and the REIPPP program has been unable to proceed in the 

past 5 years, thereby motivating and warranting an extension. 

Impact Assessment 

The proposed amendments may alter the original significance ratings and mitigation measures of 

specific environmental considerations. As such, ERM revised the impact assessment for the 

construction, operational and decommissioning phases, and where necessary the original specialists 

provided their opinion on the changes to the impacts should the proposed amendments be approved.  
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As shown in Table 0-1, the proposed amendments (with mitigation measures in place) will bring about 

a lesser impact on flora and fauna, avifauna, noise and geological receptors. Impacts on heritage 

resources, visual receptors and social receptors remain largely unchanged.  

Table 0-1 Post Mitigation Significance Rating for Original and Amendment 
Related Impacts 

Impact  Original Impact Amended Impacts 

Flora & Fauna Minor Negligible 

Avian Moderate  Minor  

Visual Moderate - High Moderate - High 

Noise  Minor - Moderate Minor  

Geology & Soil Minor Negligible 

Heritage & Palaeontology Minor Minor 

Social Positive Positive 

EMPr 

Various amendments were made to update the Draft Environmental Management Program report 

(EMPr), which should be submitted to DEFF for approval prior to the commencement of construction.  

Advantages and Disadvantages 

The proposed project (with amendments) will have the following advantages: 

Â The larger generating capacity will help bridge the gap between electricity demand and supply; 

Â The increase in the validity of the EA means that the proposed facility will be available for REIPP 

Procurement Programme bidding; 

Â A reduction in the amount of wind turbines will require less clearance for turbine foundations; 

Â It will create a comprehensive long term solution that will cater for future demands without the 

need to construct new power lines in the same area;  

Â The construction facility will result in the job creation during construction and operation;  

Â The potential impact on bird species, in particular on pelicans, will be reduced as two of the 

turbine locations with the highest number of óHigh Risk Flightsô were removed from the revised 

development proposals; 

Â The removal of certain turbine positions has reduced the potential interaction with martial eagles, 

or other species, hunting over these areas or using updrafts from the slopes; 

Â The updated assessments, as per this EA Amendment Report (and associated specialist 

assessments) means that the latest policies and guidelines have been considered and 

incorporated into the EA; and  

Â Electrification has significant positive benefits from a socio-economic perspective, and leads to 

many social benefits for organs of state, individuals, industries and communities. 

The disadvantages of the proposed change are as follows:  

Â The height and rotor diameter may have a slighter increased visual impact, however, as 

highlighted by the Visual specialist the difference in impact significance will be minor.  

Recommendations 

This report describes the methods used, the findings of specialist studies, proposed amendments to 

the EMP and any recommendations of the EAP. This report has been compiled to make this 

information available to I&APs for review prior to the submission of the final report to DEFF, in order to 

promote transparent and informed decision-making. A thorough PPP is being conducted and all 

I&APs will be recognised and engaged, their inputs contributing to an enhanced project. 
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1. PROJECT BACKGROUND  

1.1 Project History 

Moyeng Energy (Pty) Ltd (hereafter referred to as Moyeng Energy or the Project Proponent) has 

identified the potential to develop various wind energy facility projects to add capacity to the national 

electricity grid. Extensive pre-feasibility analyses and site identification processes was undertaken by 

Moyeng Energy and their wind engineers Windlab in identifying potentially suitable sites for wind 

energy development. A site was identified for the establishment of the facility which is located 3km 

west of Darling within the Western Cape Province. This proposed development is referred to as the 

Rheboksfontein Wind Energy Facility. 

An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process was conducted by Savannah Environmental 

during 2010 and 2011, with an Environmental Authorisation (EA) application submitted to the 

Department of Environment, Forestry and Fisheries (DEFF)1, and subsequently authorised on  

2 February 2012 (DEFF Reference: 12/12/20/1582) in terms of regulation 37 of the Environmental 

Impact Assessment Regulations, 2006. The existing EA, and relevant EA amendments is attached as 

Appendix A to this report. 

