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Steve September

From: Cheruscha Swart
Sent: Friday, 24 July 2026 14:43
To: Steve September
Subject: FW: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2845

 
 
 
Kind Regards 
Vriendelike Groete 

 
 
EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298 
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305 
 

From: Ephron Maradwa <EMaradwa@dffe.gov.za>  
Sent: Thursday, 16 July 2026 13:27 
To: Cheruscha Swart <cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Trisha Rene Pillay <tpillay@dffe.gov.za>; EIAadmin <EIAadmin@dffe.gov.za> 
Subject: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2845 
 
Good Day 
 
14/12/16/3/3/2/2845 
 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF THE NEW APPLICATION AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
REPORT IN TERMS OF REGULATION 21(2) FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION FOLLOWING A SCOPING 
ASSESSMENT PROCESS FOR THE PROPOSED 2 MLD SOLAR-POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE 
PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE. 
 
The Department confirms having received the Application form and Draft Environmental Impact Assessment Report 
for Environmental Authorisation for the abovementioned project on 16 July 2026. You have submitted these 
documents to comply with the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, as amended. 
 
Kindly note that your application for Environmental Authorisation falls within the ambit of an application applied for 
in terms of Part 3 of Chapter 4 of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended. You are therefore referred to Regulation 
21 of the EIA Regulations, 2014 as amended. 
 
Please take note of Regulation 40(3) of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended, which states that potential 
Interested & Affected Parties, including the Competent Authority, may be provided with an opportunity to comment 
on reports and plans contemplated in Regulation 40(1) of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended, prior to the 
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submission of an application but must be provided an opportunity to comment on such reports once an application 
has been submitted to the Competent Authority. 
 
Note that in terms of Regulation 45 of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended, this application will lapse if the 
applicant fails to meet any of the time-frames prescribed in terms of these Regulations, unless an extension has 
been granted by the Department in terms of Regulation 3(7) of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended.  
 
You are hereby reminded of Section 24F of the National Environmental Management Act, Act No. 107 of 1998, as 
amended, that no activity may commence prior to an Environmental Authorisation being granted by the 
Department. 
 
Kindly quote the abovementioned reference number in any future correspondence in respect of the application. 
 
 
EIA Applications 
Integrated Environmental Authorisations 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
 
Please note that this email is for the receipt and processing of online applications only, and is not monitored for 
responses. All queries must be directed to EIAadmin@dffe.gov.za.  
 
You are advised that this mailbox has a 48 hour response time. 
 
Please note that this mailbox has a 5mb mail limit. No zip files are to be attached in any email. 
 

 
Batho pele – putting people first 
 
The processing of personal information by the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment is done 
lawfully and not excessive to the purpose of processing in compliance with the POPI Act, any codes of conduct 
issued by the Information Regulator in terms of the POPI Act and/or relevant legislation providing appropriate 
security safeguards for the processing of personal information of others. 
 
 
 
 



 
 

Private Bag X447, Pretoria, 0001, Environment House, 473 Steve Biko Road, Pretoria, 0002 Tel: +27 12 399 9000, Fax: + 27 86 625 1042 

 

 

 

DFFE Reference: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2845 
Enquiries: Ms Trisha Pillay 

Telephone: 012 399 9406 Email: TPillay@dffe.gov.za     

 

Ms Cheruscha Swart 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 
Suite 8, Steenberg House 

Silverwood Cl 
Steenberg Office Park 
Tokai 

CAPE TOWN 
7945 

 
Telephone Number: (021) 701 3420 
Email Address:  cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za 

 
PER EMAIL 
 

Dear Ms Swart 
 
COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 

2ML/D SOLAR-POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, 
BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE 

 
The Application for Environmental Authorisation and the draft Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAr) 
received by the Department on 16 July 2026, refer. 

 
This letter serves to inform you that the following information must be included in the final EIAr:  
 

(a) Specific comments 
 

(i) The coordinates in the EIAr must be specific to each activity and infrastructure that is proposed on the 

site. The coordinates for each corner of the reverse osmosis plant, solar plant site, reservoir,  
pumphouse, water tank, parking, and the start, middle and end coordinates for the marine outfall 
pipelines, direct estuarine water intake pipeline, permeate pipeline and the overhead transmission line 

must be included in the report, i.e., we require that you provide us with the specific development 
footprints for each development parameter, and not an area outlining the entire site.  
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(ii) Kindly ensure the development footprints (hectares/square metres) and specifications of all proposed 
infrastructure and associated infrastructure during all phases are included in the EIAr.  

(iii) The EIAr must clearly provide a detailed section which addresses the site sensitivity verification 

requirements where a specialist assessment is required but no specific assessment protocol has been 
prescribed, as well as the site sensitivity verification and minimum report content requirements for all 

specialist assessments undertaken, which was identified in the screening tool report. Kindly take note 
that this should be in the form of a report and should either confirm or dispute the sensitivity ratings for 
each theme identified by the screening tool report. Please refer to 1. Site sensitivity verification and 

minimum report content requirements of the Protocol document.  
(iv) A motivation must be provided in the EIAr as to why particular studies that were identified in the 

screening tool were not undertaken.  

(v) Comments must be obtained from this Department’s Biodiversity Conservation Directorate at 
BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za. 

(vi) The development proposes marine outfall pipelines and an estuarine intake pipeline. Therefore,  

comments from this Department’s Oceans and Coast unit must be obtained to confirm whether approval 
is required from this unit since the proposed development will impact the marine environment. Find 

below the contact details for personnel at this Department’s Oceans and Coast Directorate:  
a) Name: Funanani Ditinti 

Telephone: 012 399 9847 

Email: fditinti@dffe.gov.za / OCEIA@dffe.gov.za  
 
(b) Listed Activities 

 
(i) Please ensure that all relevant listed activities are applied for, are specific and can be linked to the 

development activity or infrastructure as described in the project description. Only activities applicable 

to the development must be applied for and assessed. 
(ii) If the activities applied for in the application form differ from those mentioned in the final EIAr, an 

amended application form must be submitted.  

(iii) It is imperative that the relevant authorities are continuously involved throughout the environmental 
impact assessment process as the development property possibly falls within geographically designated 

areas in terms of numerous GN R. 985 Activities. Written comments must be obtained from the relevant 
authorities and submitted to this Department. In addition, a graphical representation of the proposed 
development within the respective geographical areas must be provided. 

 
(c) Layout & Sensitivity Maps 
 

(i) The EIAr must provide a copy of the final preferred site layout map for the proposed development. All 
available biodiversity information must be used in the finalisation of the layout map, including the findings 
and recommendations made by the specialists. Existing infrastructure must be used as far as possible 

e.g., roads. The layout map must indicate the following:  
a) Reverse osmosis plant; 
b) Solar plant site; 

c) Reservoir; 
d) Pump house; 

e) Water tank; 
f) Parking; 
g) Marine outfall pipelines; 

h) Direct estuarine water intake pipeline; 
i) Permeate pipeline; 
j) Overhead transmission line; 
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k) All existing infrastructure on the site, especially railway lines and roads; and 
l) Buildings, including accommodation. 

(ii) Please provide an environmental sensitivity map which indicates the following:  

a) The location of sensitive environmental features identified on site, e.g. CBAs, protected areas, 
heritage sites, wetlands, drainage lines etc. that will be affected by the facility and its associated 

infrastructure; 
b) Buffer areas; and 
c) All “no-go” areas. 

(iii) The above layout map must be superimposed (overlain) with the sensitivity map and a cumulative map 
which shows neighbouring and existing infrastructure. 

(iv) Google maps will not be accepted. 

 
(d) Specialist Declaration of Interest 
 

(i) Specialist Declaration of Interest forms must be attached to the final EIAr. You are therefore requested 
to submit original signed Specialist Declaration of Interest forms for each specialist study conducted. 

The forms are available on Department’s website (please use the Department’s template).  
 
(e) Specialist Assessments 

 
(i) The EAP must ensure that the terms of reference for all the identified specialist studies must include the 

following:  

a) A detailed description of the study’s methodology; indication of the locations and descriptions of 
the development footprint, and all other associated infrastructures that they have assessed and are 
recommending for authorisation. 

b) Provide a detailed description of all limitations to the studies. All specialist studies must be 
conducted in the right season and providing that as a limitation will not be allowed.  

c) Please note that the Department considers a ‘no-go’ area, as an area where no development of 

any infrastructure is allowed; therefore, no development of associated infrastructure including 
access roads is allowed in the ‘no-go’ areas.  

d) Should the specialist definition of ‘no-go’ area differ from the Department’s definition; this must be 
clearly indicated. The specialist must also indicate the ‘no-go’ area’s buffer if applicable.  

e) All specialist studies must be final, and provide detailed/practical mitigation measures for 

the preferred alternative and recommendations, and must not recommend further studies 
to be completed post EA.  

f) Should a specialist recommend specific mitigation measures, these must be clearly indicated.  

(ii) Should the appointed specialists specify contradicting recommendations, the EAP must clearly indicate 
the most reasonable recommendation and substantiate this with defendable reasons; and were 
necessary, include further expertise advice. 

(iii) Please ensure that all mitigation recommendations are in line with applicable and most recent 
guidelines.  

(iv) It is further brought to your attention that Procedures for the Assessment and Minimum Criteria for 

Reporting in identified Environmental Themes in terms of Sections 24(5)(a) and (h) and 44 of the 
National Environmental Management Act, 1998, when applying for Environmental Authorisation, which 

were promulgated in Government Notice No. 320 of 20 March 2020 (i.e. “the Protocols”) and in 
Government Notice No. 1150 of 30 October 2020 (i.e. protocols for terrestrial plant and animal species), 
have come into effect. Please note that specialist assessments must be conducted in accordance 

with these protocols.  
(v) Please also ensure that the final BAR includes the Site Verification Report and Compliance Statements 

(where applicable) as required by the relevant themes. 
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(vi) Please note further that the protocols, if applicable, require certain specialists’ to be SACNASP 
registered. Please ensure that the relevant specialist certificates are attached to the relevant reports.  

(vii) As such, the Specialist Declaration of Interest forms must also indicate the scientific organisation 

registration/member number and status of registration/membership for each specialist.  
 

(f) Cumulative Assessment 
 

(i) A cumulative impact assessment for all identified and assessed impacts must be conducted to indicate 

the following: 
a) Identified cumulative impacts must be clearly defined, and where possible the size of the identified 

impact must be quantified and indicated, i.e., hectares of cumulatively transformed land.  

b) Detailed process flow and proof must be provided, to indicate how the specialist’s 
recommendations, mitigation measures and conclusions from the various similar developments in 
the area were taken into consideration in the assessment of cumulative impacts and when the 

conclusion and mitigation measures were drafted for this project.  
c) The cumulative impacts significance rating must also inform the need and desirability of the 

proposed development. 
d) A cumulative impact environmental statement on whether the proposed development must 

proceed. 

 
(g) Undertaking of an Oath 
 

(i) Please note that the final EIAr must have an undertaking under oath/ affirmation by the EAP.  
(ii) Based on the above, you are therefore required to include an undertaking under oath or affirmation by 

the EAP (administered by a Commissioner of Oaths) as per Appendix 3 of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 

2014, as amended, which states that the EIAr must include: 
“an undertaking under oath or affirmation by the EAP in relation to:  
a) the correctness of the information provided in the reports;  

b) the inclusion of comments and inputs from stakeholders and l&APs;  
c) the inclusion of inputs and recommendations from the specialist reports where relevant; and 

d) any information provided by the EAP to interested and affected parties and any responses by the 
EAP to comments or inputs made by interested and affected parties”.  

 

(h) Details and Expertise of the EAP 
 

(i) You are required to include the details and expertise of the EAP in the EIAr, including a curriculum vitae, 

in order to comply with the requirements of Appendix 3 of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014, as 
amended. 

 

(i) Public Participation Process 
 

(i) The final EIAr must comply with all the conditions of the acceptance of the SR signed on  

30 May 2025 and must address all comments contained in the final SR, the draft EIAr and this letter.  
(ii) The Public Participation Process must be conducted in terms of Regulation 39, 40, 41, 42, 43 and 44 of 

the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended.  
(iii) Please ensure that comments from all relevant stakeholders are submitted to the Department with the 

EIAr. This includes but is not limited to the Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development and 

Environmental Affairs, the Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, the Eastern Cape Provincial Heritage 
Resources Authority (ECPHRA), the Department of Water and Sanitation, the DFFE: Oceans and Coast 
unit and the DFFE: Directorate Biodiversity and Conservation unit.  
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(iv) Please ensure that all issues raised and comments received during the circulation of the draft SR and 
draft EIAr from registered Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and organs of state (including this 
Department’s Biodiversity unit), as listed in your I&APs Database, and others that have jurisdiction in 

respect of the proposed activity are adequately addressed and included in the final EIAr and are 
incorporated into a Comments and Response Report (CRR).  

(v) Copies of original comments received from I&APs and organs of state, which have jurisdiction in respect 
of the proposed activity are to be submitted to the Department with the final EIAr.  

(vi) Proof of correspondence with the various stakeholders must be included in the final EIAr. Should you 

be unable to obtain comments, proof should be submitted to the Department of the attempts that were 
made to obtain comments. In terms of Regulation 41(2)(b) of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended, 
please provide proof of written notice for the availability of the EIAr for comment.  

(vii) The CRR report must be a separate document from the main report and the format must be in the table 
format as indicated in Annexure 1 of this comments letter.  

(viii) Please refrain from summarising comments made by I&APs. All comments from I&APs must be copied 

verbatim and responded to clearly. Please note that a response such as “noted” is not regarded as an 
adequate response to I&AP’s comments.  

(ix) Minutes and attendance registers (where applicable) of any physical/virtual meetings held by the 
Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) with Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and other 
role players must be included in the final EIAr.  

 
(j) Environmental Management Programme 
 

(i) The EMPr must comply with Appendix 4 of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended.  
(ii) It is drawn to your attention that for substation and overhead electricity transmission and distribution 

infrastructure, when such facilities trigger activity 11 or 47 of the Environmental Impact Assessment 

Regulations Listing Notice 1 of 2014, as amended, and any other listed and specified activities 
necessary for the realisation of such facilities, the generic Environmental Management Programme, 
contemplated in the Regulations must be used and submitted with the final report over and above the 

EMPr for the facility. 
 

General 
 
The EIAr must provide the technical details for the proposed facility in a table format as well as their description 

and/or dimensions. A sample of the minimum information required is listed under Annexure 2 of the EIA 
information required for solar energy facility as requested. 
 

Please also ensure that the final EIAr includes the period for which the Environmental Authorisation is required 
and the date on which the activity will be concluded as per Appendix 3 of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014, as 
amended. 

 
You are further reminded to comply with Regulation 23(1)(a) of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended, 
which states that: “The applicant must within 106 days of the acceptance of the scoping report submit to the 

competent authority - 
(a) an environmental impact assessment report inclusive of any specialist reports, an EMPr, a closure plan in 

the case of a closure activity and where the application is a mining application, the plans, report and calculations 
contemplated in the Financial Provisioning Regulations, which must have been subjected to a public participation 
process of at least 30 days and which reflects the incorporation of comments received, including any comments 

of the competent authority.” 
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Should there be significant changes or new information that has been added to the EIAr or EMPr which changes 
or information was not contained in the reports or plans consulted on during the initial public participation 
process, you are required to comply with Regulation 23(1)(b) of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended, 

which states: “The applicant must within 106 days of the acceptance of the scoping report submit to the 
competent authority – (b) a notification in writing that the documents contemplated in subregulation 1(a) will be 

submitted within 156 days of acceptance of the scoping report by the competent authority or where regulation 
21(2) applies, within 156 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 documents, which changes or information 

was not contained in the original documents consulted on during the initial public participation process 
contemplated in subregulation (1)(a), and that the revised documents contemplated in subregulation 1(a) will be 
subjected to another public participation process of at least 30 days”.  

 
Should you fail to meet any of the timeframes stipulated in Regulation 23 of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014, 
as amended, your application will lapse.  

 
You are hereby reminded of Section 24F of the National Environmental Management Act,  

Act No. 107 of 1998, as amended, that no activity may commence prior to an Environmental Authorisation being 
granted by the Department. 
 

Yours sincerely 
 
 

 
Dr Sabelo Malaza 
Chief Director:  Integrated Environmental Authorisations 

Department of Forestry, Fisheries & the Environment 
Signed by: Mr Coenrad Agenbach 
Designation: Deputy Director: Prioritised Infrastructure Projects  

Date: 
 

cc. Ms Nosicelo Biyana Transnet SOC Ltd Email: Nosicelo.Biyana@transnet.net 

Mr Briant Noncembu Eastern Cape Department of Economic 
Development and Environmental Affairs 

Email: Briant.Noncembu@dedea.gov.za 

Ms Jane Gallo Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality Email: JaneG@buffalocity.gov.za 

 

  

16 August 2026

file:///C:/Users/messop.ENVIRONMENT/Documents/Muhammad/Admin/EIA%20Regulations/2014%20EIA%20Regulations%202021%20amendments/107_1998_national_environmental_management_23.htm%23reg21
file:///C:/Users/messop.ENVIRONMENT/Documents/Muhammad/Admin/EIA%20Regulations/2014%20EIA%20Regulations%202021%20amendments/107_1998_national_environmental_management_23.htm%23reg21
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Annexure 1: Format for the Comments and Response Report 
 

Date of comment, format of 

comment name of 
organisation/I&AP 

Comment Response from 

EAP/Applicant/Specialist 

12/03/2026 

Email 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries 
and the Environment: Prioritised 

Infrastructure Projects (John Doe) 

Please record CRR in this format 

 
Please update the contact details 
of the provincial environmental 

authority 

EAP: (Noted)The CRR has been 

updated into the desired format, 
see Appendix K 

 

EAP: Details of provincial authority 
have been updated, see page 16 of 
the Application form 

 

 
Annexure 2: Sample of technical details for the proposed facility 
 

Component Description / dimensions 

Location of the site    

The total area of the site   

Total disturbance footprint  

Maximum generation capacity for solar plant  

Footprint of solar plant   

Reservoir Capacity and Footprint   

Overhead Powerline (Length, width, voltage)   

Reverse Osmosis Plant Footprint   

Intake Pipelines lengths and footprints   

Outfall Pipelines lengths and footprints for all alternatives  
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Steve September

From: Zinzile Mtotywa <zmtotywa@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Thursday, 16 July 2026 14:34
To: Steve September
Cc: Thobani Vetsheza
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR 

DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF EAST LONDON

Dear Steve, 
 
Your correspondence is noted and referred herein to the relevant office. Mr Vetsheza  copied herein above, will 
handle the submission as it falls within his area of  jurisdiction.  I am responsible for EIAs in Sarah Baartman 
District, Nelson Mandela, OR Tambo, Alfred Nzo and Joe Gqabi districts. 
 
Hope this finds you well , 
 
Regards  
 
Zinzile Mtotywa   
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
Directorate: Forest Resource Protection   
Chief Directorate: Forest Policy Management 
Branch: Forestry Management   
54 Paterson Road  
North End  
Gqeberha/Port Elizabeth 
6001   
Tel:   041 407 4032  
Cell:  063 750 4427   
E-mail: ZMtotywa@dffe.gov.za   
 

 
 
DFFE Call Centre: 086 111 2468 or callcentre@dffe.gov.za 
DFFE Fraud & Corruption e-mail: whistleblower@dffe.gov.za 
  

 
ACT 84 of 1998 & ACT 101 of 1998 
SARAH BAARTMAN DISTRICT and NELSON MANDELA METRO 
 
 
 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Thursday, 16 July 2026 13:43 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
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Subject: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT 
OF EAST LONDON 
 
Dear Interested and Affected Party, 
  
Notice in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, National 
Environmental Management Act (107 of 1998) (NEMA) and National Environmental Management: 
Integrated Coastal Management Act (24 of 2008) (ICMA) for: 
  
THE PROPOSED 2 MEGALITRES PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION 
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN 
CAPE PROVINCE 
  
APPLICANT: Transnet SOC Limited—Division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) 
  
PROJECT DETAILS: Transnet SOC Limited, through its division TNPA, proposes a solar-powered 
seawater desalination plant in the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality. Water 
will be abstracted from the estuary and desalinated to produce 2 million litres of fresh water per day 
for port operations, including drinking water, reducing reliance on municipal supply. The brine by-
product will be discharged into the ocean. 
  
Environmental Authorisation (EA) is required from Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment 
(DFFE) in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations for: 
  

 Listing Notice 1 (GN R983 of 2014): Activities 14, 16, 17, 19A, 25, & 27 
 Listing Notice 2 (GN R984 of 2014): Activities 6 & 14  
 Listing Notice 3 (GN R985 of 2014): Activities 2, 4 & 12 

  
A Scoping & EIA (S&EIA) process is required to assess potential environmental, social and other 
impacts before the project may proceed. A Coastal Waters Discharge Permit (CWDP) is also required 
under ICMA for the marine discharge of brine. Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd has been 
appointed to undertake the S&EIA.  
  
You are herewith invited to review the Draft EIAr and supporting documents and provide your 
comments on the proposed development and discharge of brine into the marine environment during 
30-day public participation:  
From 18 July 2026 to 23:59 on 18 August 2026 
  
Documents are available as follows: 

 Online: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents 
 Hardcopy: West Bank Library (Hood St, West Bank Village, East London) 

  
To submit comments or questions, or to register for project updates, contact the Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner below:   
  
Disclosure of interest  

When registering as an I&AP or submitting comments, please provide your name, contact details, and details of any business, financial, 
personal, or other interest you may have in the application. 

Protection of Personal Information 
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Anchor Environmental Consultants complies with the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013). Comments 
received and responses thereto will be included in a Comments and Responses Report, which will form part of the application 
submitted to the Competent Authority and will be publicly available.   If you object to your name, email address, or the name of the 
organisation you represent being included in this report, please notify us when submitting comments. If no objection is received, it will 
be assumed that you consent to the inclusion of these details. 

Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
  

 
  
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email and its attachments is both confidential and 
subject to copyright. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified not to read, 
disclose copy or use the contents thereof in any manner whatsoever, but are kindly requested to 
notify the sender and delete it immediately. This e-mail message does not create any legally binding 
contract between Transnet SOC LTD and the recipient, unless the contrary is specifically stated. 
Statements and opinions expressed in e-mails may not represent those of Transnet SOC LTD. While 
Transnet will take reasonable precautions, it cannot give any guarantee or warrant that this email will 
be free of virus infections, errors, interception and, therefore, cannot be held liable for any loss or 
damages incurred by the recipient, as a result of any of the above-mentioned factors.  
 
NOTICE ON FRAUD REPORTING: Transnet is committed to maintaining the highest standards of 
integrity, transparency, and accountability. All employees, contractors, stakeholders and interested 
parties are encouraged to report any suspected unethical, illegal, or irregular conduct without fear of 
victimization through the Transnet official channels via the whistleblowing portal: 
https://whistleblowersoftware.com/secure/Transnet and / or Hotline on 0800 003 056 (Toll-free). All 
reports received through this channel are treated with strict confidentiality and whistleblowers are 
offered protection under company policy and applicable legislation from any form of or victimization. 
To maintain strict confidentiality and ensure compliant processing, please use the designated 
reporting channels and refrain from reporting such matters via email to executives or other staff 
members.  
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Steve September

From: Luyolo Tayi <LTayi@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Friday, August 21, 2026 11:00 AM
To: Steve September
Subject: Comments for Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant In The Port Of East London

Good day, 
 
Kindly receive comments from forestry for your attention: 
 

- Section 2(xx) of the National Forests Amendment Act, 2022 defines “natural forest” as a “group 
of predominantly indigenous trees- (a) whose crowns are largely contiguous in its undisturbed 
state; (b) which may represent any successional stage or state of forest degradation, in which 
case crowns may not be contiguous; (c) which occur in association with characteristic plants or 
animals recognised in vegetation science as diagnostic species of a specific natural forest type; 
or (d) which have been declared by the Minister to be a natural forest in accordance with section 
7(2).  
The area consists of a patch of forest that meets the definition of a forest. A licence must be 
applied to remove the patch of the forest.  

 
- Section 3(3)(a) of the National Forests Act, (Act No. 84 of 1998) (“NFA”) states that “natural 

forests must not be destroyed save in exceptional circumstances where, in the opinion of the 
Minister, a proposed new land use is preferable in terms of its economic, social or environmental 
benefits. The onus to prove “exceptional circumstances” rests on the applicant. The National 
Forests Amendment Act, 2022 defines “destruction of natural forest” as “any action where one 
or more trees in a natural forest is felled or caused to die, or the undergrowth removed, for the 
purpose of land use or resource use.’’ In conclusion more than one tree will be felled in this 
regard, hence a licence should be applied for to Bhisho forestry oƯice.  

  
 
Kind Regards  
 
Mr. Luyolo Tayi 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
Corner Independent Avenue and Circular Drive 
Bhisho 
5605 
Cell: 0716071958 
Tel:0404920201 
E-mail: ltayi@dƯe.gov.za  

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

DFFE: Branch Oceans and Coasts 
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Steve September

From: Jacoline Mans <Jmans@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Monday, 20 July 2026 11:03
To: Thobani Vetsheza; Zinzile Mtotywa
Cc: Steve September; Mulalo Sundani
Subject: FW: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR 

DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF EAST LONDON

Dear Colleagues 
 
I see the project mentioned below is in the Eastern Cape Province.  Please forward to the relevant official for 
comments. 
 
Kind Regards, Jacoline 
 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2026 1:43 PM 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT 
OF EAST LONDON 
 
Dear Interested and Affected Party, 
  
Notice in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, National 
Environmental Management Act (107 of 1998) (NEMA) and National Environmental Management: 
Integrated Coastal Management Act (24 of 2008) (ICMA) for: 
  
THE PROPOSED 2 MEGALITRES PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION 
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN 
CAPE PROVINCE 
  
APPLICANT: Transnet SOC Limited—Division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) 
  
PROJECT DETAILS: Transnet SOC Limited, through its division TNPA, proposes a solar-powered 
seawater desalination plant in the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality. Water 
will be abstracted from the estuary and desalinated to produce 2 million litres of fresh water per day 
for port operations, including drinking water, reducing reliance on municipal supply. The brine by-
product will be discharged into the ocean. 
  
Environmental Authorisation (EA) is required from Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment 
(DFFE) in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations for: 
  

 Listing Notice 1 (GN R983 of 2014): Activities 14, 16, 17, 19A, 25, & 27 
 Listing Notice 2 (GN R984 of 2014): Activities 6 & 14  
 Listing Notice 3 (GN R985 of 2014): Activities 2, 4 & 12 

  
A Scoping & EIA (S&EIA) process is required to assess potential environmental, social and other 
impacts before the project may proceed. A Coastal Waters Discharge Permit (CWDP) is also required 
under ICMA for the marine discharge of brine. Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd has been 
appointed to undertake the S&EIA.  
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You are herewith invited to review the Draft EIAr and supporting documents and provide your 
comments on the proposed development and discharge of brine into the marine environment during 
30-day public participation:  
From 18 July 2026 to 23:59 on 18 August 2026 
  
Documents are available as follows: 

 Online: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents 
 Hardcopy: West Bank Library (Hood St, West Bank Village, East London) 

  
To submit comments or questions, or to register for project updates, contact the Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner below:   
  
Disclosure of interest  

When registering as an I&AP or submitting comments, please provide your name, contact details, and details of any business, financial, 
personal, or other interest you may have in the application. 

Protection of Personal Information 

Anchor Environmental Consultants complies with the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013). Comments 
received and responses thereto will be included in a Comments and Responses Report, which will form part of the application 
submitted to the Competent Authority and will be publicly available.   If you object to your name, email address, or the name of the 
organisation you represent being included in this report, please notify us when submitting comments. If no objection is received, it will 
be assumed that you consent to the inclusion of these details. 

Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
  

 
  
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email and its attachments is both confidential and 
subject to copyright. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified not to read, 
disclose copy or use the contents thereof in any manner whatsoever, but are kindly requested to 
notify the sender and delete it immediately. This e-mail message does not create any legally binding 
contract between Transnet SOC LTD and the recipient, unless the contrary is specifically stated. 
Statements and opinions expressed in e-mails may not represent those of Transnet SOC LTD. While 
Transnet will take reasonable precautions, it cannot give any guarantee or warrant that this email will 
be free of virus infections, errors, interception and, therefore, cannot be held liable for any loss or 
damages incurred by the recipient, as a result of any of the above-mentioned factors.  
 
NOTICE ON FRAUD REPORTING: Transnet is committed to maintaining the highest standards of 
integrity, transparency, and accountability. All employees, contractors, stakeholders and interested 
parties are encouraged to report any suspected unethical, illegal, or irregular conduct without fear of 
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victimization through the Transnet official channels via the whistleblowing portal: 
https://whistleblowersoftware.com/secure/Transnet and / or Hotline on 0800 003 056 (Toll-free). All 
reports received through this channel are treated with strict confidentiality and whistleblowers are 
offered protection under company policy and applicable legislation from any form of or victimization. 
To maintain strict confidentiality and ensure compliant processing, please use the designated 
reporting channels and refrain from reporting such matters via email to executives or other staff 
members.  
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Steve September

From: Xolani Myanga <XMyanga@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2026 2:56 PM
To: Cheruscha Swart
Cc: Steve September
Subject: Re: S&EIA REPORT - 2 MLD SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN 

THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN 
CAPE

Dear Cheruscha, 

I hope you are well. 

Please note that the comments have been compiled and are currently awaiting approval. I would kindly request an extension until 
Thursday at the latest to allow for the approval process to be completed. 

My apologies for any inconvenience caused, and thank you for your understanding. 

 
 
Xolani Myanga 
Speciliased Environmental Officer 
Directorate: Coastal Development & Coordination 
Chief Directorate: Integrated Coastal Management 
Branch: Oceans and Coasts 
V&A Waterfront, 
Cape Town, 
8001 
 
Tel: (+27) 21 493 7064 
Cell: (+27) 76 819 2935 
Email: xmyanga@dffe.gov.za 
 

 
 
 

From: Xolani Myanga <XMyanga@dffe.gov.za> 
Sent: Monday, August 03, 2026 10:25 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Tabisile Mhlana <tmhlana@dffe.gov.za> 
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Subject: Re: S&EIA REPORT - 2 MLD SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST 
LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE  
 

Good morning Steve, 

Thank you for the update. 

No problem at all. I already have the relevant information from the site visit, so there is no need to send the additional information. 

Thank you, and I appreciate the feedback. 

 

 
 
Xolani Myanga 
Speciliased Environmental Officer 
Directorate: Coastal Development & Coordination 
Chief Directorate: Integrated Coastal Management 
Branch: Oceans and Coasts 
V&A Waterfront, 
Cape Town, 
8001 
 
Tel: (+27) 21 493 7064 
Cell: (+27) 76 819 2935 
Email: xmyanga@dffe.gov.za 
 

 
 
 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Monday, August 03, 2026 06:55 
To: Xolani Myanga <XMyanga@dffe.gov.za> 
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Tabisile Mhlana <tmhlana@dffe.gov.za> 
Subject: RE: S&EIA REPORT - 2 MLD SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST 
LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE 
 
Good morning Xolani 
  
I hope this email finds you well. 
  
We will forward the minutes and all extra information of the site visit vir Tabisile somewhere in the week 
to you. 
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Apologies for the wait. 
  
Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
  

 
  
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
  
From: Xolani Myanga <XMyanga@dffe.gov.za> 
Sent: Thursday, July 30, 2026 5:31 AM 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Tabisile Mhlana <tmhlana@dffe.gov.za> 
Subject: Re: S&EIA REPORT - 2 MLD SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, 
BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE 
  
Hi Steve, 
  
Thank you for bringing that to my attention. Since Tabisile has already done it, it doesn't make sense to 
do it again.  
  
Kindly share the minutes뇤눎눐눑눒눏 
  
Regards 
Xolani  
  
  

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2026 2:54 PM 
To: Xolani Myanga <XMyanga@dffe.gov.za> 
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Tabisile Mhlana <tmhlana@dffe.gov.za> 
Subject: RE: S&EIA REPORT - 2 MLD SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST 
LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE 
  
Dear Xolani 
  
I hope this email finds you well. 
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A site visit was conducted by Tabisile during the previous PP. Is it possible for those minutes and 
information to be shared with you, or are you required to conduct a new site visit? 
  
Thank you in advance 
  
Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
  

 
  
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
From: Xolani Myanga <XMyanga@dffe.gov.za> 
Sent: Wednesday, 29 July 2026 14:39 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: S&EIA REPORT - 2 MLD SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, 
BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE 
  

Hi Steve, 

Thank you for your response and for bringing this to my attention. 

My apologies for the erroneous subject line. The email was in fact intended for you. 

 
  
Xolani Myanga 
Speciliased Environmental Officer 
Directorate: Coastal Development & Coordination 
Chief Directorate: Integrated Coastal Management 
Branch: Oceans and Coasts 
V&A Waterfront, 
Cape Town, 
8001 
  
Tel: (+27) 21 493 7064 
Cell: (+27) 76 819 2935 
Email: xmyanga@dffe.gov.za 
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From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2026 14:22 
To: Xolani Myanga <XMyanga@dffe.gov.za> 
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: RE: Request for Site Visit - Draft Basic Assessment Report for the proposed alterations and additions 
to a residence on Erf 266 Umtentweni (Ref: DC21/0010/2026). 
  

Good afternoon Xolani 

  

I hope this email finds you well. 

  

I think you might have sent this to the wrong Steve, as we (Anchor Environmental Consultants) to no have 
an EIA project in Umtentweni, KZN. 

  

Kind Regards, 

Steve September 

  

 

  

Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 

  

From: Xolani Myanga <XMyanga@dffe.gov.za> 
Sent: Wednesday, 29 July 2026 14:18 
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To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: Request for Site Visit - Draft Basic Assessment Report for the proposed alterations and additions to a residence 
on Erf 266 Umtentweni (Ref: DC21/0010/2026). 

  

Dear Steve, 

I hope you are well. 

The Oceans and Coasts Branch is currently reviewing the Draft Basic Assessment Report. To assist with the review, I would like to 
undertake a site visit. Kindly advise whether a site visit can be arranged on either 05 or 06 August 2026, depending on what would be 
most convenient for you. 

Please let me know your preferred date and time, as well as any site access arrangements that need to be made. 

My apologies for the short notice. Given that the due date for the submission of comments is 18 August 2026, a site visit prior to this 
date would greatly assist in informing the Branch's review and comments. 

Thank you for your assistance. I look forward to your response. 

 

  

Xolani Myanga 

Speciliased Environmental Officer 

Directorate: Coastal Development & Coordination 

Chief Directorate: Integrated Coastal Management 

Branch: Oceans and Coasts 

V&A Waterfront, 

Cape Town, 

8001 

  

Tel: (+27) 21 493 7064 

Cell: (+27) 76 819 2935 

Email: xmyanga@dffe.gov.za 
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Private Bag X 447∙ PRETORIA ∙ 0001∙ Environment House ∙473 Steve Biko Road, Arcadia, PRETORIA 

  

 

    

   Reference: EDMS 276181  

   Inquiries: Mr. Xolani Myanga 

   E-mail: OCEIA@dffe.gov.za 

   Telephone: (+27) 76 819 2935 

 

Ms Cheruscha Swart  

Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd  

8 Steenberg House  

Silverwood Close  

Tokai  

 

Telephone Number: 0217013420  

Email Address: cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za  

  

Dear Ms. Swart 

 

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 

2 MEGALITRES PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT 

OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY 

TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS AUTHORITY 

 

The Department of Forestry, Fisheries, and the Environment (DFFE), Branch Oceans & Coasts (O&C) 

appreciates the opportunity granted to provide comments and recommendations on the Draft Environmental 

Impact Report (Draft EIR) in the subject of this letter. This Branch will provide comments based on the provisions 

of Section 24O (2) the National Environmental Management Act 107 of 1998 (“NEMA”) and Section 5 of the 

National Environmental Management: Integrated Coastal Management Act 24 of 2008 (“ICM Act”).  

 

The Branch O&C has the mandate to ensure the holistic management of the coast, estuarine areas and 

maintenance of the coastal landscapes to realise that the development and use of natural resources are 

sustainable. The Branch further ensures that the ecological integrity, natural character, and economic, social, 

mailto:OCEIA@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
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and aesthetic value of the coastal zone are maintained to protect people, properties, and economic activities 

against the impacts of dynamic coastal processes. 

 

The O&C Branch reviewed the Draft EIR from the perspective of the ICM Act and provides the following 

comments and recommendations: 

 

Based on the Comments on the Draft EIR submitted by Oceans and Coasts and the information contained in 

the Comments and Responses Report and Marine & Estuarine Impact Assessment, most of the key Oceans 

and Coasts comments appear to have been addressed. However, there remain several matters that require 

strengthening from an Integrated Coastal Management Act (ICM Act) perspective.  

 

1. Intake design and entrainment mitigation 

1.1. The specialist report and responses confirm that the intake will include a strainer barrier and maintain 

intake velocities below 0.15 m/s to reduce entrainment and impingement of marine organisms.  

 

2. Marine outfall and brine discharge 

2.1. A detailed dispersion modelling was undertaken. 

2.2. A Coastal Waters Discharge Permit (CWDP) application is acknowledged as a requirement. 

2.3. Modelling indicates compliance with water quality guidelines at the recommended mixing zone.  

 

3. Construction and operational monitoring 

3.1. Long-term monitoring of brine discharge, water quality and marine ecological conditions is proposed. 

3.2. Baseline sediment and benthic surveys have been completed.  

 

4. Alternative 3 near Potters Pass Nature Reserve 

4.1. Alternative 3 was removed from consideration following comments from Protected Areas.  

 

5. Need for CWDP 

5.1. The specialist report clearly recognises that a CWDP is required under section 69 of the ICM Act before 

any discharge may occur. 

 

6. The applicant should note that no discharge of brine may occur prior to obtaining the required Coastal 

Waters Discharge Permit (CWDP) in terms of Section 69 of the ICM Act. Ongoing monitoring should be 

undertaken in accordance with permit conditions to verify modelling assumptions, confirm compliance with 
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water quality guidelines and support adaptive management should exceedances or unforeseen impacts be 

detected. 

 

7. The specialist report indicates that salinity guideline exceedances may occur under certain wave and surf-

zone conditions, while the modelling does not explicitly account for full-capacity discharge volumes. The 

applicant should therefore demonstrate that compliance with water quality requirements and ecological 

acceptability will be maintained at maximum operational discharge rates, and provide further information on 

the frequency, duration and potential ecological consequences of any exceedance events. Potential short-

term exceedances should not be discounted solely because most modelled scenarios remain compliant. 

 

8. While the proposed abstraction volume is relatively small, the Buffalo River Estuary is already classified as 

a heavily modified system (Present Ecological State D). The EIR should provide further assessment of 

cumulative impacts associated with abstraction, taking into account existing water resource pressures, 

reduced freshwater inflows, climate change, drought conditions, and future water demands. This 

assessment should demonstrate that the abstraction will not contribute to further deterioration of the 

estuary's ecological condition. 

 

The Branch further notes that the cumulative impact assessment focuses primarily on cumulative effects 

associated with other brine discharges. However, the receiving environment is already subject to existing 

pressures from wastewater inputs, stormwater runoff, industrial activities, elevated nutrient concentrations, 

microbiological contamination, and broader water quality concerns documented for the Buffalo River Estuary 

and surrounding marine environment. The applicant is advised to demonstrate how these existing pollution 

pressures and baseline water quality conditions have been incorporated into the assessment of assimilative 

capacity and the cumulative effects of the proposed brine discharge. This is necessary to demonstrate that 

the receiving environment can accommodate the discharge without contributing to further deterioration of 

water quality or ecological functioning. 

 

9. Although the project is located within an existing port environment, limited attention is given to long-term 

climate resilience. In accordance with Sections 7 and 63 of the ICM Act, the applicant should provide a 

climate risk assessment addressing sea-level rise, increased storm intensity, coastal flooding, infrastructure 

resilience, and potential operational risks associated with changing estuarine and coastal processes over 

the lifespan of the facility. 

 

10. The Draft EIR should explicitly commit to a contingency response plan for accidental releases of chemicals, 

fuel, treatment agents, and concentrated brine. Such plans should include notification procedures, 
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emergency response measures, monitoring requirements, and remediation actions consistent with the duty 

of care provisions contained in Section 58 of the ICM Act and Section 28 of NEMA. 

 

11. While the Draft EIR addresses the potential impacts, it does not adequately assess potential impacts on 

recreational fishing activities occurring near the proposed outfall location. While recreational fishing is 

acknowledged, no clear management framework is provided regarding access restrictions, safety exclusion 

zones, or operational impacts. The applicant is advised to demonstrate how coastal users will continue to 

exercise lawful access and use of the coastal environment, consistent with the principles contained in 

Sections 11 and 13 of the ICM Act. 

 

The Branch notes that the Buffalo River Estuary remains an ecologically important system despite its 

classification as a heavily modified estuary. Historical transformation and the presence of port infrastructure 

should not be used to discount the ongoing biodiversity value of the estuary and surrounding coastal 

environment. Specialist information indicates the presence, or moderate to high likelihood of occurrence, of 

several threatened waterbird species, including the Endangered Cape Cormorant, Vulnerable Caspian Tern 

and Near Threatened African Darter. The applicant should therefore demonstrate how construction and 

operational activities will avoid, minimise and manage disturbance to avifauna and associated habitats, and 

ensure that the ecological functioning and conservation value of the receiving environment are maintained. 

 

12. The specialist report notes that the project falls within the Algoa-Amathole Ecologically or Biologically 

Significant Area (EBSA) and an Ecological Support Area (ESA). Additional justification should be provided 

demonstrating how the development supports the ecosystem approach promoted by the ICM Act and how 

the project will avoid undermining ecosystem functioning and ecological connectivity within these nationally 

recognised biodiversity features. 

 

The Branch notes that the majority of the Oceans and Coasts comments have been incorporated, particularly 

those relating to intake design, marine outfall design, CWDP requirements, monitoring, and protection of marine 

resources. As such, the Branch has no objection to the proposed development subject to the provision of 

additional information and compliance with the relevant provisions of the ICM Act and other relevant 

environmental legislation. 

 

The Branch reserves the right to revise its comments based on new or additional information received. All 

correspondence, documentation, and/or requests (hard copy and an electronic copy) should be submitted to our 

office via email to OCEIA@dffe.gov.za / or Physical Address: Department of Forestry, Fisheries & the 

mailto:OCEIA@dffe.gov.za
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Environment (DFFE), Branch: Oceans and Coast, 2 East Pier Building, East Pier Road, Victoria and Alfred 

Waterfront, Cape Town, 8001 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

Mr. Ryan Peter 

Director: Coastal Development & Coordination 

Department of Forestry, Fisheries, and the Environment 

Date: 

R Peter
20/08/2026



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

DFFE: Biodiversity Conservation 
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Steve September

From: Khuliso KKP. Khomari <KKhomari@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Friday, July 31, 2026 2:21 PM
To: Steve September
Cc: Portia Makitla; Mthokozese Nsizwane; BC Admin
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR 

DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF EAST LONDON

Dear Sir/Madam 
 
RE: Department of Forestry Fisheries and the Environment Directorate: Biodiversity 
Conservation hereby acknowledge receipt of the invitation on the 16th of July 2026 for review 
and comment on the project mentioned in the subject line.  
 
Kindly note that the project has been allocated to Ms P Makitla and Mr Mthokozese Nsizwane 
(Copied in this email). 
 
Note, all Public Participation Process documents related to Biodiversity EIA review and 
Biodiversity EIA queries must be submitted to the Directorate: Biodiversity Conservation by 
email: BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za for attention of Mr Seoka Lekota. 
 