Six amendments to the EA were granted by the DEFF as follows: 

Â An amendment to the conditions of the EA was issued to Moyeng Energy in response to appeals 

submitted by stakeholders; 

Â An amendment in respect of a change of the name of the holder of the EA and an amendment of 

text in the project description was granted on 27 June 2014; 

Â An amendment in respect of a two year extension of validity of the EIA was granted on  

30 January 2015; 

Â An amendment to the project description was granted on 28 May 2015; 

Â An amendment in respect of a two year extension of validity of the EIA was granted on  

22 November 2016; and  

Â An amendment in respect of a change of the name of the holder of the EA and a two year 

extension of validity of the EIA was granted on 5 March 2019. The EA is currently valid until  

2 February 2021.  

It must be noted that the power line between the Rheboksfontein Wind Energy Facility and the Aurora 

Substation (or potentially Dassenberg Substation), is authorised separately to this EA. The EA for the 

construction of a 132kV power line between the authorised Rheboksfontein Wind Energy Facility and 

the Aurora Substation (DEA Ref No.: 14/12/16/3/3/1/1533) was granted on 8 July 2016. Therefore the 

potential impact of the power line and of the substation is not considered in this amendment 

application. 

1.2 Proposed Amendment 

Moyeng Energy now wishes to maximise the generating capacity in order to add new capacity to the 

national electricity grid in line with the Department of Mineral Resources and Energyôs (DMRE) 

Renewable Energy Independent Power Producer Procurement Programme (REIPP Procurement 

Programme). A maximum capacity of 140MW is permitted in the REIPP Procurement Programme and 

this will allow for economies of scale and the lowest possible energy pricing. 

As such, Moyeng Energy has since identified changes which will increased the capacity output based 

on wind turbine technology evolution whilst not increasing the project area of influence.    

                                                      
1
 Previously the Department of Environmental Affairs (DEA) 
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The proposed amendments to the Project description are as follows:  

Â Increased turbine rotor diameter: from 126m to up to 170m;  

Â Increased hub height: from 120m to 130m; 

Â Increased maximum output capacity: from 129MW to 140MW; 

Â Removal of turbine locations 32 and 33; 

Â Increased temporary laydown are: from 40x40m to 50x65m; 

Â Removal of the restriction of a steel tower; and 

Â Increased turbine footprint: from 15x15m to 25x25m. 

In addition to these changes, Moyeng Energy wishes to extend the validity of the EA, which is due to 

expire in February 2021. Moyeng Energy wishes to extend the validity a further 5 years, as there is 

uncertainty related to the commencement of Round 5 of the REIPP Procurement Programme and 

resultant uncertainty of start of construction, should the project be awarded. 

1.3 Objectives 

The overall objectives of this assignment are to undertake a Part 2 EA amendment in terms of the EIA 

Regulations, Listing Notice 2, GNR 326 of the National Environmental Management Act (NEMA), as 

amended for the proposed amendments to the infrastructure design at the authorised Rheboksfontein 

Wind Energy Facility in the Western Cape.  

This amendment report has been compiled in accordance with the provisions of Regulation 32(1) of 

the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended), and includes: 

Â An assessment of all impacts related to the proposed change; 

Â An evaluation of the advantages and disadvantages associated with the proposed change; 

Provision of measures to ensure avoidance, management and mitigation of any impacts 

associated with such proposed change; and 

Â Identification of any changes required to the EMPr. 

The report has been made available for public comment for a period of 30 days in terms of the 

standard requirements by the competent authority, namely the Department of Environment, Forestry 

and Fisheries (DEFF) in line with applicable legislation. Comments received will be addressed and 

incorporated into the Final EA Amendment Assessment Report for submission to the DEFF. This 

process is described in Section 3. 
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PROJECT PERSONNEL 

2. PROJECT PERSONNEL  

2.1 Project Proponent 

Moyeng Energy is the Project Proponent and Applicant for the purposes of the Environmental 

Authorisation in South Africa. The contact details for the Proponent are presented below:  

Moyeng Energy (Pty) Ltd 

Contact:   Michael Steiner 

Telephone:   (086) 231 0262 

Email:    Michael.steiner@engie.com 

Postal Address:  Building 1 Ground Floor Country Club Estate, 21 Woodlands Drive,  

              Woodmead, 2191, Johannesburg, South Africa 

2.2 EIA Consultant 

The requirement for environmental consultants to act independently and objectively is an established 

principle in South African law. The 2014 EIA Regulations, as amended under GN R.326 specifically 

state: 

ñéan EAP (environmental assessment practitioner) (must have) no business, financial, personal or 

other interest in the activity, application or appeal in respect of which that EAP is appointed in terms of 

these Regulations other than fair remuneration for work performed in connection with that activity; or 

that there are no circumstances that may compromise the objectivity of that EAP in performing such 

work.ò 

The role of the environmental consultants is to provide credible, objective and accessible information 

to government and other stakeholders, so that an informed decision can be made about whether a 

proposed development should proceed or not.   

ERM is a privately-owned company registered to conduct business in South Africa. ERM has no 

financial ties to, nor is ERM a subsidiary, legally or financially, of Moyeng Energy or ENGIE. 

Remuneration for the services to ERM is not linked to an approval by the decision-making authority. 

Furthermore, ERM has no secondary interest in the development. 

The ERM team selected for this Project possess the relevant expertise and experience to undertake 

this EIA Report. As such, ERM has signed the legally required declaration of independence to 

function as an objective Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP).  

The CVs and details of the Independent Environmental Practitioner are presented in Appendix B.  

The contact details of the EAP for the application are presented in below: 

Environmental Resources Management Southern Africa (Pty) Ltd. 

Contact:  Stephanie Gopaul 

Telephone:   (+27) 31 265 0033 

Email:   Stephanie.gopaul@erm.com 

Postal Address:  S005, 17 the Boulevard, Westway Office Park,  

               Westville, 3635, Durban, South Africa 

The core EIA team members involved in this EIA process are listed in Table 2-1. 
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Table 2-1 the EIA Team 

Name Role Qualifications, Experience 

Simon Van Wyk Partner in Charge MPhil (Environmental Management), 

PrSciNat, over 20 years of experience 

Stephanie Gopaul Environmental Assessment 

Practitioner 

MSc (Environmental Management), over 

10 years of experience 

Amy Barclay Project Manager, Technical 

Coordinator 

MSc (Environmental and Wetland 

Sciences), over 4 years of experience 

Marianne Strohbach  Biodiversity Specialist MSc (Botany), PrSciNat (Botany and 

Ecology), 27 years of experience 

2.3 Specialist Team 

As part of the original EIA process undertaken in 2010, a number of specialist studies were 

undertaken. The original specialist reports are attached in Appendix C. 

Table 2-2 Specialist Studies Undertaken in 2010 and 2011 for the Original EIA 

Specialist  Specialist Study 2010 

Nick Helme Botanical Surveys, Nicholas 

Alexander Helme 

Flora Impact Assessment  

Avisense Consulting, Andrew Jenkins Avian Impact Assessment 

David Hoare Consulting, David Hoare Fauna Impact Assessment  

Outeniqua Geotechnical Services cc, Iain Paton Geological Impact Assessment 

MetroGIS, Lourens du Plessis Visual Impact Assessment  

ACO Associates, Jayson Orton  Heritage Impact Assessment  

M2 Environmental Connection cc, Morné de 

Jager, Johan Mareô 

Noise Impact Study  

Tony Barbour Consulting, Tony Barbour Social Impact Assessment  

John Pether Palaeontological Impact Assessment  

ARC Institute for Soil, Climate and Water, Garry 

Paterson 

Soil Profile  

In 2018 several studies were undertaken due to the proposed changes to the project. Several of the 

existing specialist studies were updated to include impact assessments of the proposed changes to 

the proposed wind turbine sizes and project layout. These reports are attached in Appendix C. 

Table 2-3 Specialist Studies Undertaken in 2018 based on Proposed Project 
Changes 

Specialist  Specialist Report 2018 

Newton Landscape Architects cc Comparative Viewshed Analysis And Visual Assessment 

Enviro Acoustic Research, Morné de Jager Addendum to accompany 2010 Noise Impact 

Assessment Report 
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Several of the existing specialist studies were updated to include impact assessments of the 

proposed changes to the proposed wind turbine sizes and project layout. The updated specialist 

letters and reports are attached in Appendix D. 

Table 2-4 Specialist Studies Undertaken in 2020 based on Proposed Changes 

Specialist  Specialist Report/ Addendum 2020 

ERM, Marianne Strohbach Addendum to accompany 2010 Flora Impact Assessment 

Report as well as the 2010 Fauna Impact Assessment 

Report 

ERM, Peter Wright Addendum to accompany 2010 Avifauna Impact 

Assessment Report 

Outeniqua Geotechnical Services cc, Iain Paton Addendum to accompany 2010 Geological Impact 

Assessment Report 

Newton Landscape Architects cc, Graham Young 

 

Update of the 2010 Visual Impact Assessment Report 

ACO Associates, John Gribble Addendum to accompany 2010 Heritage Impact 

Assessment Report 

Enviro Acoustic Research, Morné de Jager Addendum to accompany 2010 and 2019 Noise Impact 

Assessment Report 

Tony Barbour Consulting, Tony Barbour Update of the 2010 Social Impact Assessment Report 

2.4 Undertaking by EAP 

ERM believes that the information provided in this Scoping Report is correct and is the most recent 

information provided by the Proponent and specialists thus far. Inputs and recommendations from the 

specialistsô reports have been included into the report where relevant.  
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3. LEGAL FRAMEWORK AND ESIA METHODOLOGY 

3.1 Policy and Legislative Context 

The following table sets out the relevant legislative requirements applicable to the Project, and 

describes the measures undertaken during the original EIA process as well as this Amendment 

process to adhere to these requirements. 