Regards, 
Ms Khuliso Khomari 
 
Directorate: Biodiversity Conservation 
Sub-Directorate: Policy Development Mainstreaming EIA 
Email: KKhomari@dffe.gov.za  
Cell: 076 741 6937 
Website: www.environment.gov.za 
National Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
Environment House, 473 Steve Biko, Arcadia, Pretoria, 0083 
 

 
 
From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2026 1:43 PM 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF 
EAST LONDON 
 
Dear Interested and Affected Party, 
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Notice in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, National 
Environmental Management Act (107 of 1998) (NEMA) and National Environmental Management: 
Integrated Coastal Management Act (24 of 2008) (ICMA) for: 
  
THE PROPOSED 2 MEGALITRES PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT 
IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE 
PROVINCE 
  
APPLICANT: Transnet SOC Limited—Division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) 
  
PROJECT DETAILS: Transnet SOC Limited, through its division TNPA, proposes a solar-powered 
seawater desalination plant in the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality. Water will 
be abstracted from the estuary and desalinated to produce 2 million litres of fresh water per day for port 
operations, including drinking water, reducing reliance on municipal supply. The brine by-product will be 
discharged into the ocean. 
  
Environmental Authorisation (EA) is required from Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment 
(DFFE) in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations for: 
  

 Listing Notice 1 (GN R983 of 2014): Activities 14, 16, 17, 19A, 25, & 27 
 Listing Notice 2 (GN R984 of 2014): Activities 6 & 14  
 Listing Notice 3 (GN R985 of 2014): Activities 2, 4 & 12 

  
A Scoping & EIA (S&EIA) process is required to assess potential environmental, social and other impacts 
before the project may proceed. A Coastal Waters Discharge Permit (CWDP) is also required under ICMA 
for the marine discharge of brine. Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd has been appointed to 
undertake the S&EIA.  
  
You are herewith invited to review the Draft EIAr and supporting documents and provide your comments 
on the proposed development and discharge of brine into the marine environment during 30-day public 
participation:  
From 18 July 2026 to 23:59 on 18 August 2026 
  
Documents are available as follows: 

 Online: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents 
 Hardcopy: West Bank Library (Hood St, West Bank Village, East London) 

  
To submit comments or questions, or to register for project updates, contact the Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner below:   
  
Disclosure of interest  

When registering as an I&AP or submitting comments, please provide your name, contact details, and details of any business, financial, 
personal, or other interest you may have in the application. 

Protection of Personal Information 

Anchor Environmental Consultants complies with the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013). Comments received 
and responses thereto will be included in a Comments and Responses Report, which will form part of the application submitted to the 
Competent Authority and will be publicly available.   If you object to your name, email address, or the name of the organisation you represent 
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being included in this report, please notify us when submitting comments. If no objection is received, it will be assumed that you consent to 
the inclusion of these details. 

Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
  

 
  
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email and its attachments is both confidential and 
subject to copyright. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified not to read, disclose 
copy or use the contents thereof in any manner whatsoever, but are kindly requested to notify the sender 
and delete it immediately. This e-mail message does not create any legally binding contract between 
Transnet SOC LTD and the recipient, unless the contrary is specifically stated. Statements and opinions 
expressed in e-mails may not represent those of Transnet SOC LTD. While Transnet will take reasonable 
precautions, it cannot give any guarantee or warrant that this email will be free of virus infections, errors, 
interception and, therefore, cannot be held liable for any loss or damages incurred by the recipient, as a 
result of any of the above-mentioned factors.  
 
NOTICE ON FRAUD REPORTING: Transnet is committed to maintaining the highest standards of integrity, 
transparency, and accountability. All employees, contractors, stakeholders and interested parties are 
encouraged to report any suspected unethical, illegal, or irregular conduct without fear of victimization 
through the Transnet official channels via the whistleblowing portal: 
https://whistleblowersoftware.com/secure/Transnet and / or Hotline on 0800 003 056 (Toll-free). All 
reports received through this channel are treated with strict confidentiality and whistleblowers are 
offered protection under company policy and applicable legislation from any form of or victimization. To 
maintain strict confidentiality and ensure compliant processing, please use the designated reporting 
channels and refrain from reporting such matters via email to executives or other staff members.  
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Steve September

From: Mashudu Mudau <MaMudau@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Friday, August 7, 2026 1:58 PM
To: Steve September
Cc: Thivhulawi Nethononda; Nompumelelo Mtshali
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR 

DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF EAST LONDON

Dear Steve 
 
The Directorate: Protected Area Planning and Management Effectiveness would like to thank you for the 
opportunity to review the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the proposed development of the 
proposed Two (2) Megalitre Per Day (MLD) Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant in the Port of East 
London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province. 
 

The Directorate has noted that there are no changes to the location of the proposed development, as 
previously indicated in the Directorate’s comments provided during the preceding public participation 
processes: 

The Directorate acknowledges that the applicant has removed Alternative 3 (Outfall), which was 
previously located within the Potters Pass Nature Reserve, in order to avoid potential degradation of the 
protected area. 

However, the proposed development remains within the buffer zones of both the Potters Pass Nature 
Reserve and the Amathole Marine Protected Area. The EAP is therefore required to further consult the 
relevant management authorities of the affected protected areas and incorporate their comments and 
recommendations into the assessment and subsequent reporting. 

 

Regards, 

Mashudu Mudau 

Protected Areas Planning and Management Effectiveness 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
Environment House 
473 Steve Biko and Soutpansberg Streets 
PRETORIA 
Tel: (012) 399 9945 
E-mail: mamudau@dffe.gov.za 
 
 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Thursday, 16 July 2026 13:43 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF 
EAST LONDON 
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Dear Interested and Affected Party, 
  
Notice in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, National 
Environmental Management Act (107 of 1998) (NEMA) and National Environmental Management: 
Integrated Coastal Management Act (24 of 2008) (ICMA) for: 
  
THE PROPOSED 2 MEGALITRES PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT 
IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE 
PROVINCE 
  
APPLICANT: Transnet SOC Limited—Division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) 
  
PROJECT DETAILS: Transnet SOC Limited, through its division TNPA, proposes a solar-powered 
seawater desalination plant in the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality. Water will 
be abstracted from the estuary and desalinated to produce 2 million litres of fresh water per day for port 
operations, including drinking water, reducing reliance on municipal supply. The brine by-product will be 
discharged into the ocean. 
  
Environmental Authorisation (EA) is required from Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment 
(DFFE) in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations for: 
  

 Listing Notice 1 (GN R983 of 2014): Activities 14, 16, 17, 19A, 25, & 27 
 Listing Notice 2 (GN R984 of 2014): Activities 6 & 14  
 Listing Notice 3 (GN R985 of 2014): Activities 2, 4 & 12 

  
A Scoping & EIA (S&EIA) process is required to assess potential environmental, social and other impacts 
before the project may proceed. A Coastal Waters Discharge Permit (CWDP) is also required under ICMA 
for the marine discharge of brine. Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd has been appointed to 
undertake the S&EIA.  
  
You are herewith invited to review the Draft EIAr and supporting documents and provide your comments 
on the proposed development and discharge of brine into the marine environment during 30-day public 
participation:  
From 18 July 2026 to 23:59 on 18 August 2026 
  
Documents are available as follows: 

 Online: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents 
 Hardcopy: West Bank Library (Hood St, West Bank Village, East London) 

  
To submit comments or questions, or to register for project updates, contact the Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner below:   
  
Disclosure of interest  

When registering as an I&AP or submitting comments, please provide your name, contact details, and details of any business, financial, 
personal, or other interest you may have in the application. 

Protection of Personal Information 
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Anchor Environmental Consultants complies with the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013). Comments received 
and responses thereto will be included in a Comments and Responses Report, which will form part of the application submitted to the 
Competent Authority and will be publicly available.   If you object to your name, email address, or the name of the organisation you represent 
being included in this report, please notify us when submitting comments. If no objection is received, it will be assumed that you consent to 
the inclusion of these details. 

Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
  

 
  
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email and its attachments is both confidential and 
subject to copyright. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified not to read, disclose 
copy or use the contents thereof in any manner whatsoever, but are kindly requested to notify the sender 
and delete it immediately. This e-mail message does not create any legally binding contract between 
Transnet SOC LTD and the recipient, unless the contrary is specifically stated. Statements and opinions 
expressed in e-mails may not represent those of Transnet SOC LTD. While Transnet will take reasonable 
precautions, it cannot give any guarantee or warrant that this email will be free of virus infections, errors, 
interception and, therefore, cannot be held liable for any loss or damages incurred by the recipient, as a 
result of any of the above-mentioned factors.  
 
NOTICE ON FRAUD REPORTING: Transnet is committed to maintaining the highest standards of integrity, 
transparency, and accountability. All employees, contractors, stakeholders and interested parties are 
encouraged to report any suspected unethical, illegal, or irregular conduct without fear of victimization 
through the Transnet official channels via the whistleblowing portal: 
https://whistleblowersoftware.com/secure/Transnet and / or Hotline on 0800 003 056 (Toll-free). All 
reports received through this channel are treated with strict confidentiality and whistleblowers are 
offered protection under company policy and applicable legislation from any form of or victimization. To 
maintain strict confidentiality and ensure compliant processing, please use the designated reporting 
channels and refrain from reporting such matters via email to executives or other staff members.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

South African Heritage Resources Agency 
(SAHRA) 
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Steve September

From: Nokukhanya Khumalo <nkhumalo@sahra.org.za>
Sent: Wednesday, 08 April 2026 13:01
To: Steve September
Subject: RE: Intention to resubmit application for Environmental Authorisation - Solar-

Powered Desalination Plant in the Port of East London by TNPA - 
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675 

Attachments: image002.wmz

Good aŌernoon 
 
Please note that if a new DEFFE number is issued then a new SAHRIS applicaƟon must be created in order for the 
SAHRA is provide new comments in terms of secƟon 38(8) for secƟons of the development located below the 
MariƟme High Water mark.  
 
Kind Regards, 
Nokukhanya Khumalo 
 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Wednesday, 08 April 2026 12:23 
Subject: Intention to resubmit application for Environmental Authorisation - Solar-Powered Desalination Plant in the 
Port of East London by TNPA - 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675  
 
Dear Stakeholder / Interested and Affected Party, 
 
NOTICE: INTENTION TO RESUBMIT APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION 
 
Project: Scoping & Environmental Impact Assessment (S&EIA) for the Proposed 2 MLD Solar-
Powered Seawater Desalination Plant in the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan 
Municipality, Eastern Cape Province 
 
DFFE Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675 
 
This email serves to notify all registered and potential new Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) 
of the intention to resubmit the application for Environmental Authorisation for the above-
mentioned project. Please find the formal notice attached, which provides further details. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
To remain informed and receive future updates, please register as an I&AP. 
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Nokukhanya Khumalo 
Senior Heritage Officer: Development 
Applications Unit  
 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of 
this pictu re from the Internet.
Logo
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+27 21 462 4502/ 8654 
 
NKhumalo@sahra.org.za  
SAHRA, 111 Harrington Street, Cape Town, 8001, 
Western Cape, ZA  
www.sahra.org.za  
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Steve September

From: Nokukhanya Khumalo <nkhumalo@sahra.org.za>
Sent: Wednesday, 22 July 2026 10:39
To: Steve September
Subject: Re: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR 

DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF EAST LONDON

Good day, 
  
Please note that all development applications are processed via our online portal, the South African Heritage 
Resources Information System (SAHRIS) found at the following link: http://sahra.org.za/sahris/.  We do not 
accept emailed, posted, hardcopy, faxed, website links or DropBox links as official submissions. 
  
Please create an application on SAHRIS for each EA application and upload all documents pertaining to the 
Environmental Authorisation Application Process. As per section 24(4)b(iii) of NEMA and section 38(8) of the 
National Heritage Resources Act, Act 25 of 1999 (NHRA), an assessment of heritage resources must form part 
of the process and the assessment must comply with section 38(3) of the NHRA. 
  
For offshore applications, on the Application Selector, please choose “Get a comment or decision on a 
development (S38)”. Then please choose the “Offshore” option under the “In which province” query and 
follow the prompts for the s38 web form. 
  
If a case already exists on SAHRIS regarding the development, please upload the documents to that case using 
the "Make an additional submission to an existing case" in the application selector 
wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector. Please ensure that all documents produced as part of 
the EA process are submitted as part of the application. 
  
**PLEASE NOTE** 
An application fee is now required for all section 38 applications. Please ensure that the SAHRIS 
application contains a proof of payment as per the notice at the following 
link: https://www.sahris.org.za/node/383817. Please make separate payments per application with the 
specific reference numbers. Applications that do not include a proof of payment will be considered 
incomplete and will not be processed until proof of payment is provided. Please make use of the auto 
generated payment reference that can be found within the application form Please upload the PoP using 
the "Make an additional submission to an existing case" in the application selector 
wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector. The case officer assigned to your case will 
approve the submission and begin to process the case. 
  
Kind regards, 
 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Thursday, 16 July 2026 13:43 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT 
OF EAST LONDON  
  
Dear Interested and Affected Party, 
  
Notice in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, National 
Environmental Management Act (107 of 1998) (NEMA) and National Environmental Management: 
Integrated Coastal Management Act (24 of 2008) (ICMA) for: 
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THE PROPOSED 2 MEGALITRES PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION 
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN 
CAPE PROVINCE 
  
APPLICANT: Transnet SOC Limited—Division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) 
  
PROJECT DETAILS: Transnet SOC Limited, through its division TNPA, proposes a solar-powered 
seawater desalination plant in the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality. Water 
will be abstracted from the estuary and desalinated to produce 2 million litres of fresh water per day 
for port operations, including drinking water, reducing reliance on municipal supply. The brine by-
product will be discharged into the ocean. 
  
Environmental Authorisation (EA) is required from Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment 
(DFFE) in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations for: 
  

 Listing Notice 1 (GN R983 of 2014): Activities 14, 16, 17, 19A, 25, & 27 
 Listing Notice 2 (GN R984 of 2014): Activities 6 & 14  
 Listing Notice 3 (GN R985 of 2014): Activities 2, 4 & 12 

  
A Scoping & EIA (S&EIA) process is required to assess potential environmental, social and other 
impacts before the project may proceed. A Coastal Waters Discharge Permit (CWDP) is also required 
under ICMA for the marine discharge of brine. Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd has been 
appointed to undertake the S&EIA.  
  
You are herewith invited to review the Draft EIAr and supporting documents and provide your 
comments on the proposed development and discharge of brine into the marine environment during 
30-day public participation:  
From 18 July 2026 to 23:59 on 18 August 2026 
  
Documents are available as follows: 

 Online: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents 
 Hardcopy: West Bank Library (Hood St, West Bank Village, East London) 

  
To submit comments or questions, or to register for project updates, contact the Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner below:   
  
Disclosure of interest  

When registering as an I&AP or submitting comments, please provide your name, contact details, and details of any business, financial, 
personal, or other interest you may have in the application. 

Protection of Personal Information 

Anchor Environmental Consultants complies with the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013). Comments 
received and responses thereto will be included in a Comments and Responses Report, which will form part of the application 
submitted to the Competent Authority and will be publicly available.   If you object to your name, email address, or the name of the 
organisation you represent being included in this report, please notify us when submitting comments. If no objection is received, it will 
be assumed that you consent to the inclusion of these details. 

Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
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Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email and its attachments is both confidential and 
subject to copyright. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified not to read, 
disclose copy or use the contents thereof in any manner whatsoever, but are kindly requested to 
notify the sender and delete it immediately. This e-mail message does not create any legally binding 
contract between Transnet SOC LTD and the recipient, unless the contrary is specifically stated. 
Statements and opinions expressed in e-mails may not represent those of Transnet SOC LTD. While 
Transnet will take reasonable precautions, it cannot give any guarantee or warrant that this email will 
be free of virus infections, errors, interception and, therefore, cannot be held liable for any loss or 
damages incurred by the recipient, as a result of any of the above-mentioned factors.  
 
NOTICE ON FRAUD REPORTING: Transnet is committed to maintaining the highest standards of 
integrity, transparency, and accountability. All employees, contractors, stakeholders and interested 
parties are encouraged to report any suspected unethical, illegal, or irregular conduct without fear of 
victimization through the Transnet official channels via the whistleblowing portal: 
https://whistleblowersoftware.com/secure/Transnet and / or Hotline on 0800 003 056 (Toll-free). All 
reports received through this channel are treated with strict confidentiality and whistleblowers are 
offered protection under company policy and applicable legislation from any form of or victimization. 
To maintain strict confidentiality and ensure compliant processing, please use the designated 
reporting channels and refrain from reporting such matters via email to executives or other staff 
members.  
Nokukhanya Khumalo 
Senior Heritage Officer: Development 
Applications Unit  
 

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of 
this pictu re from the Internet.
Logo
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Steve September

From: Nokukhanya Khumalo <nkhumalo@sahra.org.za>
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2026 9:17 AM
To: Steve September
Cc: Natasha Higgitt; Briege Williams; Cheruscha Swart
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR 

DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF EAST LONDON

Good morning 
 
Any substantial amendments the heritage specialist was supposed to review, write an addendum to the MUCHIA, and 
that report was supposed to be resubmitted to SAHRA for comments. All the amendment documents were supposed to 
have been resubmitted to SAHRA for comments and an amendment fee of R1000 to process the additional documents. I 
suggest you apply to DFFE to extend the EIA process to allow for the additional 30 days for commenting. 
 
Kind Regards, 
Nokukhanya Khumalo 
 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Thursday, 10 September 2026 11:53 
To: Nokukhanya Khumalo <nkhumalo@sahra.org.za> 
Cc: Natasha Higgitt <nhiggitt@sahra.org.za>; Briege Williams <bwilliams@sahra.org.za>; Cheruscha Swart 
<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT 
OF EAST LONDON 
 
Dear Nokukhanya 
 
Thank you for your response. 
 
Substantial amendments were made to the proposed layout, but in our opinion, will have a smaller 
impact on the offshore heritage resources, as the newly proposed outlet pipeline will not go as deep into 
the ocean, but just under the high water mark. 
 
The previous (Final) comments issued in 2025 were considered and incorporated into the S&EIAr, EMPr 
and relevant specialist reports and appendices. Furthermore, the ECPHRA did also provide comments 
during this latest PPP. 
 
Based on what I said in this email, can you please confirm if the SAHRA still need to provide comments, 
and if not, confirmation via email can be accepted? 
 
Thank you in advance. 
 
Kind Regards,  
Steve September  
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Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868)  
   
 
From: Nokukhanya Khumalo <nkhumalo@sahra.org.za>  
Sent: Thursday, September 10, 2026 10:45 AM 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Natasha Higgitt <nhiggitt@sahra.org.za>; Briege Williams <bwilliams@sahra.org.za>; Cheruscha Swart 
<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: Re: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT 
OF EAST LONDON  
 
Good morning   
 
My apologies, the notification was not clear as to it being a new application or an existing one and the 
SAHRIS case Id's were not quoted in the notification email. That is why I included a section stating that 
any additional documents must be uploaded through an additional submission to the existing case.   
 
When SAHRA issues a final comment it means there will be no further comments issued unless there are 
substantive amendments or errors that must be corrected. However, we do require the final EIAr and 
appendices for record keeping purposes.   
 
I hope this explanation helps.   
 
Kind regards,   
Nokukhanya Khumalo   
 
Sent from Outlook for Android 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Thursday, 10 September 2026 08:58:46 
To: Nokukhanya Khumalo <nkhumalo@sahra.org.za> 
Cc: Natasha Higgitt <nhiggitt@sahra.org.za>; Briege Williams <bwilliams@sahra.org.za>; Cheruscha Swart 
<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT 
OF EAST LONDON  
  
Good morning Nokukhanya 
   
I hope this email finds you well. 
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Please see email chain below. 
   
We conducted a Public Participation (PP) from 18 July 2026 to 18 August 2026 for the Scoping and EIAr. 
As informed by you, we were required to make a SAHRIS submission, which we did (Case ID: 29519) on 
28 July 2026, with the ECPHRA providing comments on the SAHRIS submission on 14 August 2026. 
Please see comments attached. 
   
As this PP was for the resubmission of the S&EIAr, a previous PP was conducted in 2025, with SAHRA 
(Case ID: 24752) providing comments on 28 November 2025. Please see comments attached. 
   
Could you please advise if SAHRA still needs to comment on Case ID 29519, and by when we can expect 
comments, as we are in the process of finalising the Final EIAr and planning on submitting it in the 
coming week? 
   
Thank you in advance and I hope to hear from you soon. 
   
Kind Regards,  
Steve September  
   

 
   
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868)  
   
   
From: Nokukhanya Khumalo <nkhumalo@sahra.org.za>  
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2026 10:39 AM 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: Re: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT 
OF EAST LONDON  
   
Good day, 
  
Please note that all development applications are processed via our online portal, the South African Heritage 
Resources Information System (SAHRIS) found at the following link: http://sahra.org.za/sahris/.  We do not accept 
emailed, posted, hardcopy, faxed, website links or DropBox links as official submissions. 
  
Please create an application on SAHRIS for each EA application and upload all documents pertaining to the 
Environmental Authorisation Application Process. As per section 24(4)b(iii) of NEMA and section 38(8) of the 
National Heritage Resources Act, Act 25 of 1999 (NHRA), an assessment of heritage resources must form part of 
the process and the assessment must comply with section 38(3) of the NHRA. 
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For offshore applications, on the Application Selector, please choose “Get a comment or decision on a 
development (S38)”. Then please choose the “Offshore” option under the “In which province” query and 
follow the prompts for the s38 web form. 
  
If a case already exists on SAHRIS regarding the development, please upload the documents to that case using the 
"Make an additional submission to an existing case" in the application selector 
wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector. Please ensure that all documents produced as part of the 
EA process are submitted as part of the application. 
  
**PLEASE NOTE** 
An application fee is now required for all section 38 applications. Please ensure that the SAHRIS application 
contains a proof of payment as per the notice at the following link: https://www.sahris.org.za/node/383817. 
Please make separate payments per application with the specific reference numbers. Applications that do 
not include a proof of payment will be considered incomplete and will not be processed until proof of 
payment is provided. Please make use of the auto generated payment reference that can be found within the 
application form Please upload the PoP using the "Make an additional submission to an existing case" in the 
application selector wizard https://sahris.org.za/form/application-selector. The case officer assigned to 
your case will approve the submission and begin to process the case. 
  
Kind regards, 
   

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Thursday, 16 July 2026 13:43 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: INVITATION TO PARTICIPATE: SCOPING AND EIA FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR DESALINATION PLANT IN PORT OF 
EAST LONDON  
  
Dear Interested and Affected Party,  
   
Notice in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, National 
Environmental Management Act (107 of 1998) (NEMA) and National Environmental Management: 
Integrated Coastal Management Act (24 of 2008) (ICMA) for:  
   
THE PROPOSED 2 MEGALITRES PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT 
IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE 
PROVINCE  
   
APPLICANT: Transnet SOC Limited—Division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)  
   
PROJECT DETAILS: Transnet SOC Limited, through its division TNPA, proposes a solar-powered 
seawater desalination plant in the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality. Water will 
be abstracted from the estuary and desalinated to produce 2 million litres of fresh water per day for port 
operations, including drinking water, reducing reliance on municipal supply. The brine by-product will be 
discharged into the ocean.  
   
Environmental Authorisation (EA) is required from Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment 
(DFFE) in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations for:  
   

 Listing Notice 1 (GN R983 of 2014): Activities 14, 16, 17, 19A, 25, & 27  
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 Listing Notice 2 (GN R984 of 2014): Activities 6 & 14  
 Listing Notice 3 (GN R985 of 2014): Activities 2, 4 & 12  

   
A Scoping & EIA (S&EIA) process is required to assess potential environmental, social and other impacts 
before the project may proceed. A Coastal Waters Discharge Permit (CWDP) is also required under ICMA 
for the marine discharge of brine. Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd has been appointed to 
undertake the S&EIA.  
   
You are herewith invited to review the Draft EIAr and supporting documents and provide your comments 
on the proposed development and discharge of brine into the marine environment during 30-day public 
participation:  
From 18 July 2026 to 23:59 on 18 August 2026  
   
Documents are available as follows:  

 Online: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents  
 Hardcopy: West Bank Library (Hood St, West Bank Village, East London)  

   
To submit comments or questions, or to register for project updates, contact the Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner below:   
   
Disclosure of interest  

When registering as an I&AP or submitting comments, please provide your name, contact details, and details of any business, financial, 
personal, or other interest you may have in the application.  

Protection of Personal Information  

Anchor Environmental Consultants complies with the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013). Comments received 
and responses thereto will be included in a Comments and Responses Report, which will form part of the application submitted to the 
Competent Authority and will be publicly available.   If you object to your name, email address, or the name of the organisation you represent 
being included in this report, please notify us when submitting comments. If no objection is received, it will be assumed that you consent to 
the inclusion of these details.  

Kind Regards,  
Steve September  
   

 
   
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868)  
   
DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email and its attachments is both confidential and 
subject to copyright. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified not to read, disclose 
copy or use the contents thereof in any manner whatsoever, but are kindly requested to notify the sender 
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and delete it immediately. This e-mail message does not create any legally binding contract between 
Transnet SOC LTD and the recipient, unless the contrary is specifically stated. Statements and opinions 
expressed in e-mails may not represent those of Transnet SOC LTD. While Transnet will take reasonable 
precautions, it cannot give any guarantee or warrant that this email will be free of virus infections, errors, 
interception and, therefore, cannot be held liable for any loss or damages incurred by the recipient, as a 
result of any of the above-mentioned factors.  
 
NOTICE ON FRAUD REPORTING: Transnet is committed to maintaining the highest standards of integrity, 
transparency, and accountability. All employees, contractors, stakeholders and interested parties are 
encouraged to report any suspected unethical, illegal, or irregular conduct without fear of victimization 
through the Transnet official channels via the whistleblowing portal: 
https://whistleblowersoftware.com/secure/Transnet and / or Hotline on 0800 003 056 (Toll-free). All 
reports received through this channel are treated with strict confidentiality and whistleblowers are 
offered protection under company policy and applicable legislation from any form of or victimization. To 
maintain strict confidentiality and ensure compliant processing, please use the designated reporting 
channels and refrain from reporting such matters via email to executives or other staff members.  
Nokukhanya Khumalo 
Senior Heritage Officer: Development 
Applications Unit  
   

To help protect you r priv acy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of 
this pictu re from the Internet.
Logo
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Final Comment
In terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999)

Steve September
Anchor Environmental Consultants
Suite 8, Steenberg House
Silverwood CI
Tokai, Cape Town
7945
 

Transnet (SOC) Ltd (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is proposing to construct a 2Ml/day
solar powered reverse osmosis desalination plant in the Port of East London; East London; Buffalo City
Metropolitan Municipality of the Eastern Cape Province. 5.5 Megalitres of saline water a day from the Buffalo
River Estuary will be extracted, either using beach wells (beach boreholes) and land-based boreholes near the
marine environment, or directly from the ocean via a direct intake pipeline. The brine, a by-product of
desalination with elevated salt concentrations, will be discharged via a pipeline to a marine outfall where rapid
dilution with ocean water is expected. The plant will consist of an intake pump station, beach well and intake
pipeline, and effluent pipeline. The intake pipe made from High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) will be 315 mm
in diameter and will be about ~13–18 m in length from the edge of existing wall and extend 1 m below water
surface. The intake head will include a strainer barrier to prevent fish and other organisms from being drawn
into the pipe. The outfall pipeline assumes a corridor width of 8 m passing over breakwater, and the internal
diameter is 200 mm and outlet diameter 150 mm. The desalinated water will be stored in a 1ML tank before
use by TNPA.

Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd has been appointed to undertake a Scoping and Environmental
Impact Assessment (S&EIA) application process in terms of the National Environmental Management Act, 28
of 1998) (as amended), for listed activities in the 2014 NEMA EIA Regulations as amended. The initial EIA
was completed last year but the project lapsed, and a new application was applied for with the finalised plans
assessed in the current EIAr.

The SAHRA issued a Final Comment dated 28/11/2025 requesting the submission of the Maritime and
Underwater Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment (MUCHIA) and Palaeontological Impact Assessment (PIA)
as well as the submission of the draft EIA report before providing further comments on the proposed
development. The MUCHIA report by TerraMare Archaeology (Pty) Ltd and the PIA report by Prof. M Bamford
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was submitted on 02/10/2025 for commenting in terms of section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources
Act, Act 25 of 1999 (NHRA).

Gribble, J. September 2025. HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROPOSED TWO MEGALITRE
PER DAY SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON,
BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE.

The desktop study noted that there are no known Early Stone Aged (ESA) artefacts around East London,
there are some significant Middle Stone Aged (MSA) sites just north of the port, after the Buffalo River at
Nahoon point, and some background scatter of MSA lithics that are not in their original position. Later Stone
Aged (LSA) sites could be well defined coastal dune sites with potentially significant deposits. However, the
desalination plant will be built on a recently upgraded artificial rock revetment and boulder beach, and the
outfall pipeline will be on the constructed rocky beach, both these locations are considered disturbed, and the
likelihood of coastal submerged archaeology is low. The intake pipeline will be constructed on the Buffalo
River which has previously been dredged, and the west bank widened. There are records noting the possibility
of 90 shipwrecks within 1km radius of the outfall and intake pipelines, but the locations of these wrecks are
vague. Due to recent dredging and river widening activities near the intake pipeline, the likelihood of any
artefacts or wrecks being impacted in this area is negligible. The outfall pipeline is located close to the area
formally known Castle Point which, according to historic records, saw a number of marine causalities but the
positions of these wrecks are uncertain, and they may have already been impacted by past revetment
construction. The outfall pipeline will lie on the surface of the rocky beach and may impact any wreck material
present within the surf zone. The author recommends the following:

Any newly confirmed locations of shipwrecks should be avoided during construction and operations of the
desalination plant;

If any shipwreck or related artefacts are identified during any pre-construction ground-truthing of the marine
outfall site, they must be reported to a suitably qualified maritime archaeologist and SAHRA must be notified;

The mitigation measures and chance finds procedures must be included in the EMPr;

Bamford, M. September 2025. Palaeontological Impact Assessment for the proposed 2ML/D Solar powered
seawater desalination plant at the Port of East London, for Transnet National Ports Authority, Eastern Cape
Province.



 

 

 

The southern half of proposed Port of East London desalination plant project site is located mainly on the
Nanaga Formation aeolianites, northern half of the project site is underlain by the Permian Middelton
Formation. Both are of Very High palaeontological significance. The fossils in the Nanaga Formation are
frequently very weathered due to extensive post-depositional diagenesis, the author recommends a low
palaeosensitivity for the formation. There are no recorded fossils for the Middelton Formation in this area, the
sensitivity rating is more appropriate further inland, therefore, it is recommended to be of low significance.
Overall, the potential impacts are low, and the author recommends chance finds procedures.

The amended HIA was submitted for comments in terms of section 38(8).

Gribble, J. July 2026. HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROPOSED TWO MEGALITRE PER
DAY SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON,
BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE.

The assessment of the finalised plans found that there will be a very low impact to heritage resources because
the area of the intake pipe has previously been dredged for the widening of the Buffalo River, and the area
around the outfall pipe has been changed with the construction of the breakwater, recently upgraded artificial
rock revetment and boulder beach. Any shipwrecks in the vicinity are highly speculative with a low chance.
The author recommends the following:

There is a small chance that fossils may occur in the Nanaga Formation aeolianites and the Middleton
Formation bedrock. It is recommended, therefore, that a palaeontological Chance Find Protocol is
implemented under the EMPr.

Final Comment 

The following comments are made as a requirement in terms of section 3(4) of the NEMA Regulations and
section 38(8) of the NHRA in the format provided in section 38(4) of the NHRA and must be included in the
Final BAR:

38(4)a – The SAHRA Development Application Unit (DAU) has no objections to the proposed
development;
38(4)b – The recommendations provided by the heritage specialists are supported and must be
adhered to. These further additional comments apply:
If any shipwrecks and/or artefacts related to shipwrecks in the region are uncovered, the findings must
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be reported to a maritime archaeologist appointed to inspect potential finds. A report on this inspection
must be submitted to SAHRA for further recommendations;
The Fossil Chance Finds Procedure must be included in the EMPr;
38(4)c(i) – If any evidence of archaeological sites or remains (e.g. remnants of stone-made structures,
indigenous ceramics, bones, stone artefacts, ostrich eggshell fragments, charcoal and ash
concentrations), fossils or other categories of heritage resources are found during the proposed
development, SAHRA DAU (Nokukhanya Khumalo/Natasha Higgitt 021 202 8660) must be alerted as
per section 35(3) of the NHRA. Non-compliance with section of the NHRA is an offence in terms of
section 51(1)e of the NHRA and item 5 of the Schedule;
38(4)c(ii) – If unmarked human burials are uncovered, the SAHRA DAU (Nokukhanya
Khumalo/Natasha Higgitt 021 202 8660), must be alerted immediately as per section 36(6) of the
NHRA. Non-compliance with section of the NHRA is an offence in terms of section 51(1)e of the NHRA
and item 5 of the Schedule;
38(4)d – See section 51(1) of the NHRA;
38(4)e – The following conditions apply with regards to the appointment of specialists:
i) If heritage resources are uncovered during the course of the development, a professional
archaeologist or palaeontologist, depending on the nature of the finds, must be contracted as soon as
possible to inspect the heritage resource. If the newly discovered heritage resources prove to be of
archaeological or palaeontological significance, a Phase 2 rescue operation may be required subject to
permits issued by SAHRA;
The Final EIAr and EMPr must be submitted to SAHRA for record purposes;
The decision regarding the EA Application must be communicated to SAHRA and uploaded to the
SAHRIS Case application.

Should you have any further queries, please contact the designated official using the case number quoted
above in the case header.

Yours faithfully
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________________________________________
Nokukhanya Khumalo
Senior Heritage Officer
South African Heritage Resources Agency

 
________________________________________
Natasha Higgitt
Manager: Development Applications Unit
South African Heritage Resources Agency
Terms & Conditions:

1. This approval does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining local authority approval or any other necessary approval for
proposed work.

2. If any heritage resources, including graves or human remains, are encountered they must be reported to SAHRA immediately.
3. SAHRA reserves the right to request additional information as required.

ADMIN:
Direct URL to case: https://sahris.org.za/node/413200
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Response to NID (Notification of Intent to Develop)
In terms of Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999)

Steve September Anchor Environmental Consultants Suite 8, House, Tokai Silverwood Cl Tokai, Cape Town
7945

Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is proposing to build and
operate a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO) seawater desalination plant within the Port of
East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province. Saline water will be
abstracted and desalinated (salt removed) at the plant and two megalitres of fresh water produced per
day. This fresh water will be used by TNPA to support operations within the port. The highly saline
water which is produced by the plant during the desalination process, will be transported through a
pipeline to a marine outfall. Water will be discharged through this marine outfall into the ocean to
rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters.

ECPHRA acknowledges receipt of the revised project’s Draft EIAR, EMPr, Heritage Impact Assessment
(Gribble, J. May 2026) and the Paleontological impact Assessment (Bamford, M. May 2026).

Following review of the reports, in line with Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act of
1999, reports are acceptable and there are no objections to the proposed development however, the specialist
and following ECPHRA recommendations must be adhered to:

ECPHRA General pre/construction phase requirements:

The project proponent/representative must notify ECPHRA of the date of commencement of the project
or share the project schedule and the Environmental Authorisation (EA), if applicable.
Heritage induction and training for all ground crew, must include identification of archaeological,
palaeontological, historical, and burial-related material.  This ensures lawful heritage compliance during
all phases of the project.
A Heritage & Fossil Chance Finds Protocol must be adhered to.
There must be monitoring during vegetation clearing and excavations. 

Post Construction phase requirements:

ROPOSED 2ML/D SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON,
BCMM

Enquiries: Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama Date: Thursday, 6 August, 2026

Tel: 043 492 1370

Email: ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za

Case ID: 29519
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Upon completion of the project, a final heritage compliance report, to be submitted to ECPHRA.

 

Project Payments:

NID fee (R 500 - paid)

HIA fee (R 1 500 - paid)

Should you have any further queries, please contact the designated official using the case number quoted
above in the case header.

Yours faithfully
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________________________________________
Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama
Archaeologist
Eastern Cape Provincial Heritage Resources Authority

Terms & Conditions:

1. This approval does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining local authority approval or any other necessary approval for
proposed work.
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2. If any heritage resources, including graves or human remains, are encountered they must be reported to ECPHRA immediately.
3. ECPHRA reserves the right to request additional information as required.

ADMIN:
Direct URL to case: https://sahris.org.za/408364
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Steve September

From: Jackoleen Breetzke <Jackoleen.Breetzke@dedea.gov.za>
Sent: Wednesday, 08 April 2026 15:44
To: Thina Thandani; Ndileka Nazo; Reinaldo Bishop
Cc: Steve September
Subject: FW: Intention to resubmit application for Environmental Authorisation - Solar-

Powered Desalination Plant in the Port of East London by TNPA - 
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675 

Attachments: image004.wmz; image005.wmz; image006.wmz; image007.wmz; image008.wmz; 
image010.wmz; image001.wmz; Notice_Resubmission of Application 8.4.2026.pdf

Good day 
 
Kindly find the email below and the aƩached for your aƩenƟon. 
 
Kind regards 
 

Jacky Breetzke 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

From: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Wednesday, 08 April 2026 12:23 
Subject: Intention to resubmit application for Environmental Authorisation - Solar-Powered Desalination Plant in the 
Port of East London by TNPA - 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675  
 

Dear Stakeholder / Interested and Affected Party, 
 
NOTICE: INTENTION TO RESUBMIT APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION 
 
Project: Scoping & Environmental Impact Assessment (S&EIA) for the Proposed 2 MLD Solar-
Powered Seawater Desalination Plant in the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan 
Municipality, Eastern Cape Province 
 
DFFE Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675 
 
This email serves to notify all registered and potential new Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) 
of the intention to resubmit the application for Environmental Authorisation for the above-
mentioned project. Please find the formal notice attached, which provides further details. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Some people who received this message don't often get email from steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za. Learn why this is important   

 

卡 卡卡卡 卡卡卡卡卡  
卡 卡 卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡 卡卡 卡卡卡卡  
  
卡卡 卡 卡卡 卡 卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡  

卡卡卡卡卡卡卡 卡 卡卡 卡卡卡卡卡 卡 卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡卡  

 0832945842 

 Alderwood House, Palm Square Office Park,  
Bonza Bay Road, Beacon Bay, EAST LONDON, 5241 
Private Bag X9060, East London, 5 200 
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA 

 jackoleen.breetzke@dedea.gov.za  

 043 707 4002 
 0864829426 
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To remain informed and receive future updates, please register as an I&AP. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
'Everything in this email and its attachments relating to the official business of the Eastern Cape 
Provincial Government and the Department of Economic Development Environmental Affairs and 
Tourism is proprietary to the ECPG and DEDEAT. It is confidential, legally privileged and protected by 
law. The person addressed in the email is the sole authorized recipient. Should you receive it in error, 
immediately notify the sender of the error and delete the e-mail. Any unauthorized dissemination or 
copying of this e-mail (or any attachment to this e-mail) or the wrongful disclosure of the information 
here in contained is prohibited. Also note that this form of communication is not secure, it can be 
intercepted, and may not necessarily be free of errors and viruses in spite of reasonable efforts to 
secure this medium'; and fall back to action Wrap if the disclaimer can't be inserted.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comments from other I&APs 



Comment Letter 
 

Subject: Comments on Draft EMPr – Proposed 2MLD Solar-Powered Seawater 

Desalination Plant, Port of East London 

To: Mr. Steve September, Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 

Email: steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za 

16 July 2026 

Dear Mr. September, 

I appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Environmental 

Management Programme (EMPr) prepared for the proposed 2MLD solar-powered seawater 

desalination plant in the Port of East London. I commend Transnet National Ports Authority 

and Anchor Environmental Consultants for integrating renewable energy into critical water 

infrastructure. However, I wish to raise the following points for consideration and inclusion 

in the final EMPr: 

Marine Ecology Protection 

• The brine discharge into the ocean poses risks to marine biodiversity. The EMPr should 

strengthen monitoring requirements under the Coastal Waters Discharge Permit, 

including salinity, temperature, and chemical composition testing at regular intervals. 

• Adaptive management measures should be specified in case monitoring reveals adverse 

ecological impacts. 

Estuarine Impact 

• Water abstraction from the estuary may alter hydrological balance and affect estuarine 

species. The EMPr should include seasonal abstraction limits and ecological flow 

requirements to safeguard estuarine functionality. 

Community and Social Aspects 

• While the project reduces reliance on municipal water, the EMPr should clarify how 

surplus potable water, if available, could benefit surrounding communities. 

• Engagement with local stakeholders must be ongoing, not limited to the initial 

consultation phase. 

Operational Monitoring and Compliance 

• Section 3 outlines monitoring and reporting, but the EMPr should specify independent 

third-party audits at least annually to ensure transparency. 

• A public-facing compliance register should be maintained to build trust with affected 

communities. 

mailto:steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za


Climate Resilience and Sustainability 

• The integration of solar photovoltaic (PV) technology is commendable. However, the 

EMPr should include contingency measures for energy supply during low solar yield 

periods to ensure uninterrupted water production. 

• Opportunities for further renewable integration (e.g., battery storage) should be 

explored. 

Emergency Preparedness 

• Section 3.8 outlines incident management, but more detail is needed on spill response 

protocols, fire management, and coordination with local emergency services. 

Conclusion 

I support the principle of renewable-powered desalination as a sustainable solution for 

water security. However, the above concerns should be addressed to ensure that the project 

achieves its objectives without compromising ecological integrity, community well-being, or 

regulatory compliance. 

Thank you for considering these comments. I look forward to the continued engagement 

process. 

Yours sincerely, 

 
Ndzondelelo Mbadu 

mn.mbadu@gmail.com 
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Steve September

From: Janine Greeff <janineg@l2b.co.za>
Sent: Tuesday, 21 July 2026 13:08
To: Steve September
Cc: Cheruscha Swart
Subject: Re: Solar Powered Desalination Plant, East London

Hi Steve, 

Yes, I can access the documents now, thank you so much 덞덛덟덜덝 

Have a lovely day. 

Kind Regards  
Janine Greeff | Regional Content Researcher Projects 
T : +27 86 083 6337 | F: +27 33 343 5882 | E: JanineG@L2B.co.za | W: 
www.L2B.co.za 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
L2B Logo
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- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
This e-mail is for the intended addressee only. If you have received it in error, please 
notify the sender by e-mail. View our Privacy Policy here. 
On 2026/07/21 12:59, Steve September (steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za) wrote: 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
CAUTION - EXTERNAL SENDER - Be careful when opening links or attachments! L2B IT Department. 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 
Dear Janine 
  
The documents have been reuploaded. Can you please check and let us know if you 
can access it. 
  
Thank you in advance. 
  
Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
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Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
From: Janine Greeff <janineg@l2b.co.za>  
Sent: Tuesday, 21 July 2026 12:03 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: Re: Solar Powered Desalination Plant, East London 
  

Hi Steve, 

Thank you so much. 

I am not able to open any of the documents for this projects. I tried 
clicking on all the documents but nothing opens. My colleague and I both 
tried using Chrome and Firefox but neither work. I can open the 
documents for other projects though, but there seems to be a problem 
with this one. 
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Kind Regards  
Janine Greeff | Regional Content Researcher Projects 
T : +27 86 083 6337 | F: +27 33 343 5882 | E: JanineG@L2B.co.za | W: 
www.L2B.co.za 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
L2B Logo

 
Our Business is about growing Yours. Find out Who is building What, 
When & Where. 