Table 3-1 Legislative Requirements Applicable to the Project 

Applicable legislation & 
guidelines  

Applicable Requirements Reference where applied 

National Environmental 
Management Act (Act No 107 of 
1998) 

EIA Regulations have been 
promulgated in terms of Chapter 5. 

This EIA report was submitted to 
the DEFF and Provincial 
Environmental Department in 
support of the application for 
authorisation. 

National Environmental 
Management: Waste Act (Act No 
59 of 2008) 

The Act provides listed activities 
requiring a waste license. 

Waste licence is required. 

Environment Conservation Act 
(Act No 73 of 1989) 

National Noise Control 
Regulations GN R154 (10 January 
1992). 

Noise Impact Assessment is 
required to be undertaken in 
accordance with SANS 10328 ï 
this has been undertaken as part 
of the EIA process. There are 
noise level limits which must be 
adhered to. 

National Water Act (Act No 36 of 
1998) 

The project proponent must 
ensure that reasonable measures 
were taken throughout the life 
cycle of the project to prevent and 
remedy the effects of pollution to 
water resources from occurring, 
continuing or recurring. 

Applicable during the EIA phase 
and will continue to apply 
throughout the life cycle of the 
project. 

National Environmental 
Management: Air Quality Act (Act 
No 39 of 2004) 

Sections 18, 19 and 20 of the Act 
allow certain areas to be declared 
and managed as ñpriority areasò. 

Declaration of controlled emitters 
(Part 3 of Act) and controlled fuels 
(Part 4 of Act) with relevant 
emission standards. 

Applicable during the operational 
phase of the project. The Act 
provides that an air quality officer 
may require any person to submit 
an atmospheric impact report if 
there is reasonable suspicion that 
the person has failed to comply 
with the Act. 
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3.2 NEMA Listed Activities  

The EA authorised on 2 February 2012 in terms of regulation 37 of the Environmental Impact 

Assessment Regulations, 2006 included listed activities from GNR 386 of 2006 and GN387 of 2006 

as shown in Table 3-2 below. 

Table 3-2 Listed Activities Authorised 

Activity  Description of Activity  Relevance to the Project  

GNR 386 of 2006 

1(m) The construction of facilities or infrastructure, 

including associated structures or infrastructure, for - 
any purpose in the one in ten year flood line of a river or 
stream, or within 32 metres from the bank of a river or 
stream where the flood line is unknown, excluding 
purposes associated with existing residential use, but 
including - 

(i) canals; 

(ii) channels; 

(iii) bridges; 

(iv) dams; and 

(v) weirs; 

Potential construction of infrastructure 
within 32m of a watercourse. 

7 The above ground storage of a dangerous good, 
including petrol, diesel, liquid petroleum gas or paraffin, 
in containers with a combined capacity of more than 
30m3 but less than 1,000m3 at any one location or site. 

Fuel/ oil may be stored in the 
maintenance building required for the 
facility. 

12 The transformation or removal of indigenous vegetation 
of 3 ha or more or of any size where the transformation 
or removal would occur within a critically endangered or 
an endangered ecosystem  listed in terms of section 52 
of the National Environmental Management: Biodiversity 
Act, 2004 (Act No 10 of 2004). 

The site is greater than 3 hectares and 
contains indigenous vegetation that 
may be removed. 

15 The construction of a road that is wider than 4m or that 
has a reserve wider than 6m, excluding roads that fall 
within the ambit of another listed activity or which are 
access roads of less than 30m long. 

Access roads will be constructed to 
access the facility and each wind 
turbine 

16(a) The transformation of undeveloped, vacant or derelict 
land to residential, mixed, retail, commercial, industrial 
or institutional use where such development does not 
constitute infill and where the total area to be 
transformed is bigger than 1ha. 

An area greater than 1 hectare will be 
transformed. 