 
L2B: Comprehensive, Online Business Leads for the Construction 
Industry. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
This e-mail is for the intended addressee only. If you have received it in 
error, please notify the sender by e-mail. View our Privacy Policy here. 
On 2026/07/21 11:05, Steve September (steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za) wrote: 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------- 
CAUTION - EXTERNAL SENDER - Be careful when opening links or attachments! L2B IT 
Department. 
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--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------- 

  
Good morning Janine 
  
I hope this email finds you well. 
  
Please accept this email as confirmation of receipt that you have been 
registered as an Interested and Affected Party (I&AP). 
  
All relevant documents can be found on Anchor website at 
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents 
  
Please let me know if you have any questions or require further 
information. 
  
Disclosure of interest  

When registering as an I&AP or submitting comments, please provide your name, contact details, 
and details of any business, financial, personal, or other interest you may have in the application. 

Protection of Personal Information 

Anchor Environmental Consultants complies with the Protection of Personal Information Act, 
2013 (Act No. 4 of 2013). Comments received and responses thereto will be included in a 
Comments and Responses Report, which will form part of the application submitted to the 
Competent Authority and will be publicly available.   If you object to your name, email address, or 
the name of the organisation you represent being included in this report, please notify us when 
submitting comments. If no objection is received, it will be assumed that you consent to the 
inclusion of these details. 

Kind Regards, 
Steve September 
  

 
  
Candidate Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAPASA: 2023/7868) 
  
DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email and its 
attachments is both confidential and subject to copyright. If you are not 
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified not to read, disclose copy 
or use the contents thereof in any manner whatsoever, but are kindly 
requested to notify the sender and delete it immediately. This e-mail 
message does not create any legally binding contract between Transnet 
SOC LTD and the recipient, unless the contrary is specifically stated. 
Statements and opinions expressed in e-mails may not represent those 
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of Transnet SOC LTD. While Transnet will take reasonable precautions, it 
cannot give any guarantee or warrant that this email will be free of virus 
infections, errors, interception and, therefore, cannot be held liable for 
any loss or damages incurred by the recipient, as a result of any of the 
above-mentioned factors.  
 
NOTICE ON FRAUD REPORTING: Transnet is committed to maintaining 
the highest standards of integrity, transparency, and accountability. All 
employees, contractors, stakeholders and interested parties are 
encouraged to report any suspected unethical, illegal, or irregular 
conduct without fear of victimization through the Transnet official 
channels via the whistleblowing portal: 
https://whistleblowersoftware.com/secure/Transnet and / or Hotline on 
0800 003 056 (Toll-free). All reports received through this channel are 
treated with strict confidentiality and whistleblowers are offered 
protection under company policy and applicable legislation from any 
form of or victimization. To maintain strict confidentiality and ensure 
compliant processing, please use the designated reporting channels and 
refrain from reporting such matters via email to executives or other staff 
members.   
  
  
From: Janine Greeff <janineg@l2b.co.za>  
Sent: Tuesday, 21 July 2026 10:26 
To: Steve September <steve@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: Solar Powered Desalination Plant, East London 
  

Good morning Steve, 

I hope you are well. 

I came across a public participation notice for the "proposed 
solar-powered desalination plant in the Port of East 
London" 
 
I do not have any objections but would like to please be 
registered as an interested party as I follow building and 
construction related projects from conceptual / feasibility up 
until completion. 
 
Please can you email me a copy of the background 
information document or motivating memorandum or any 
other documents or reports for this project. 

Thank you very much. 

--  
Kind Regards  
Janine Greeff | Regional Content Researcher Projects 
T : +27 86 083 6337 | F: +27 33 343 5882 | E: 
JanineG@L2B.co.za | W: www.L2B.co.za 
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To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
L2B Logo

 
Our Business is about growing Yours. Find out Who is building 
What, When & Where. 

 
L2B: Comprehensive, Online Business Leads for the 
Construction Industry. 
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This e-mail is for the intended addressee only. If you have 
received it in error, please notify the sender by e-mail. View 
our Privacy Policy here. 



 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

7 March 2025 

Appendix 5A-2 
Comments received as part of the First 

Application Process: 22 August 2024 to 31 
October 2025 

 

Includes comments on the Draft and Final 
Scoping Reports and first application Draft EIA 

Report 
 

 

 

 

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT 
 

SCOPING & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&EIA) FOR 
THE PROPOSED 2 MEGALITRES PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED 

SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST 
LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, 

EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS 
AUTHORITY 

 

 

 

DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2845 
 



From: Trisha Rene Pillay
To: Cheruscha Swart
Subject: Request for additional information regarding the pre-feasibility study
Date: Friday, 13 September 2024 11:00:19
Attachments: 2024_08_22-Request for Pre-app Meeting Desal Plant.pdf

Dear Ms Swart
 

1. Please provide additional information pertaining to the applicability of the Listed
Activities mentioning the Ports development footprint:

The EIA Regulations define "development footprint"  as any evidence of
physical alteration as a result of the undertaking of any activity. Can you
kindly provide admissible proof that there has been alteration in terms of
infilling, depositing , dredging, excavation, removal or moving of material at
the proposed site (where the proposed access road is to be placed, and the
proposed drilling sites. Or are the specific sites for the access roads and
drilling site areas underlain by concrete, a manmade depression.

 
2. Kindly note to determine whether the proposed site is regarded as a Coastal Public

Property DFFE Oceans and Coast would have to be consulted please find details
below;

Name: Adv. Radia Razack: Integrated Coastal Management
Email Address: RRazack@dffe.gov.za

Name: Yazeed Peterson: Director Coastal Pollution Management
Email: YPeterson@dffe.gov.za
Telephone No.: 0214937054

3. Kindly be aware since you are proposing to construct an access road on the coastal
zone therefore tractor loader backhoe will be used in the coastal zone you may
require an ORV Permit as well. Find details below:

ORV Permitting:
Queries should be directed to the Sub-Directorate: Coastal Protection and

Development
Telephone No.: 021 819 2598
Email: ORVPermitting@environment.gov.za

 
Kindly submit the additional information by Tuesday @12pm or sooner if possible.
 
 
Kind Regards,
 
Ms. Trisha Pillay
Environmental Officer: Priority Infrastructure Projects
Registered Environmental Assessment Practitioner: 2021/3791
Integrated Environmental Authorisations
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment
+Private Bag X447
     Pretoria

mailto:tpillay@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za



 
Private Bag X447, Pretoria, 0001, Environment House, 473 Steve Biko Road, Pretoria, 0002 Tel: +27 12 399 9000, Fax: +27 86 625 1042 


 
Batho pele- putting people first 
The processing of personal information by the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment is done lawfully and not excessive to the 
purpose of processing in compliance with the POPI Act, any codes of conduct issued by the Information Regulator in terms of the POPI Act and / or 
relevant legislation providing appropriate security safeguards for the processing of personal information of others. 


 


PRE-APPLICATION MEETING REQUEST – AUGUST 2023 
 
Request for a pre-application meeting in terms of Regulation 8 of the National Environmental Management Act, Act No. 
107 of 1998, as amended and the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, as amended (the 
Regulations) 


 
PROJECT TITLE (This must include local municipality and/or district municipality and province) 
 


Project Title 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the proposed 2ml/d Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant at the 
Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province, for Transnet National Ports 
Authority.  
 


Brief Project Description 
Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) has appointed contractors (Sunwater East London) for the construction of a 
two (2) megalitre per day (MLD) solar-powered desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City 
Metropolitan Municipality, East London.  Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd (Anchor) has been subcontracted 
to conduct the EIA prior to the construction and operation of the plant.  
 
Please refer to the map below, which illustrates the preferred development layout for the Reverse Osmosis (RO) 
desalination plant, including the solar plant and reservoir, as well as the proposed water intake and outfall locations. 
The preferred layout is marked with red lines and polygons on the map, while alternative layouts for the desalination 
plant site, intake, and outfall are also depicted. 
 
Preferred Development layout 
The water required for the desalination process will be sourced from the lowest portion of the Buffalo River Estuary, 
within the Estuarine Functional Zone (EFZ).  The Preferred Intake method involves abstracting water via beach wells 
(boreholes) located on a small beach located near to the harbour mouth.  A total of 5265 cubic metres of seawater will 
be abstracted per day.  This water will be pumped to the Reverse Osmosis (RO) plant through an Intake Connecting 
Pipeline.  
 
At the RO plant, the seawater will be desalinated and approximately 2000 cubic metres of freshwater will be produced 
per day.  This freshwater will be pumped to Transnet and a nearby factory through existing pipelines as needed.  
Additionally, water will be stored in an on-site storage tank with a capacity of 1000 cubic metres (1 ML).  The RO plant 
will be powered by a solar photovoltaic (PV) plant, located on the adjacent land.  The Preferred RO & Solar Plant 
Site is marked in red on the map. 
 
The PV plant will have a peak output of 400 kW, supplying direct current (DC) at a maximum of 1000V (1 kV) to the 
RO plant.  Any excess electricity generated will be stored on-site in batteries, which will be housed in a 20ft container. 
 In the event of insufficient solar energy, backup grid power will be used, transmitted at a maximum of 400V. 
 
The brine (a by-product of the RO process—brine is water containing the salt removed during the process) will be 
stored in an on-site holding tank before being transported via an Outfall Connecting Pipeline and discharged into 
the offshore marine environment through a marine outfall pipeline.  Approximately 3260 cubic meters of brine will be 
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discharged daily.  The Preferred Outfall route for brine discharge involves a new pipeline to be installed south of the 
grain silo, extending approximately 500 meters offshore. 


 
Alternatives 
Alternative RO and PV plant sites include Alternative Site 2 and Alternative Site 3.  In terms of discharge outfalls, 
an alternative route (Outfall Alternative 2) involves laying a new pipeline north of the grain silo, extending about 500 
meters offshore, slightly northeast of the preferred route.  Another option (Outfall Alternative 3) is to utilise the 
existing Municipal Hood Point Outfall pipeline, located approximately 1.5 km southwest of the site, extending over a 
kilometre offshore.  This would necessitate constructing a connecting pipeline from the desalination plant to the 
municipal outfall. 
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Alternative intake options include pumping water directly from the estuary via a direct intake pipeline (Intake 
Alternatives 2 or 5) or directly from the marine environment via a direct intake pipeline (Intake Alternatives 3 or 4). 
 
Given that the plant requires a marine outfall within coastal waters, this project requires a CWDP, under the National 
Environmental Management: Integrated Coastal Management Act (NEM:ICMA, Act 24 of 2008). Anchor is currently in 
the process of applying for this permit.  
 
We are still awaiting confirmation from the Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS) on whether a Water Use Licence 
(WUL) or General Authorisation (GA) is required. 
 
Maps indicating Site Sensitivities are shown in Appendix 5. 
 
Note: Feasibility Study 
As part of the project planning phase, a Geotechnical and Geohydrological Feasibility Study (Feasibility Study) is required to 
determine the most feasible intake option/location and optimal RO plant site layout.   
This study will take place before the start of the EIA and is required by both the EIA process and the engineering feasibility aspect 
of the project.  The in-field component of the Feasibility Study is expected to be concluded within two weeks.  The study will 
consist of two key assessments: 
 
1. Geohydrological Component (Beach Area Assessment):  
This will involve drilling test holes at two potential sites (Geotech Test Drill Sites) above the high-water mark (HWM) to determine 
the hydraulic and qualitative properties of the underlying water table and to identify preferred beachwell locations.  One site is 
situated on the beach, and the second on the concrete road.   
 
A Tractor-Loader-Backhoe (TLB) excavator will be used to create an access road to the beach Test Drill Site.  The road will be 
approximately 5m wide and 28m long, resulting in a road (and maximum vegetation disturbance/removal) of approximately 140 
m2.  Sandbags or sleepers will be used to stabilise the road.  The route will follow the palisade to the west and avoid vegetation 
and the clearance thereof, as much as possible.  It's estimated that 70 m3 of sand could be displaced, based on a conservative 
estimate of 0.5 metres depth of sand being graded and moved along the entire road length.  A hole will be drilled using a rotary 
core drill at each Test Drill Site.  These drills are small, creating a hole with a maximum diameter of 75mm and a depth of 
approximately 25m.  If this core drilling is successful (i.e., the drill does not encounter bedrock), a borehole will be drilled using a 
percussion drilling rig at the same site.  These percussion drilling rigs are larger and create a hole with a maximum diameter of 
400mm, reaching a depth of approximately 40m.  If percussion drilling follows core drilling, the disturbance from percussion 
drilling will be considered the maximum area and volume of material disturbed, since it will occur at the same test hole locations.  
The total surface area disturbed by both percussion holes is estimated to be 0.251 m2 and total volume of material removed 10.05 
m3. 


• The total area disturbed by all activities in the Beach Area is estimated to approximately 140.251 m2 (of which 140 m2 is 


removal of vegetation). 


• The total volume of sand removed or displaced by the activities is estimated to be approximately 80.05 m3. 


2. Geotechnical Component (Desalination Plant Site Assessment):  
The purpose of this assessment is to investigate the foundation, stability, and suitability of the RO plant site layout.  This 
investigation will comprise two tasks.  
 
Task 1: A TLB will be used to excavate up to 14 test pits.  Each pit will be 1m wide and 2.5m deep.  Vegetation will only be 
cleared where each 1m test pit is dug.  However, the total disturbed footprint for each pit will be 3m by 3m to account for the area 
around the pit affected by the excavator.  After excavation, the test pits will be backfilled, and the surface will be reinstated as 
close to its original condition as possible. 
• The total surface area disturbed by the test pits will be 126 m2. 
• This will potentially require the clearance of 14 m2 of vegetation. 
• The total volume of material removed for all test pits will be 35 m3. 
 
Task 2: A single hole will be drilled using a rotary core drill with a diameter of 75mm and a maximum drilling depth of 25 m.  The 
core sample extracted will be used for sediment analysis and other investigations. 
• The total surface area disturbed by the single hole will be 0.0044 m2. 
• This will potentially require the clearance of 0.0044 m2 of vegetation. 
• The total volume of material removed by the core drill is estimated to be 0.11 m3. 
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Please refer to the attached emails sent to IQ@dffe.gov.za on 6/8/2024 and 20/08/2024, respectively, for our query on 
whether certain aspects of the Geohydrological Component of the Feasibility Study trigger listed activities.  
 
 


 


IMPORTANT INFORMATION BEFORE COMPLETING THIS APPLICATION FORM: 
 
1. This form must always be used for pre-application meeting requests where this Department is the Competent 


Authority. 


2. This application form is current as of August 2023. It is the responsibility of the Applicant / Environmental 


Assessment Practitioner (EAP) to ascertain whether subsequent versions of the form have been published or 


produced by the Competent Authority.  The latest available Departmental templates are available at 


https://www.environment.gov.za/documents/forms. 


3. The onus on Applicant/EAP to determine all applicable listed activities that would require Environmental 


Authorisation prior to the commencement of the construction activities.  Should any revision of your development 


comprise any other activities that constitute a listed activity/ies as defined in GN R983, R984 and R98 of 04 


December 2014, as amended, it must also form part of the Application for Environmental Authorisation. 


4. Be reminded that it is not compulsory in terms of the EIA Regulations that a pre-application meeting must take 


place prior to an application being lodged with the Department. 


5. This form must be lodged with the Department at least one (1) month prior to the requested meeting date. 


6. Please note that the proposed date and time will be confirmed prior to the meeting. 


7. A detailed motivation and agenda must be appended to this meeting request. 


8. This form must be marked “for Attention: Chief Director: Integrated Environmental Authorisations” and 


submitted to the Department via email. 


9. All fields are compulsory. 


10. The required information must be typed within the spaces provided in the form.  The sizes of the spaces provided 


are not necessarily indicative of the amount of information to be provided.  Spaces are provided in tabular format 


and will extend automatically when each space is filled with typing.  A legible font type and size must be used 


when completing the form. The font size should not be smaller than 10pt (e.g. Arial 10). 


11. Note that the EAP is required to submit minutes of the meeting to the Department for approval as per the 


timeframes agreed to in the meeting.   


12. The Department reserves the right to refuse the pre-application meeting based on the information provided in this 


request. 
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 Competent Authority Details 
 


 


Online Submission only:  
Email: eiaapplications@dffe.gov.za 
 
Click https://www.dffe.gov.za/documents/forms/legal for guidance document which must be complied 
with in order to upload/submit files to this Competent Authority. 
 
Physical address: 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
Attention: Chief Director: Integrated Environmental Authorisations 
Environment House 
473 Steve Biko Road 
Arcadia  
 
For Submission enquiries: Contact the Directorate: IEA Strategic Support, Coordination and Reporting at: 
Email: EIAApplications@dffe.gov.za   
 
For EIA related implementation queries:  
Email: EIAAdmin@dffe.gov.za 
 
For EIA Related Interpretation queries in terms of the Listed Activities:  
Email: IQ@dffe.gov.za  
 
For SIP confirmation, please contact the SIP coordinator at the below contact details: 


• Mr Alvino Wildschutt-Prins 


Programme Manager: Infrastructure Pipeline Development & Management 


SIP Programme Management Office 
Cell: 072 650 2249 


Email: alvino@presidency.gov.za 


• Mr Avik Singh, Infrastructure Project pipeline (SIP Support) 
AvikS@idc.co.za 



mailto:eiaapplications@dffe.gov.za

https://www.dffe.gov.za/documents/forms/legal

mailto:EIAApplications@dffe#.gov.za

mailto:EIAAdmin@dffe.gov.za

mailto:IQ@dffe.gov.za

mailto:alvino@presidency.gov.za

mailto:AvikS@idc.co.za
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1. COMPETENT AUTHORITY 
 


Identified Competent Authority to consider the 
application: 


Department of Forestry Fisheries and the 
Environment  


Reason(s) in terms of S24C of NEMA: Transnet SOC Limited (Transnet) is the Applicant for 
this project.  As Transnet is a wholly government-
owned state entity, the DFFE is required to be the 
Competent Authority. 
 


 
2. GENERAL INFORMATION  


 
PROJECT TITLE (This must include local municipality and/or district municipality and Province) 
 


Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the proposed 2ml/d Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant 
at the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province, for Transnet 
National Ports Authority.  
 


 
Title Choose a title. 


Name of the Applicant Transnet SOC Ltd 


Surname of the Applicant Transnet SOC Ltd 


Name of contact person for applicant (name and 
surname) (if other) 


Nosicelo Biyana 


Company/ Trading name (if any) Transport National Ports Authority 


Company Registration Number 1990/000900/30 


Physical address East London Harbour 


Postal address P O Box 101, East London, 


Postal code 5200 


Telephone 067 367 0110 


Cellphone 067 367 0110 


E-mail Nosicelo.Biyana@transnet.net 


 
Name of the Landowner Transnet SOC Ltd 


Surname of the Landowner Transnet SOC Ltd 


Postal address East London Harbour, P O Box 101, East London  


Postal code 5200 


Telephone 043 700 1166 


Cellphone 060 544 6215 


E-mail Sphiwe.mthembu@transnet.net 


 
Name of the Person in control of the land Transnet SOC Ltd 


Surname of the Person in control of the land Transnet SOC Ltd 


Postal address East London Harbour, P O Box 101, East London  


Postal code 5200 


Telephone 043 700 1166 


Cellphone 060 544 6215 


E-mail Sphiwe.mthembu@transnet.net 


 
In instances where there is more than one landowner, please attach a list of those landowners with their contact details as 
APPENDIX 2.  
 


Provincial Environmental Authority: Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development 
and Environmental Affairs 
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Name of contact person in Environmental Section 
(name and surname) 


Dayalan Govender 


Postal address Private Bag X 5001, Greenacres 


Postal code 6001 


Telephone - 


Cellphone 071 674 9710 


E-mail dayalan.govender@dedea.gov.za 


 
Local Municipality Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality: Integrated 


Environmental Management & Sustainable Development 
Department 
 


Name of contact person in Environmental Section 
(name and surname) 


To be Confirmed (TBC)  


Postal address PO Box 134 


Postal code 5300 


Telephone 043 705 2982 


Cellphone Click or tap here to enter text. 


E-mail: Click or tap here to enter text. 


 
In instances where there is more than one Local/Provincial Authority involved, please attach a list of those Local/ Provincial 
Authorities with their contact details as APPENDIX 3. Ensure that the details provided above are verified and valid. 
 


3. ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PRACTITIONER (EAP) INFORMATION 
 


Company of Environmental Assessment 
Practitioner (EAP) 


Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 


EAP name and surname Cheruscha Swart 
 


EAP Qualifications and Professional affiliations MSc (Cum Laude) Zoology 
BSc (Hons) Biodiversity and Ecology 
BSc Biodiversity and Ecology 
 
EAPASA – Environmental Assessment Practitioner: 
Number 2021/3298 
 
SACNASP – Pr.Sci.Nat. Environmental Science: 155305 
 
IAIAsa – Member: Membership number 7398 
 


Physical address Suite 8, Steenberg House, Silverwood Cl, Steenberg 
Office Park, Tokai, Cape Town, 7945 
 


Postal address Same as above 


Postal code 7945 


Telephone +27-21-701 3420 


Cellphone 081 481 7914 


E-mail cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za 


 
4. MEETING DETAILS  


 


Purpose of the meeting request The purpose is to: 


• Provide a brief project description;  
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• Confirm the list of potentially triggered listed activities 


and the queries relating to these;  


• Discuss the email query on whether certain aspects of 


the Geohydrological Component of the Feasibility Study 


trigger listed activities; 


• Discuss Spatial Development Framework Boundaries 


(Urban Edge, Port Footprint, Development Setback 


Line, etc.) 


o What is considered increasing the Port 


Development Footprint?; 


o Beach Area in terms of whether it falls within the 


Port Boundary (footprint)?;  


• Discuss the outcome of the screening tool and 


sensitivity themes;  


• Discuss the proposed specialist studies and level of 


assessment; 


• Discuss the availability of ERF numbers (some areas 


have no ERF numbers or the ERF numbers differ from 


Transnet’s Port Map); 


• Present the planned approach to the EIA (plan of study); 


• Confirm I&APs within the Department (various branches 


within the DFFE); 


• Confirm other I&APs  


 


Any advice requested before from the 


Department on this project i.e., from IQ or via 


email (attached response received) 


YES  ☒ NO    ☐ 


Applicant Category Application by Parastatal ☒ 


Organ of State ☐ 


Private Individual/Parties ☐ 


Application type Application for EA ☒ 


 Application for Integrated EA ☐ 


 Application for Amendment of an EA ☐ 


Proposed meeting date and timeslot as well as three alternative dates and timeslots 


Date Timeslot 


Start time End time 


1 Week of 9 to 13 September 2024 (if not too short 


notice) 


10:00 12:30 


2 16 to 20 September 2024 10:00 12:30 


3 23 to 27 September 2024 10:00 12:30 


Duration of the meeting 2 – 2.5 hours 


Estimated number of people attending meeting Nine (9) people (Three Anchor, Three Sunwater East London, 


Three Transnet Representatives) 


 
5. SITE DESCRIPTION 


 
Provide a detailed description of the site involved in the application. 
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Province/s Eastern Cape 


District Municipality/ies Buffalo City and Nelson Mandela Bay Metropolitan Municipality 


Local Municipality/ies Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality 


Ward number/s 19 


Nearest town/s East London 


Farm name/s and number/s 
ERF 19720,  ERF 38512, ERF 38514, ERF 19727, ERF 19729, 
ERF 19727, ERF 19770, ERF 38529, ERF 38530 


Portion number/s Click or tap here to enter text. 


 
Surveyor General 21 digit code: 
(If there are more than 4, please attach a list with the rest of the codes as APPENDIX 4. Where the 21-digit SGID and 
farm name are not available, the coordinates of the boundary of the property or properties must be provided in 4. 
 


All Included in Appendix 4 


                     


                     


                     


1  2    3      4      5   


 
Coordinates of Property/ies boundary (corner points or start, middle, end) 
Coordinates must be provided in degrees, minutes and seconds using the Hartebeesthoek94 WGS84 co-ordinate system. 
 


FEATURE 
LATITUDE (S) LONGITUDE (E) 
DEG MIN SEC DEG MIN SEC 


All Included in Appendix 4 
       
       
       


 
N.B. This template/table must be used to provide additional coordinates for relevant infrastructure which must be included 
in APPENDIX 4. 
 
Locality map and Project Plan:  


Locality map: 


A locality map must be attached to the application form, as APPENDIX 5. The scale of the locality map 
must be at least 1:50 000. For linear activities of more than 25 kilometres, a smaller scale e.g. 1:250 
000 can be used. The scale must be indicated on the map. The map must be legible and of high 
resolution. The map must include the following: 
1. an accurate indication of the project site position as well as the positions of the alternative 


sites, if any;  
2. road names or numbers of all the major roads as well as the roads that provide access to the 


site(s) 
3. a north arrow; 
1. scale indicator; 
2. a legend (which explains all symbols used on the map;  
3. the prevailing wind direction;  
4. site sensitivities, including but not limited to vegetation, wetlands, watercourses, heritage 


sites, critical biodiversity area/s, World Heritage Site, etc. and it must be overlaid by the study 
area; and 


5. GPS co-ordinates (Indicate the position of the proposed activity with the latitude and longitude 
at the centre point for each alternative site. The co-ordinates should be in degrees, minutes 
and seconds.  The seconds should be to at least two decimal places. The projection that must 
be used in all cases is the WGS-84 spheroid in a national or local projection). 
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6. ACTIVITIES APPLIED FOR  


 
For an application for environmental authorisation that involves more than one listed activity that, together, make up one 
development proposal, all the listed activities pertaining to this application must be provided below.  
 


Activity 
No(s): 


Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies) as 
set out in Listing Notice 1 of the EIA Regulations, 2014 
as amended 


Describe the portion of the proposed 
project to which the applicable listed 
activity relates. Ensure to include 
thresholds/area/footprint applicable. 


• 14 The development and related operation of facilities or 
infrastructure, for the storage, or for the storage and 
handling, of a dangerous good, where 
such storage occurs in containers with a combined capacity 
of 80 cubic metres or more but not exceeding 500 cubic 
metres. 


Batteries will be stored on site in a 
container of 32.6 cubic metres.  
Desal pre-treatment and CIP chemicals 
will also be stored on site in a typical 
chemical storage room inside the desal 
building and within their respective 
drums/jerry cans. Dimensions of storage 
room is 45 cubic metres. 
 
Notes and Queries: 
Are batteries considered dangerous 
goods? 


• 15 The development of structures in the coastal public 
property where the development footprint is bigger than 50 
square metres, excluding- (i) the development of structures 
within existing ports or harbours that will not increase the 
development footprint of the port or harbour; (ii) the 
development of a port or harbour, in which case activity 26 
in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 applies; (iii) the development of 
temporary structures within the beach zone where such 
structures will be removed within 6 weeks of the 
commencement of development and where coral or 
indigenous vegetation will not be cleared; or (iv) activities 
listed in activity 14 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014, in which case 
that activity applies..  


Creating an access road to drill 
beachwells 
An access road will be constructed on 
the dune leading to the potential 
beachwell sites on the beach at the 
same site where the access road was 
created during the Feasibility Study. 
Might be situated in the CPP. 
Since the vegetation would have been 
cleared during feasibility, no additional 
vegetation is anticipated to be cleared. 
 
Beachwells and beachwell 
connecting pipeline 
The Preferred Intake method for water is 
via beachwells (beach boreholes) 
(which might be situated in the CPP). 
 
Outfall pipelines  
The Preferred Outfall Alternative and 
Outfall Alternative 2 both extend into the 
CPP. 
 
Connecting pipeline 
Depending on the CPP boundary, a 
section of the connecting pipeline might 
also extend into the CPP.  
 
The combined footprint of these 
infrastructure will exceed 50m2.  
 
Notes and Queries: 
Confirmation on where the CPP 
boundary is.  This will determine 
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whether this activity is triggered or not 
and which project activities trigger this 
activity.  
 
Confirmation on what is meant by 
increasing the Port development’s 
footprint.  Access road excavation 
(whether during feasibility or during 
beachwell construction) might be 
excluded based on (i) the development 
of structures within existing ports or 
harbours that will not increase the 
development footprint of the port or 
harbour.   


16 The development and related operation of facilities for the 
desalination of water with a design capacity to produce 
more than 100 cubic metres of treated water per day. 


Reverse Osmosis Desalination Plant  
 
The RO plant will be constructed and 
produce 2000 cubic meters (2 megalitre) 
of water per day.  


17 Development-  


• in the sea;  


• in an estuary;  


• within the littoral active zone;  


• in front of a development setback; or  


• if no development setback exists, within a distance 
of 100 metres inland of the high-water mark of the 
sea or an estuary, whichever is the greater; in 
respect of-  


(i) fixed or floating jetties and slipways;  
(ii) tidal pools;  
(iii) embankments;  
(iv) rock revetments or stabilising structures including 
stabilising walls; or  
(v) infrastructure or structures with a development footprint 
of 50 square metres or more  
but excluding-  


• (aa) the development of infrastructure and 
structures within existing ports or harbours that will 
not increase the development footprint of the port 
or harbour;  


• (bb) where such development is related to the 
development of a port or harbour, in which case 
activity 26 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 applies;  


• (cc) the development of temporary infrastructure 
or structures where such structures will be 
removed within 6 weeks of the commencement of 
development and where coral or indigenous 
vegetation will not be cleared; or  


• (dd) where such development occurs within an 
urban area. 


Only applicable to the portions of the 
outfall pipelines (Preferred and 
alternative options) that extend into the 
ocean (development in the sea).  Since 
Intake Alternatives 3 and 4 also extend 
into the sea, they are also applicable. 
 
Additionally, this is potentially applicable 
to the beachwell area and the portions 
of Intake Alternative 2 and 5 that extend 
into the estuary (development in an 
estuary), and only applicable if the 
estuary waters are considered outside 
of the urban area (as it is not on land).  
However, the harbour falls within the 
Buffalo City Municipalities Urban Edge, 
so this is unclear.   
 
Notes and Queries: 
The above only applies if the offshore 
sea area and the estuary waters are 
considered outside of the urban area (as 
it is not on land).  Since the outfall 
pipelines extend into the sea beyond the 
Buffalo City Urban Edge, they are 
expected to not be considered to fall 
within an urban area.  However, the 
estuarine area in which the beachwells 
and intake pipelines fall, is within the 
Urban Edge (according to the 
Metropolitan SDF).  
 


18 The planting of vegetation or placing of any material on 
dunes or exposed sand surfaces of more than 10 square 
metres, within the littoral active zone, for the purpose of 
preventing the free movement of sand, erosion or accretion, 
excluding where - (i) the planting of vegetation or 


Drilling of beachwells: An access road 
will be constructed on the dune leading 
to the potential beachwell sites on the 
beach at the same site where the access 
road was created during the Feasibility 
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placement of material relates to restoration and 
maintenance of indigenous coastal vegetation undertaken 
in accordance with a maintenance management plan; or (ii) 
such planting of vegetation or placing of material will occur 
behind a development setback. 


Study.  To stabilise the road and prevent 
erosion or sand movement, sandbags or 
sleepers will be used. The erosion 
control measures will cover an area 
exceeding 10 square metres. 
 
Notes and Queries: 


• Access road excavation might be 
excluded based on (ii), i.e., this will 
occur behind a development 
setback. 


• Confirmation on where the 
development setback is.  


19A The infilling or depositing of any material of more than 5 
cubic metres into, or the dredging, excavation, removal or 
moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, pebbles or rock of 
more than 5 cubic metres from – 


(i) the seashore;  


(ii) the littoral active zone, an estuary or a distance of 100 
metres inland of the high - water mark of the sea or an 
estuary, whichever distance is the greater; or 


(iii) the sea; -  


but excluding where such infilling, depositing, dredging, 
excavation, removal or moving -(f) [ sic ] will occur behind a 
development setback; (g) [ sic ] is for maintenance 
purposes undertaken in accordance with a maintenance 
management plan; (h) [ sic ] falls within the ambit of activity 
21 in this Notice, in which case that activity applies; (i) [ sic ] 
occurs within existing ports or harbours that will not 
increase the development footprint of the port or harbour; or 
where such development is related to the development of a 
port or harbour, in which case activity 26 in Listing Notice 2 
of 2014 applies. 


Applicable to all components of the 
development. 
 
Beachwells (beach boreholes) will be 
drilled (The preferred intake 
infrastructure option). 
A beachwell intake pipeline will be 
connected to the beachwells.  
 
An intake connecting pipeline will 
connect the intake pipeline and 
desalination plant—(i)(ii) 
 
Alternative intakes—(i)(ii)(iii) 
 
Outfall Pipeline Construction — (iii) 
 
Notes and Queries: 
What is considered increasing the 
development footprint of the port or 
harbour within existing ports or 
harbours? Are some of the project 
activities considered “expanding the 
footprint.”  
 
Most of the activities listed above might 
be excluded based on (f) and (i), i.e., if 
the activities fall behind the 
development setback or is not 
considered increasing development 
footprint.  


25 The development and related operation of facilities or 
infrastructure for the treatment of effluent, wastewater or 
sewage with a daily throughput capacity of more than 2 000 
cubic metres but less than 15 000 cubic metres. 


The Desalination Plant will produce and 
treat approx. 3260 cubic meters of brine 
(“effluent”) per day. 
 
Notes and Queries: 
Is brine from a desal plant considered 
effluent?  


27 The clearance of an area of 1 hectares or more, but less than 
20 hectares of indigenous vegetation, except where such 
clearance of indigenous vegetation is required for- (i) the 
undertaking of a linear activity; or (ii) maintenance purposes 


The removal of indigenous vegetation is 
required to make space for the project 
infrastructure.  The locations where 
vegetation will be cleared and the 
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undertaken in accordance with a maintenance management 
plan. 


square metres of vegetation removal 
includes: 
 
RO plant 
The construction of the RO plant could 
result in the removal of approx. 1570m2 


of vegetation.  
 
Solar Plant, and Reservoir 
The development of the Solar plant and 
Reservoir could result in the removal of 
approx. 7950 m2 of vegetation. 
 
An access road for beachwell 
construction will be constructed on the 
dune leading to the potential sites with 
the same extent as the access road 
created during the Feasibility Study 
(assuming this activity occurred during 
feasibility). This road will cover a total of 
140 m2.   
Might include the removal of indigenous 
vegetation if vegetation was not 
removed during feasibility. 
 
Beachwell Intake Construction 
Approx. 600 m2 of indigenous vegetation 
might be removed from the dune itself.  
 
The construction activities could result in 
the removal of approx. 10 160 m2 
(1 hectare) of indigenous vegetation. 
 


30 Any process or activity identified in terms of section 53(1) of 
the National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act, 
2004 (Act 10 of 2004). 


Not likely, but will be confirmed.  


52 The expansion of structures in the coastal public property 
where the development footprint will be increased by more 
than 50 square metres, excluding such expansions within 
existing ports or harbours where there will be no increase in 
the development footprint of the port or harbour and 
excluding activities listed in activity 23 in Listing Notice 3 of 
2014, in which case that activity applies." 


This activity would be applicable if 
Outfall Alternative 3: Municipal Hood 
Point Outfall is selected and the area 
where it is situated is considered the 
CPP. The connecting pipeline footprint 
will be more than 50 square metres. 
 
Notes and Queries: 
Confirmation on where the CPP 
boundary is.  This will determine 
whether this activity is triggered or not. 
What is considered increasing the 
development footprint of the port or 
harbour within existing ports or 
harbours?  
 


54 The expansion of facilities- (i) in the sea; (ii) in an estuary; 
(iii) within the littoral active zone; (iv) in front of a 
development setback; or (v) if no development setback 


n/a to project activities.  
 
Notes and Queries: 
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exists, within a distance of 100 metres inland of the high-
water mark of the sea or an estuary, whichever is the greater;  
 
in respect of- (a) fixed or floating jetties and slipways; (b) tidal 
pools; (c) embankments; (d) rock revetments or stabilising 
structures including stabilising walls; or (e) infrastructure or 
structures where the development footprint is expanded by 
50 square metres or more, but excluding- (aa) the expansion 
of infrastructure or structures within existing ports or 
harbours that will not increase the development footprint of 
the port or harbour; or (bb) where such expansion occurs 
within an urban area 


However, please confirm that this 
activity is n/a. Does building a new 
pipeline on the pier and potentially 
increasing its size constitute expansion 
of stabilising infrastructure?  


65 The expansion and related operation of- (i) an anchored 
platform; or (ii) any other structure or infrastructure; on or 
along the sea bed, where the expansion will constitute an 
increased development footprint, excluding expansion of 
facilities, infrastructure or structures for aquaculture 
purposes. 


n/a to project activities.  
 
This would only be applicable if the 
attachment of an intake pipeline to the 
pier (which is a structure on or along the 
sea bed) could be considered an 
“expansion”. 
 
Notes and Queries 
Would attaching a pipeline to a concrete 
pier (with the pipeline protruding a few 
metres into the estuary from the pier at 
about the midpoint in the water column) 
be considered an expansion of an 
expansion of this structure 


Activity 
No(s): 


Provide the relevant Scoping and EIA Activity(ies) as set 
out in Listing Notice 2 of the EIA Regulations, 2014 as 
amended  


Describe the portion of the proposed 
project to which the applicable listed 
activity relates. Ensure to include 
thresholds/area/footprint applicable. 


6 The development of facilities or infrastructure for any 
process or activity which requires a permit or licence or an 
amended permit or licence in terms of national or provincial 
legislation governing the generation or release of emissions, 
pollution or effluent, excluding- (i) activities which are 
identified and included in Listing Notice 1 of 2014; (ii) 
activities which are included in the list of waste management 
activities published in terms of section 19 of the National 
Environmental Management: Waste Act, 2008 (Act 59 of 
2008) in which case the National Environmental 
Management: Waste Act, 2008 applies; (iii) the development 
of facilities or infrastructure for the treatment of effluent, 
polluted water, wastewater or sewage where such facilities 
have a daily throughput capacity of 2 000 cubic metres or 
less; or (iv) where the development is directly related to 
aquaculture facilities or infrastructure where the wastewater 
discharge capacity will not exceed 50 cubic metres per day. 


CWDP is required for the discharge of 
brine via an outfall pipeline into the 
marine environment, under the 
Integrated Coastal Management Act. 


14 The development and related operation of- (i) ... (ii) an 
anchored platform; or (iii) any other structure or infrastructure 
on, below or along the sea bed; excluding- (a) development 
of facilities, infrastructure or structures for aquaculture 
purposes; or (b) the development of temporary structures or 
infrastructure where such structures will be removed within 
6 weeks of the commencement of development and where 
coral or indigenous vegetation will not be cleared. 


Outfall infrastructure: The Preferred 
Outfall and Outfall Alternative 2 
pipelines (both new pipelines) trigger 
this activity as they will be situated on 
the sea bed and extend into the marine 
environment.  
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Intake infrastructure: This activity be 
triggered by Intake Alternative 2, 3, 4, 
and 5 (direct intakes), and likely not by 
the Preferred Intake (beachwells) as 
these will be above the high-water mark. 
 
Notes and Queries: 
Should the decision be made to use the 
existing municipal marine outfall (Outfall 
Alternative 3), instead of building new 
outfall pipelines, this activity would not 
be triggered by the outfall infrastructure 
as it would only require the construction 
of a connecting pipeline on land.  
Should the area where Intake 
Alternative 2 and 5 is situated be 
considered the estuarine environment 
(and should one of these alternatives be 
selected), will this activity still be 
triggered on the basis of these intake 
pipelines?  
 
Should the Preferred Intake method 
(beachwells) be selected, would this 
activity be triggered if the beachwell 
areas all fall above the high-water mark 
(yet potentially still on the upper extent 
of a beach/ dune). 


Activity 
No(s): 


Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies) as 
set out in Listing Notice 3 of the EIA Regulations, 2014 
as amended  


Describe the portion of the proposed 
project to which the applicable listed 
activity relates. Ensure to include 
thresholds/area/footprint applicable. 


2 The development of reservoirs, excluding dams, with a 
capacity of more than 250 cubic metres.   


(a) Eastern Cape  


(i) In a protected area identified in terms of NEMPAA, 
excluding conservancies;  


(ii) Outside urban areas, in:  


• (aa) National Protected Area Expansion Strategy 
Focus areas;  


• (bb) Sensitive areas as identified in an 
environmental management framework as 
contemplated in Chapter 5 of the Act and as 
adopted by the competent authority;  


• (cc) Sites or areas identified in terms of an 
international convention; 


• (dd) Critical biodiversity areas as identified in 
systematic biodiversity plans adopted by the 
competent authority or in bioregional plans;  


• (ee) Core areas in biosphere reserves;  


The proposed reservoir will have a total 
capacity of 1ML (1000 cubic metres), 
which exceeds the 250 cubic metre 
threshold.  However, given that the 
reservoir will be constructed within an 
urban area, only (iii) should be 
considered. 
 
Of (iii), (aa), is not applicable as it is 
within a port without public access, (cc) 
is not applicable as the site does not fall 
seawards of a development setback line 
and is not within an urban protected 
area. 
 
Only (bb) Could be applicable, since the 
reservoir area falls within a Critical 
Biodiversity Area 1 area, associated 
with the “Umtiza Forest Thicket” 
vegetation type, as per the Eastern 
Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan (EBCSP) 
Bioregional Plan (2019).  Furthermore, 
this ecosystem type is also considered 
to be “Critically Endangered” according 
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• (ff) Areas within 10 kilometres from national parks 
or world heritage sites or 5 kilometres from any 
other protected area identified in terms of NEMPAA 
or from the core area of a biosphere reserve; 


• (gg) In an estuarine functional zone, excluding 
areas falling behind the development setback line;  


• (hh) Areas seawards of the development setback 
line or within 1 kilometre from the highwater mark 
of the sea if no such development setback line is 
determined; or  


(iii) Inside urban areas:  


• (aa) Areas zoned for use as public open space;  


• (bb) Areas designated for conservation use in 
Spatial Development Frameworks adopted by the 
competent authority, or zoned for a conservation 
purpose; or  


• (cc) Areas seawards of the development setback 
line or within urban protected areas. 


to the 2018 National Biodiversity 
Assessment.  This is further 
substantiated by the following: 
 
Buffalo City Municipal Spatial 
Development Framework (MSDF, 
2020): relevant spatial objective: 
“Ensure that all identified Critical 
Biodiversity Areas (CBAS) and 
Ecological Support Areas (ESAs) are 
identified and maintained, and that only 
land uses that are low impact in nature 
and have environmental authorisation 
are permitted in CBAs”. 
 
These CBAs are considered to be 
“Areas Designated for Conservation 
Use” according to the Buffalo River 
Metropolitan Spatial Development 
Framework (2019), as follows:“ The 
environmental conservation and 
management areas in the city 
comprise all afforested areas, coastal 
reserves, nature reserves, estuaries and 
river flood plains, steep slopes in excess 
of 1 in 6 gradient and high priority 
conservation areas and critical 
biodiversity areas (CBAs).  
 


4 The development of a road wider than 4 metres with a 
reserve less than 13.5 metres. (a) Eastern Cape  


(i) Outside urban areas:  


• (aa) A protected area identified in terms of 
NEMPAA, excluding disturbed areas;  


• (bb) National Protected Area Expansion Strategy 
Focus areas; (cc) Sensitive areas as identified in an 
environmental management framework as 
contemplated in Chapter 5 of the Act and as 
adopted by the competent authority;  


• (dd) Sites or areas identified in terms of an 
international convention;  


• (ee) Critical biodiversity areas as identified in 
systematic biodiversity plans adopted by the 
competent authority or in bioregional plans;  


• (ff) Core areas in biosphere reserves;  


• (gg) Areas within 10 kilometres from national parks 
or world heritage sites or 5 kilometres from any 
other protected area identified in terms of NEMPAA 
or from the core areas of a biosphere reserve, 
excluding disturbed areas;  


• (hh) Areas seawards of the development setback 
line or within 1 kilometre from the highwater mark 


Beachwell Intake Construction 
An access road will be constructed on 
the dune leading to the potential sites 
with the same extent as the access road 
created during the Feasibility Study. 
The RO plant will likely have an access 
road created which has a road reserve 
exceeding 4 metres.   
(ii) applies as all the proposed 
desalination plant sites overlap with 
CBA 1 areas, which are considered to 
be an “area of conservation use” 
according to the Buffalo City MSDF (see 
Activity 2 above). 
 