GNR 387 of 2006 

1(a) The construction of facilities or  infrastructure, including 
associated structures or  infrastructure, for the 
generation of electricity where (i) the electricity output is  
20 megawatts or more; or (ii) the elements of the facility 
cover a combined area in excess of 1ha 

The wind energy facility will consist of 
wind turbines for electricity generation 
of up to 140MW. A powerline and 
substations are ancillary infrastructure 
for this process. 

1(1) The construction of facilities or infrastructure, including 
associated structures or  infrastructure, for the 
transmission and  distribution of above ground electricity 
with a capacity of 120kV or more 

Construction of 132kV powerline 
(outside urban area) 

2 Any development, activity, including associated 
structures and infrastructure, where the total area of the 
developed area is, or is intended to be 20 ha or more. 

The site for the proposed wind energy 
facility is greater than 20 hectares. 
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3.3 Part 2 Amendment Legislation 

This Report has been compiled in fulfilment of the legal requirements for a Part 2 amendment process 

in terms of Regulation 31 and 32 of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) regulations (GN No. 

982 of 2014) of the National Environmental Management Act (No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA), as amended 

GN No. 326 of 2017 and in GN No. of 706 of 2018.  

Part 2: Amendments where a change in scope occurs 

31. Amendments to be applied for in terms of Part 2 

An environmental authorisation may be amended by following the process prescribed in this Part if 

the amendment will result in a change to the scope of a valid environmental authorisation where such 

change will result in an increased level or change in the nature of impact where such level or change 

in nature of impact was notð 

(a) assessed and included in the initial application for environmental authorisation; or 

(b) taken into consideration in the initial environmental authorisation;  

and the change does not, on its own, constitute a listed or specified activity. 

32. Process and consideration of application for amendment 

(1) The applicant must within 90 days of receipt by the competent authority of the application made in 

terms of regulation 31, submit to the competent authorityð 

(a) a report, reflectingð 

(i) an assessment of all impacts related to the proposed change; 

(ii) advantages and disadvantages associated with the proposed change; and 

(iii) measures to ensure avoidance, management and mitigation of impacts associated with 

such proposed change; and 

(iv) any changes to the EMPr; 

which reportð 

(aa) had been subjected to a public participation process, which had been agreed to by the 

competent authority, and which was appropriate to bring the proposed change to the 

attention of potential and registered interested and affected parties, including organs of 

state, which have jurisdiction in respect of any aspect of the relevant activity, and the 

competent authority, and 

(bb) reflects the incorporation of comments received, including any comments of the competent 

authority; or 

(b)  a notification in writing that the report will be submitted within 140 days of receipt of the 

application by the competent authority, as significant changes have been made or significant 

new  information has been added to the report, which changes or information was not 

contained in the report consulted on during the initial public participation process contemplated 

in subregulation (1)(a) and that the revised report will be subjected to another public 

participation process of at least 30 days. 

(2) In the event where subregulation (1)(b) applies, the report, which reflects the incorporation of 

comments received, including any comments of the competent authority, must be submitted to the 

competent authority within 140 days of receipt of the application by the competent authority.
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4. DESCRIPTION OF THE AUTHORISED DEVELOPMENT 

4.1 Introduction 

This Chapter provides an overview of the proposed Wind Energy Facility at the Rheboksfontein 

project site. The need and desirability of the project and the consideration of alternatives is included 

here as well as a discussion of the main project activities for the construction, operation and 

decommissioning phases. 

4.2 Location 

The proposed Rheboksfontein project site that has been identified for the establishment of the facility 

is located 3km west of Darling within the Western Cape Province (Figure 4-1). The area considered 

for development of the proposed facility and associated infrastructure, is as follows: 

Â Remaining extent of Farm 568 (Rheboksfontein); 

Â Farm 567 (Nieuwe Plaats); 

Â Remaining extent of Farm 571 (Bonteberg); 

Â Portion 1 of Farm 574 (Doornfontein); 

Â Portion 1 of Farm 551 (Plat Klip); 

Â Farm 1199 (Groot Berg); and 

Â Portion 2 of Farm 552 (Slang Kop). 

 

 

 



 

 

 

www.erm.com Version: 1.0 Project No.: 0547329 Client: Moyeng Energy (Pty) Ltd 09 December 2020        Page 10 

RHEBOKSFONTEIN WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
Part Two Amendment Draft Report 

DESCRIPTION OF THE AUTHORISED DEVELOPMENT 

 
Figure 4-1 Locality and Updated Layout of the Proposed Rheboksfontein Wind Energy Facility 
















































































































