Notes and Queries: 
 


Does “Development of a Road” strictly 
refer to the construction of a concrete or 
gravel road? Would activities such as 
clearing vegetation, flattening an area, 
and stabilising it with sandbags or 
sleepers (without the use of concrete or 
gravel) also be classified under this 
category if the road is essentially a 
flattened area of sand? 
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of the sea if no such development setback line is 
determined; or  


• (ii) In an estuarine functional zone, excluding areas 
falling behind the development setback line;  


or (ii) Inside urban areas:  


• (aa) Areas zoned for use as public open space;  


• (bb) Areas designated for conservation use in 
Spatial Development Frameworks adopted by the 
competent authority or zoned for a conservation 
purpose; or  


• (cc) Seawards of the development setback line or 
within urban protected areas 


 


10 The development and related operation of facilities or 
infrastructure for the storage, or storage and handling of a 
dangerous good, where such storage occurs in containers 
with a combined capacity of 30 but not exceeding 80 cubic 
metres" (a) Eastern Cape  


(i) Outside urban areas:  


• (aa) A protected area identified in terms of 
NEMPAA, excluding conservancies;  


• (bb) National Protected Area Expansion Strategy 
Focus areas;  


• (cc) Sensitive areas as identified in an 
environmental management framework as 
contemplated in Chapter 5 of the Act and as 
adopted by the competent authority;  


• (dd) Sites or areas identified in terms of an 
international convention;  


• (ee) Critical biodiversity areas as identified in 
systematic biodiversity plans adopted by the 
competent authority or in bioregional plans;  


• (ff) Core areas in biosphere reserves;  


• (gg) Areas within 10 kilometres from national parks 
or world heritage sites or 5 kilometres from any 
other protected area identified in terms of NEMPAA 
or from the core areas of a biosphere reserve;  


• (hh) Areas seawards of the development setback 
line or within 1 kilometre from the highwater mark 
of the sea if no such development setback line is 
determined;  


• (ii) Areas on the watercourse side of the 
development setback line or within 100 metres from 
the edge of a watercourse where no such setback 
line has been determined;  


• (jj) Within 500 metres of an estuarine functional 
zone, excluding, areas falling behind the 
development setback line;  


Batteries will be stored on site in a 
container = 36.5 cubic metres.  
Storage of desal pre-treatment and CIP 
chemicals in a typical chemical storage 
room inside the desal building and within 
their respective drums/jerry cans. 
Dimensions of storage room = 45 cubic 
metres. 
This activity will likely be triggered, as all 
the proposed desalination plant sites 
overlap with CBA 1 areas, which are 
considered to be an “area of 
conservation use” according to the 
Buffalo City MSDF (see Activity 2 
above). 
 
Notes and Queries: 
Are batteries considered dangerous 
goods? 
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• (kk) In an estuarine functional zone, excluding 
areas falling behind the development setback line; 
or  


• (ll) Within a watercourse;  


or (ii) Inside urban areas:  


• (aa) Areas zoned for use as public open space;  


• (bb) Areas designated for conservation use in 
Spatial Development Frameworks adopted by the 
competent authority or zoned for a conservation 
purpose; or  


• (cc) Within 500 metres of an estuarine functional 
zone, excluding areas falling behind the 
development setback line 


12 The clearance of an area of 300 square metres or more of 
indigenous vegetation except where such clearance of 
indigenous vegetation is required for maintenance purposes 
undertaken in accordance with a maintenance management 
plan.  


(a) Eastern Cape  


• (i) Within any critically endangered or endangered 
ecosystem listed in terms of section 52 of the 
NEMBA or prior to the publication of such a list, 
within an area that has been identified as critically 
endangered in the National Spatial Biodiversity 
Assessment 2004;  


• (ii) Within critical biodiversity areas identified in 
bioregional plans;  


• (iii) Within the littoral active zone or 100 metres 
inland from the high water mark of the sea, 
whichever distance is the greater, excluding where 
such removal will occur behind the development 
setback line on erven in urban areas;  


• (iv) Outside urban areas, within 100 metres inland 
from an estuarine functional zone; or  


• (v) On land, where, at the time of the coming into 
effect of this Notice or thereafter such land was 
zoned open space, conservation or had an 
equivalent zoning. 


The proposed development will result in 
the clearance of more than 300 square 
metres of indigenous vegetation within a 
CBA1 area. 
 
The locations where vegetation will be 
cleared, and the area of vegetation 
removal includes: 
 
RO plant 
The construction of the RO plant could 
result in the removal of approx. 1570m2 


of vegetation in a CBA1 area, therefore 
(i) and (ii) applies.  
 
Solar Plant, and Reservoir 
The development of the Solar plant and 
Reservoir could result in the removal of 
approx. 7087 m2 of vegetation in a 
CBA1 area, therefore (i) and (ii) apply.  A 
further ~863 m2 of indigenous 
vegetation might be removed from this 
area which is not considered CBA. 
 
An access road for beachwell 
construction will be constructed on the 
dune leading to the potential sites with 
the same extent as the access road 
created during the Feasibility Study 
(assuming this activity occurred during 
feasibility). This road will cover a total of 
140 m2.  Might include the removal of 
indigenous vegetation if vegetation was 
not removed during feasibility. 
 
Beachwell Intake Construction 
Approx. 600 m2 of indigenous vegetation 
will be removed from the dune itself, of 
which 390 m2 overlaps with CBA1 (the 
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remaining 210 m2 does not overlap with 
CBA).  
 
The construction activities could result in 
the removal of approx. 10 160 m2 of 
indigenous vegetation removal of which 
9187m2 will be in a CBA1 area—
therefore (i) and (ii) apply. 
 


14 The development of- (i) dams or weirs, where the dam or 
weir, including infrastructure and water surface area exceeds 
10 square metres; or (ii) infrastructure or structures with a 
physical footprint of 10 square metres or more; where such 
development occurs- (a) within a watercourse; (b) in front of 
a development setback; or (c) if no development setback has 
been adopted, within 32 metres of a watercourse, measured 
from the edge of a watercourse; excluding the development 
of infrastructure or structures within existing ports or 
harbours that will not increase the development footprint of 
the port or harbour.   


(a) Eastern Cape  


(i) Outside urban areas:  


• (aa) A protected area identified in terms of NEMPAA, 
excluding conservancies;  


• (bb) National Protected Area Expansion Strategy Focus 
areas;  


• (cc) World Heritage Sites;  


• (dd) Sensitive areas as identified in an environmental 
management framework as contemplated in Chapter 5 of 
the Act and as adopted by the competent authority;  


• (ee) Sites or areas identified in terms of an international 
convention;  


• (ff) Critical biodiversity areas or ecosystem service areas 
as identified in systematic biodiversity plans adopted by 
the competent authority or in bioregional plans;  


• (gg) Core areas in biosphere reserves;  


• (hh) Areas within 10 kilometres from national parks or 
world heritage sites or 5 kilometres from any other 
protected area identified in terms of NEMPAA or from the 
core area of a biosphere reserve;  


• (ii) Areas seawards of the development setback line or 
within 1 kilometre from the highwater mark of the sea if no 
such development setback line is determined; or  


• (jj) In an estuarine functional zone, excluding areas falling 
behind the development setback line; or  


(ii) Inside urban areas:  


(aa) Areas zoned for use as public open space;  


(bb) Areas designated for conservation use in Spatial 
Development Frameworks adopted by the competent 
authority, zoned for a conservation purpose; or  


(cc) Areas seawards of the development setback line. 


The proposed development will have 
infrastructure with a physical footprint of 
more than 10 square metres.  
 The components of this development 
which trigger this listed activity will 
depend largely on the presence and 
location of a development setback line.  
The development setback outside of the 
port likely conforms to the high water 
mark of the sea, in alignment with the 
MSDF (2020).  Furthermore, this could 
also likely be approximated by the Urban 
Edge determined as part of municipal 
planning processes (see Appendix 5).  
However, it is less clear as to where the 
development setback line lies within the 
estuary and port itself. 
 
Intake Infrastructure  


• Preferred Intake (beachwells): The 
beachwells exceed 10m2 and might 
be situated in front of the development 
setback.  


• Intake Alternatives 2 and 5 might 
trigger this activity should the 
estuarine area be considered to fall 
“seawards of a development setback 
line”.  


• Additionally, Intake Alternatives 3 and 
4 will likely trigger this activity as they 
will be seawards of the Urban edge 
and high-water mark. 


 
Outfall Pipelines 
The Preferred Outfall and Outfall 
Alternative 2 extend into the marine 
environment (seawards of a 
development setback).  Pipeline 
infrastructure will exceed 10m2, and this 
activity would therefore be applicable for 
this component. 
 
Notes and Queries: 
Confirmation on whether the marine 
environments are considered urban 
areas or outside the urban areas as this 
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will determine whether the outfall 
pipelines trigger this activity.  


 
 
 
 
 
 


7. OTHER AUTHORISATIONS REQUIRED  
 


Are there any other applications for Environmental Authorisation on the same property? YES☐ NO☒ 


If YES, please indicate the following: 


Competent Authority  


Application Reference 
Number 


Click or tap here to enter text. 


Project Name  


Please provide details of the steps taken to ascertain this information: 
Click or tap here to enter text. 
 


Explain whether the above approval(s) will be in conflict with the proposed development. 
Click or tap here to enter text. 
 


 


8. OTHER LEGISLATION/APPROVAL 
 
Applications in terms of the National Environmental Management Act (“NEMA”) & specific environmental management 
Acts (“SEMAs”): 
 


LEGISLATION AUTHORISATION 
REQUIRED 


APPLICATION 
SUBMITTED 


YES NO YES NO 
Is Section 50(5) of the National Environmental Management: 
Protected Areas Act applicable to your proposed development? (The 
proposed development is within a proclaimed protected area as 
defined the Act.) 


☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 


National Water Act (Act No. 36 of 1998) ☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


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


National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act (Act No. 10 of 2004) ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 


National Environmental Management: Integrated Coastal Management 
Act (Act No. 24 of 2008)  


☒ ☐ ☐ ☒ 


National Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act (Act No. 57 of 
2003) 


☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 


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


Others: Please specify  


• We are still awaiting confirmation from the DWS on whether a WUL or 
GA is required. 


• Authorisation under NEM: PAA would potentially only be applicable if 
Outfall Alternative 3 (Hood Point Municipal Outfall) is selected.  
However, this would have to be confirmed.  


• Authorisation under NEM:BA will be confirmed once the Terrestrial 
Specialist Study has been conducted 


☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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9. LIST OF APPENDICES 
 


 SUBMITTED 


YES NO 


APPENDIX 1 PRE-APPLICATION MEETING AGENDA ☒ ☐ 


APPENDIX 2 LIST OF LANDOWNERS ☐ ☒ 


APPENDIX 3 LIST OF LOCAL/PROVINCIAL AUTHORITY INVOLVED ☒ ☐ 


APPENDIX 4 LIST OF SGIDS AND COORDINATES ☒ ☐ 


APPENDIX 5 LOCALITY MAP ☒ ☐ 


APPENDIX 6 SCREENING TOOL REPORT ☒ ☐ 


APPENDIX 7 Email queries sent to IQ@dffe.gov.za on 6/8/2024 and 20/08/2024, 
respectively, on whether certain aspects of the Geohydrological 
Component of the Feasibility Study trigger listed activities.  


☒ ☐ 
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APPENDIX 1 
PRE-APPLICATION MEETING AGENDA 


  







 


1 


 


PRE-APPLICATION MEETING WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY, FISHERIES AND 


THE ENVIRONMENT (DFFE) 


Project Title: Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the proposed 2ml/d Solar Powered Seawater 


Desalination Plant at the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province, 


for Transnet National Ports Authority.   


Applicant: Transnet SOC Ltd 


Date: TBC.  Time: TBC  


Venue: Microsoft Teams (online) or DFFE Cape Town Offices (TBC). 


Chairperson: Ms Sisanda Dalasile/ Cheruscha Swart 


DRAFT AGENDA  


Document Date: 22/08/2024 


 


NO. AGENDA ITEM RESPONSIBLE 


PERSON 


1 Opening and welcome Chairperson 


2 Attendees and apologies Chairperson 


3 Adoption of agenda Chairperson 


4 Purpose of the meeting Chairperson 


5 Project Overview and Description (Presentation)  


5.1 Project background and location Micheal Armitage  


5.2 Proposed development and project components (activities) Micheal Armitage and 


Rudolph Retief 


5.3 NEMA listed activities Cheruscha Swart 


5.4 Planned approach to the EIA (plan of study) and project timeline Cheruscha Swart 


5.5 Public Participation Process Sisanda Dalasile/ Cheruscha 


Swart 


5.6 Outcome of the Screening Tool and sensitivity themes, including Site Sensitivity 


Verification 


Micheal Armitage 


5.7 Specialist Studies to be Undertaken Micheal Armitage 


5.8 Feasibility Study Component (if not already discussed) Micheal Armitage 


6 Discussion Session (Q&A) & any DFFE Requirements  


6.1 Discuss the email query on whether certain aspects of the Geohydrological 


Component of the Feasibility Study trigger listed activities (if not already 


discussed)  


All 


6.2 Confirm the list of potentially triggered listed activities and the queries (as per the 


form) relating to these 


All 


6.3 Discuss Spatial Development Framework Boundaries (Urban Edge, Port Footprint, 


Development Setback Line, etc.) 


• What is considered increasing the Port Development Footprint; 


• Would the beach area fall within the Port Boundary (footprint)   


All 


6.4 Discuss the proposed specialist studies and level of assessment All 







2 


NO. AGENDA ITEM RESPONSIBLE 


PERSON 


6.5 Discuss the availability of ERF numbers (some areas have appear to have no ERF 


numbers according to national mapping tools, or the ERF numbers differ from 


Transnet’s Port Map) 


All 


6.6 List of Stakeholders 


• Confirm I&APs within the Department (various branches within the DFFE); 


• Confirm other I&APs 


All 


7. Way forward / Action Items from this meeting Chairperson 


8. Closure and date of next meeting (if applicable) Chairperson 
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APPENDIX 2: 
LIST OF LANDOWNERS 


 
  







 


Batho pele- putting people first 
Page 24 of 31 


 


APPENDIX 3: 
LIST OF LOCAL/PROVINCIAL AUTHORITY INVOLVED (WITH CONTACT DETAILS) 


 
 


Authority Department of Water and Sanitation 
 


Name of contact person in Environmental Section 
(name and surname) 


Lizna Fourie  
Mdhluli Lucrecia Mosobelela 


Postal address Click or tap here to enter text. 


Postal code Click or tap here to enter text. 


Telephone  


Cellphone Click or tap here to enter text. 


E-mail: FourieL4@dws.gov.za 
MdhluliL@dws.gov.za 
 


 


 
 
 
  



mailto:FourieL4@dws.gov.za

mailto:MdhluliL@dws.gov.za
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APPENDIX 4: 
LIST OF SGIDS AND COORDINATES 


 
Surveyor General 21 digit code: 
(If there are more than 4, please attach a list with the rest of the codes as APPENDIX 4. Where the 21-digit SGID and 
farm name are not available, the coordinates of the boundary of the property or properties must be provided in 4. 
 


ERF 19720 (SG21 not available) 


ERF 38512 (SG21 not available) 


ERF 38514 (SG21 not available) 


ERF 19727 (SG21 not available) 


ERF 19729 (SG21 not available) 


ERF 19727 (SG21 not available) 


ERF 19770 (SG21 not available) 


ERF 38529 (SG21 not available) 


ERF 38530 (SG21 not available) 


C 0 2 3 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 3 8 5 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 


C 0 2 3 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 6 3 5 8 4 0 0 0 0 0 


C 0 2 3 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 6 3 5 8 6 0 0 0 0 0 


1  2    3      4      5   


 
Coordinates of Property/ies boundary (corner points or start, middle, end) 
Coordinates must be provided in degrees, minutes and seconds using the Hartebeesthoek94 WGS84 co-ordinate system. 
 


FEATURE 
LATITUDE (S) LONGITUDE (E) 
DEG MIN SEC DEG MIN SEC 


All Development Sites and Alternatives 
Preferred Alternative: RO & Solar Plant Site—North—RO Plant (Alternative 1) 
1N-A 33° 01' 42.72275147"  27° 54' 24.81815781"  
1N-B 33° 01' 43.14678600"  27° 54' 23.99767560"  
1N-C 33° 01' 43.13678520"  27° 54' 24.34061160"  
1N-D 33° 01' 43.21348680"  27° 54' 24.65382240"  
1N-E 33° 01' 43.57100280"  27° 54' 25.34763600"  
1N-F 33° 01' 44.02581600"  27° 54' 26.04151800"  
1N-G 33° 01' 44.32461600"  27° 54' 26.51103000"  
1N-H 33° 01' 44.16820320"  27° 54' 24.47388360"  
1N-I 33° 01' 44.11595280"  27° 54' 24.01675920"  
1N-J 33° 01' 44.04267120"  27° 54' 23.37582240"  
1N-K 33° 01' 43.43892240"  27° 54' 23.75400960"  
Preferred Alternative: RO & Solar Plant Site—South—Solar Farm and 1ML Reservoir (Alternative 1) 
1S-A 33° 01' 44.15862098"  27° 54' 23.05274506"  
1S-B 33° 01' 44.25096720"  27° 54' 24.31428840"  
1S-C 33° 01' 44.61218400"  27° 54' 28.46680920"  
1S-D 33° 01' 44.91638040"  27° 54' 29.53115640"  
1S-E 33° 01' 45.23579400"  27° 54' 30.63012840"  
1S-F 33° 01' 45.66970560"  27° 54' 32.15965680"  
1S-G 33° 01' 46.18715775"  27° 54' 33.96710396"  
1S-H 33° 01' 46.39564399"  27° 54' 33.68265139"  
1S-I 33° 01' 46.23525723"  27° 54' 33.07967111"  
1S-J 33° 01' 46.12561320"  27° 54' 32.31291240"  
1S-K 33° 01' 46.04313720"  27° 54' 31.70996640"  
1S-L 33° 01' 45.92255688"  27° 54' 30.31195465"  
1S-M 33° 01' 45.73595880"  27° 54' 28.27033036"  
1S-N 33° 01' 45.71660023"  27° 54' 27.26464840"  
1S-O 33° 01' 45.35801827"  27° 54' 23.43393639"  







 


Batho pele- putting people first 
Page 26 of 31 


 


1S-P 33° 01' 45.33610413"  27° 54' 23.35990940"  
1S-Q 33° 01' 44.99851831"  27° 54' 23.02403635"  
1S-R 33° 01' 44.69943902"  27° 54' 22.70527508"  
1S-S 33° 01' 44.56101639"  27° 54' 22.93147141"  
1S-T 33° 01' 44.32304271"  27° 54' 22.94724759"  


RO & Solar Plant Site—Alternative 2 
2-A 33° 01' 48.17115480"  27° 54' 53.94042000"  
2-B 33° 01' 49.27291680"  27° 54' 56.51764560"  
2-C 33° 01' 51.64461120"  27° 54' 52.48683720"  
2-D 33° 01' 51.32385480"  27° 54' 52.08858720"  
2-E 33° 01' 51.18305160"  27° 54' 51.82475760"  
2-F 33° 01' 51.23137440"  27° 54' 51.39922320"  
2-G 33° 01' 50.01645720"  27° 54' 50.26151160"  
2-H 33° 01' 49.67880600"  27° 54' 50.59838520"  
2-I 33° 01' 49.41575040"  27° 54' 51.07460400"  
2-J 33° 01' 48.90956880"  27° 54' 51.95934360"  
2-K 33° 01' 48.51223680"  27° 54' 52.85071800"  


RO & Solar Plant Site—Alternative Site 3 
3-A 33° 01' 34.29566040"  27° 54' 24.58288440"  
3-B 33° 01' 37.42403880"  27° 54' 30.75558120"  
3-C 33° 01' 38.19918720"  27° 54' 30.08436120"  
3-D 33° 01' 39.37586880"  27° 54' 26.93265120"  
3-E 33° 01' 35.10420240"  27° 54' 23.72982840"  


Intake Options 


Preferred Alternative: Beachwell (BW) Intake Area (Alternative 1) 
BW-A 33° 01' 45.29581680" 27° 54' 54.26372160" 
BW-B 33° 01' 46.44891480" 27° 54' 55.23885720" 
BW-C 33° 01' 47.28252000" 27° 54' 56.10162600" 
BW-D 33° 01' 47.74647720" 27° 54' 56.43378000" 
BW-E 33° 01' 47.85473640" 27° 54' 55.56278520" 
BW-F 33° 01' 47.94713760" 27° 54' 54.48916440" 
BW-G 33° 01' 48.20287440" 27° 54' 53.30874960" 
BW-H 33° 01' 47.51236560" 27° 54' 52.27713720" 
BW-I 33° 01' 47.01578520" 27° 54' 52.71254640" 
BW-J 33° 01' 46.85242080" 27° 54' 52.83395640" 
BW-K 33° 01' 46.61504040" 27° 54' 52.87304520" 
BW-L 33° 01' 46.37151120" 27° 54' 53.18070480" 
BW-M 33° 01' 46.18482240" 27° 54' 53.44102080" 
BW-N 33° 01' 45.98893200" 27° 54' 53.72143920" 
BW-O 33° 01' 45.90432120" 27° 54' 54.08721720" 
BW-P 33° 01' 45.76985400" 27° 54' 54.21360960" 
BW-Q 33° 01' 45.61521240" 27° 54' 54.31224960" 
BW-R 33° 01' 45.46731720" 27° 54' 54.30853080" 
BW-S 33° 01' 45.38109360" 27° 54' 54.28245600" 


Preferred Alternative: Beachwell Intake Pipeline (Alternative 1) 
BWP-A 33° 01' 46.55581320" 27° 54' 53.12878560" 
BWP-B 33° 01' 46.90800120" 27° 54' 53.95513680" 
BWP-C 33° 01' 47.04045240" 27° 54' 53.99024040" 


Intake Connecting Pipeline 
ICP-A 33° 01' 44.07661200" 27° 54' 24.32676600" 
ICP-B 33° 01' 44.22097920" 27° 54' 24.30912240" 
ICP-C 33° 01' 44.31314280" 27° 54' 25.35976440" 
ICP-D 33° 01' 44.43291840" 27° 54' 26.93887560" 
ICP-E 33° 01' 44.55653160" 27° 54' 28.46430000" 
ICP-F 33° 01' 46.19617320" 27° 54' 33.97603680" 
ICP-G 33° 01' 47.56567800" 27° 54' 36.16175880" 
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ICP-H 33° 01' 48.76840920" 27° 54' 38.20079880" 
ICP-I 33° 01' 49.47572640" 27° 54' 39.36472560" 
ICP-J 33° 01' 50.63483640" 27° 54' 41.20474320" 
ICP-K 33° 01' 51.33906840" 27° 54' 42.27620760" 
ICP-L 33° 01' 52.00247280" 27° 54' 43.47146880" 
ICP-M 33° 01' 52.03761240" 27° 54' 46.53321840" 
ICP-N 33° 01' 52.00838400" 27° 54' 47.28017520" 
ICP-O 33° 01' 51.79807200" 27° 54' 47.53089000" 
ICP-P 33° 01' 51.14675280" 27° 54' 48.26365920" 
ICP-Q 33° 01' 50.36091240" 27° 54' 49.19517360" 
ICP-R 33° 01' 48.89418960" 27° 54' 50.84763480" 
ICP-S 33° 01' 47.93812320" 27° 54' 51.73984800" 
ICP-T 33° 01' 47.05198320" 27° 54' 52.81281360" 
ICP-U 33° 01' 46.73398440" 27° 54' 52.95966480" 
ICP-V 33° 01' 46.57020240" 27° 54' 53.11458360" 


Intake Alternative 2 (Direct Intake) 
DI2-A 33° 01' 46.57020240" 27° 54' 53.11458360" 
DI2-B 33° 01' 46.20111240" 27° 54' 53.47887480" 
DI2-C 33° 01' 45.49303200" 27° 54' 53.97002640" 
DI2-D 33° 01' 44.90674320" 27° 54' 54.00097560" 
DI2-E 33° 01' 44.50701000" 27° 54' 54.37853280" 
DI2-F 33° 01' 44.23141200" 27° 54' 54.53042040" 
DI2-G 33° 01' 44.27491440" 27° 54' 55.08957960" 


Intake Alternative 3 (Direct Intake) 
DI3-A 33° 01' 52.10163120" 27° 54' 45.35317440" 
DI3-B 33° 01' 54.46416000" 27° 54' 44.93469600" 
DI3-C 33° 01' 54.79736880" 27° 54' 44.63471160" 
DI3-D 33° 01' 56.47495440" 27° 54' 46.16587440" 
DI3-E 33° 02' 03.18231240" 27° 54' 59.11300440" 


Intake Alternative 4 (Direct Intake) 
DI4-A 33° 01' 49.69867440" 27° 54' 49.94127720" 
DI4-B 33° 01' 50.03515920" 27° 54' 50.43013560" 
DI4-C 33° 01' 50.86899840" 27° 54' 51.25931280" 
DI4-D 33° 01' 51.10660920" 27° 54' 51.82952400" 
DI4-E 33° 01' 51.67782840" 27° 54' 52.48635480" 
DI4-F 33° 01' 52.29841440" 27° 54' 53.11588320" 
DI4-G 33° 01' 59.03251320" 27° 55' 07.02254280" 


Intake Alternative 5 (Direct Intake) 
DI5-A 33° 01' 46.58083320" 27° 54' 53.10452880" 
DI5-B 33° 01' 47.04138840" 27° 54' 54.16201080" 
DI5-C 33° 01' 44.24784600" 27° 54' 59.61049200" 


Outfall Options 
Preferred Alternative: Outfall Pipeline (Alternative 1) 
OF1-A 33° 01' 52.09081320" 27° 54' 45.26255880" 
OF1-B 33° 01' 53.33353320" 27° 54' 45.07453800" 
OF1-C 33° 01' 54.51126960" 27° 54' 44.77662720" 
OF1-D 33° 01' 54.80053680" 27° 54' 44.51633280" 
OF1-E 33° 01' 56.29277640" 27° 54' 45.74262240" 
OF1-F 33° 01' 58.16327160" 27° 54' 47.22396120" 
OF1-G 33° 02' 07.71953640" 27° 54' 55.40003280" 


Outfall Connecting Pipeline 
OCP-A 33° 01' 44.20782840" 27° 54' 25.51702320" 
OCP-B 33° 01' 44.43638160" 27° 54' 27.67379040" 
OCP-C 33° 01' 44.50201680" 27° 54' 28.49406840" 
OCP-D 33° 01' 46.08963120" 27° 54' 33.95255400" 
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OCP-E 33° 01' 50.99678760" 27° 54' 41.88774960" 
OCP-F 33° 01' 51.93625800" 27° 54' 43.32780000" 
OCP-G 33° 01' 52.09321800" 27° 54' 45.29268000" 


Outfall Alternative 2 
OF2-A 33° 01' 52.09321800" 27° 54' 45.29268000" 
OF2-B 33° 01' 52.12713360" 27° 54' 45.53656920" 
OF2-C 33° 01' 52.08268080" 27° 54' 47.20628520" 
OF2-D 33° 01' 52.04190360" 27° 54' 47.27838960" 
OF2-E 33° 01' 51.72623400" 27° 54' 47.84492160" 
OF2-F 33° 01' 51.04939800" 27° 54' 48.43874880" 
OF2-G 33° 01' 50.14369920" 27° 54' 49.51958760" 
OF2-H 33° 01' 49.76972040" 27° 54' 49.91963040" 
OF2-I 33° 01' 49.95776640" 27° 54' 50.29711200" 
OF2-J 33° 01' 50.87344080" 27° 54' 51.20088480" 
OF2-K 33° 01' 51.10766040" 27° 54' 51.79116960" 
OF2-L 33° 01' 51.41409240" 27° 54' 52.17926400" 
OF2-M 33° 02' 03.85233720" 27° 55' 04.10194920" 


Outfall Alternative 3 (Hood Point Municipal Outfall) 
OF3-A 33° 01' 51.94232760" 27° 54' 43.40637720" 
OF3-B 33° 01' 52.13220600" 27° 54' 43.43361840" 
OF3-C 33° 01' 52.84645680" 27° 54' 43.37495280" 
OF3-D 33° 01' 53.91952320" 27° 54' 42.49641600" 
OF3-E 33° 01' 55.71074640" 27° 54' 40.97734920" 
OF3-F 33° 01' 56.09164440" 27° 54' 41.06338200" 
OF3-G 33° 01' 56.73024840" 27° 54' 40.50407880" 
OF3-H 33° 01' 57.86211000" 27° 54' 39.47612400" 
OF3-I 33° 01' 58.69194240" 27° 54' 38.77672680" 
OF3-J 33° 02' 01.42333440" 27° 54' 36.40484160" 
OF3-K 33° 02' 05.77272840" 27° 54' 32.65387200" 
OF3-L 33° 02' 11.91351120" 27° 54' 27.32491080" 
OF3-M 33° 02' 18.51857520" 27° 54' 21.71744280" 
OF3-N 33° 02' 22.36349760" 27° 54' 18.39379680" 
OF3-O 33° 02' 28.12388640" 27° 54' 11.75972400" 
OF3-P 33° 02' 29.55979320" 27° 54' 13.53306240" 
OF3-Q 33° 02' 53.46424320" 27° 54' 41.19421680"d  
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APPENDIX 5 
LOCALITY MAP 
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APPENDIX 6 
SCREENING TOOL REPORT 


Please note that the Screening Tool was run twice to account for the different activities 
involved in this project, specifically the solar PV and desalination components. As a result, 
there are two separate reports.
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Proposed Project Location 


Orientation map 1: General location 
 


General Orientation: Port of East London Desalination Plant-solar 
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Map of proposed site and relevant area(s) 


 
 


Cadastral details of the proposed site 
 
Property details: 
 


No Farm Name Farm/ Erf No Portion Latitude Longitude Property Type 
1 EAST LONDON 20126 0 33°2'3.64S 27°54'32.5E Erven 
2 EAST LONDON 20122 0 33°2'1.52S 27°54'34.34E Erven 
3 EAST LONDON 20007 0 33°2'7.41S 27°54'31.03E Erven 
4 EAST LONDON 20008 0 33°2'3.57S 27°54'34.37E Erven 
5 EAST LONDON 19722 0 33°1'46.24S 27°54'25.37E Erven 
6 EAST LONDON 19926 0 33°1'48.86S 27°54'36.19E Erven 
7 EAST LONDON 19955 0 33°1'52.53S 27°54'42.14E Erven 
8 EAST LONDON 20139 0 33°2'6.96S 27°54'29.63E Erven 
9 EAST LONDON 19993 0 33°1'58.65S 27°54'38.51E Erven 
10 EAST LONDON 81612 0 33°1'54.29S 27°54'40.75E Erven 
11 EAST LONDON 19971 0 33°1'54.29S 27°54'40.76E Erven 
12 EAST LONDON 19954 0 33°1'51.95S 27°54'41.21E Erven 
13 EAST LONDON 20134 0 33°2'2.84S 27°54'33.19E Erven 
14 EAST LONDON 20137 0 33°2'5.9S 27°54'30.54E Erven 
15 EAST LONDON 19941 0 33°1'50.99S 27°54'39.64E Erven 
16 EAST LONDON 19723 0 33°1'46.53S 27°54'26.3E Erven 
17 EAST LONDON 19973 0 33°1'54.07S 27°54'41.04E Erven 
18 EAST LONDON 19927 0 33°1'49.44S 27°54'37.13E Erven 
19 EAST LONDON 19969 0 33°1'53.06S 27°54'41.69E Erven 
20 EAST LONDON 20128 0 33°2'4.04S 27°54'32.16E Erven 
21 EAST LONDON 18870 0 33°2'29.74S 27°53'7.52E Erven 
22 EAST LONDON 19940 0 33°1'50.41S 27°54'38.69E Erven 
23 EAST LONDON 38530 0 33°1'43.29S 27°54'41.6E Erven 
24 EAST LONDON 64095 0 33°2'4.3S 27°53'57.01E Erven 
25 EAST LONDON 19970 0 33°1'53.58S 27°54'41.23E Erven 
26 EAST LONDON 20136 0 33°2'5.38S 27°54'31E Erven 
27 EAST LONDON 38528 0 33°1'35.58S 27°54'23.3E Erven 
28 EAST LONDON 19977 0 33°1'52.49S 27°54'40.75E Erven 
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29 EAST LONDON 20123 0 33°2'2.04S 27°54'33.88E Erven 
30 EAST LONDON 27335 0 33°1'47.28S 27°54'29.14E Erven 
31 EAST LONDON 69967 0 33°1'46.9S 27°54'30.73E Erven 
32 EAST LONDON 19733 0 33°1'46.9S 27°54'31.72E Erven 
33 EAST LONDON 20127 0 33°2'4.3S 27°54'31.93E Erven 
34 EAST LONDON 49588 0 33°2'26.87S 27°54'10.26E Erven 
35 EAST LONDON 53728 0 33°1'47.91S 27°54'33.94E Erven 
36 EAST LONDON 63586 0 33°2'14.47S 27°54'26.67E Erven 
37 EAST LONDON 19724 0 33°1'46.48S 27°54'27.41E Erven 
38 EAST LONDON 20138 0 33°2'6.43S 27°54'30.08E Erven 
39 EAST LONDON 63584 0 33°1'39.76S 27°54'22.23E Erven 
 
 
Development footprint1 vertices: 
No development footprint(s) specified. 
 
 


Wind and Solar developments with an approved Environmental Authorisation 
or applications under consideration within 30 km of the proposed area 
 
 


No EIA Reference No  Classification Status of 
application 


Distance from proposed 
area (km) 


1 12/12/20/2253/A1 Solar PV Approved 1.1 
2 14/12/16/3/3/1/2363 Wind Approved 11 
3 12/12/20/2253 Solar PV Approved 1.1 
 


                                                           
1 “development footprint”, means the area within the site on which the development will take place and 
incudes all ancillary developments for example roads, power lines, boundary walls, paving etc. which require 
vegetation clearance or which will be disturbed and for which the application has been submitted. 
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Environmental Management Frameworks relevant to the application 


 
 


Environmental 
Management 
Framework 


LINK 


CannonRocks GreatKei 
EMF 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/EMF/Canon_
Rocks_EMF.pdf 


 


Environmental screening results and assessment outcomes 


The following sections contain a summary of any development incentives, restrictions, exclusions 
or prohibitions that apply to the proposed development site as well as the most environmental 
sensitive features on the site based on the site sensitivity screening results for the application 
classification that was selected. The application classification selected for this report is: 
Services|Water services|Desalination. 
 


Relevant development incentives, restrictions, exclusions or prohibitions  
The following development incentives, restrictions, exclusions or prohibitions and their 
implications that apply to this site are indicated below.  
 
 


Incentive, restriction 
or prohibition 


Implication 


South African Protected 
Areas 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Developmen



https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Disclaimer/Report&Data_Disclaimer.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/EMF/Canon_Rocks_EMF.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/EMF/Canon_Rocks_EMF.pdf
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tZones/SAPAD_OR_2024_Q1_Metadata.pdf 


 
 


Proposed Development Area Environmental Sensitivity  
The following summary of the development site environmental sensitivities is identified. Only the 
highest environmental sensitivity is indicated. The footprint environmental sensitivities for the 
proposed development footprint as identified, are indicative only and must be verified on site by a 
suitably qualified person before the specialist assessments identified below can be confirmed. 
 
 


Theme Very High 
sensitivity 


High 
sensitivity 


Medium 
sensitivity 


Low 
sensitivity 


Agriculture Theme  X   


Animal Species Theme  X   


Aquatic Biodiversity Theme X    


Archaeological and Cultural 
Heritage Theme 


X    


Civil Aviation Theme X    


Defence Theme X    


Paleontology Theme X    


Plant Species Theme   X  


Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme X    


 


Specialist assessments identified 
Based on the selected classification, and the known impacts associated with the proposed 
development, the following list of specialist assessments have been identified for inclusion in the 
assessment report. It is the responsibility of the EAP to confirm this list and to motivate in the 
assessment report, the reason for not including any of the identified specialist study including the 
provision of photographic evidence of the site situation. 
 
 


No Specialist 
assessment 


Assessment Protocol 


1 Agricultural Impact 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Agriculture_Assessment_Pro
tocols.pdf 


2 Archaeological and 
Cultural Heritage Impact 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


3 Palaeontology Impact 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


4 Terrestrial Biodiversity 
Impact Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Terrestrial_Biodiversity_Assessment_
Protocols.pdf 


5 Aquatic Biodiversity 
Impact Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Aquatic_Biodiversity_Assessment_Pr
otocols.pdf 


6 Marine Impact 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


7 Hydrology Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
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ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


8 Noise Impact Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Noise_Impacts_Assessment_Protocol.
pdf 


9 Geotechnical Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


10 Plant Species Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Plant_Species_Assessment_Protocols.
pdf 


11 Animal Species 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Animal_Species_Assessment_Protoco
ls.pdf 


 


  



https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Disclaimer/Report&Data_Disclaimer.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_Protocols.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_Protocols.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_Noise_Impacts_Assessment_Protocol.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_Noise_Impacts_Assessment_Protocol.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_Noise_Impacts_Assessment_Protocol.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_Protocols.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_Protocols.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_Protocols.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_Plant_Species_Assessment_Protocols.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_Plant_Species_Assessment_Protocols.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_Plant_Species_Assessment_Protocols.pdf

https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/AssessmentProtocols/Gazetted_Animal_Species_Assessment_Protocols.pdf
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Results of the environmental sensitivity of the proposed area. 


The following section represents the results of the screening for environmental sensitivity of the 
proposed site for relevant environmental themes associated with the project classification. It is the 
duty of the EAP to ensure that the environmental themes provided by the screening tool are 
comprehensive and complete for the project. Refer to the disclaimer. 
 


MAP OF RELATIVE AGRICULTURE THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
 X   


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
High Land capability;09. Moderate-High/10. Moderate-High 
Medium Land capability;06. Low-Moderate/07. Low-Moderate/08. Moderate 
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MAP OF RELATIVE ANIMAL SPECIES THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
Where only a sensitive plant unique number or sensitive animal unique number is provided in the 
screening report and an assessment is required, the environmental assessment practitioner (EAP) 
or specialist is required to email SANBI at eiadatarequests@sanbi.org.za listing all sensitive species 
with their unique identifiers for which information is required. The name has been withheld as the 
species may be prone to illegal harvesting and must be protected. SANBI will release the actual 
species name after the details of the EAP or specialist have been documented. 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
 X   


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
High Aves-Stephanoaetus coronatus 
High Aves-Bradypterus sylvaticus 
High Aves-Hydroprogne caspia 
Low Subject to confirmation 
Medium Insecta-Deloneura millari millari 
Medium Mammalia-Cercopithecus albogularis labiatus 
Medium Mammalia-Chrysospalax trevelyani 
Medium Sensitive species 8 
Medium Invertebrate-Prostalia granulata 
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MAP OF RELATIVE AQUATIC BIODIVERSITY THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low sensitivity 
Very High ESA 1 
Very High Estuary_Buffalo 
Very High Rivers_C 
Very High Wetlands_(Estuary) 
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MAP OF RELATIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL HERITAGE THEME 
SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Very High Within 2km of a Grade II Heritage site 
 



https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Disclaimer/Report&Data_Disclaimer.pdf





 


Page 13 of 17  Disclaimer applies 
  22/08/2024 


 


MAP OF RELATIVE CIVIL AVIATION THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
High Within 15 km of a civil aviation radar 
High Between 8 and 15 km from a major civil aviation aerodrome 
High Dangerous and restricted airspace as demarcated 
Low Low sensitivity 
Medium Between 8 and 15 km of other civil aviation aerodrome 
Very High Within 8 km of a major civil aviation aerodrome 
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MAP OF RELATIVE DEFENCE THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low Sensitivity 
Very High Military and Defence Site 
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MAP OF RELATIVE PALEONTOLOGY THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Features with a Low paleontological sensitivity 
Medium Features with a Medium paleontological sensitivity 
Very High Features with a Very High paleontological sensitivity 
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MAP OF RELATIVE PLANT SPECIES THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
Where only a sensitive plant unique number or sensitive animal unique number is provided in the 
screening report and an assessment is required, the environmental assessment practitioner (EAP) 
or specialist is required to email SANBI at eiadatarequests@sanbi.org.za listing all sensitive species 
with their unique identifiers for which information is required. The name has been withheld as the 
species may be prone to illegal harvesting and must be protected. SANBI will release the actual 
species name after the details of the EAP or specialist have been documented. 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
  X  


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low Sensitivity 
Medium Umtiza listeriana 
Medium Dietes bicolor 
Medium Riocreuxia flanaganii var. flanaganii 
Medium Justicia bolusii 
Medium Sensitive species 686 
Medium Sensitive species 828 
Medium Sensitive species 579 
Medium Disperis woodii 
Medium Zostera capensis 
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MAP OF RELATIVE TERRESTRIAL BIODIVERSITY THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low Sensitivity 
Very High Potters Pass Nature Reserve 
Very High CBA 1 
Very High CR_Umtiza Forest Thicket 
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Proposed Project Location 


Orientation map 1: General location 
 


General Orientation: TNPA—Port of East London Solar-Powered Desalination 
Plant 
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Map of proposed site and relevant area(s) 


 
 


Cadastral details of the proposed site 
 
Property details: 
 


No Farm Name Farm/ Erf No Portion Latitude Longitude Property Type 
1 EAST LONDON 81612 0 33°1'54.29S 27°54'40.75E Erven 
2 EAST LONDON 19971 0 33°1'54.29S 27°54'40.76E Erven 
3 EAST LONDON 19954 0 33°1'51.95S 27°54'41.21E Erven 
4 EAST LONDON 20122 0 33°2'1.52S 27°54'34.34E Erven 
5 EAST LONDON 20007 0 33°2'7.41S 27°54'31.03E Erven 
6 EAST LONDON 20008 0 33°2'3.57S 27°54'34.37E Erven 
7 EAST LONDON 19722 0 33°1'46.24S 27°54'25.37E Erven 
8 EAST LONDON 20126 0 33°2'3.64S 27°54'32.5E Erven 
9 EAST LONDON 19969 0 33°1'53.06S 27°54'41.69E Erven 
10 EAST LONDON 19926 0 33°1'48.86S 27°54'36.19E Erven 
11 EAST LONDON 19955 0 33°1'52.53S 27°54'42.14E Erven 
12 EAST LONDON 20139 0 33°2'6.96S 27°54'29.63E Erven 
13 EAST LONDON 19993 0 33°1'58.65S 27°54'38.51E Erven 
14 EAST LONDON 20134 0 33°2'2.84S 27°54'33.19E Erven 
15 EAST LONDON 20137 0 33°2'5.9S 27°54'30.54E Erven 
16 EAST LONDON 19941 0 33°1'50.99S 27°54'39.64E Erven 
17 EAST LONDON 19723 0 33°1'46.53S 27°54'26.3E Erven 
18 EAST LONDON 19973 0 33°1'54.07S 27°54'41.04E Erven 
19 EAST LONDON 19927 0 33°1'49.44S 27°54'37.13E Erven 
20 EAST LONDON 20128 0 33°2'4.04S 27°54'32.16E Erven 
21 EAST LONDON 18870 0 33°2'29.74S 27°53'7.52E Erven 
22 EAST LONDON 19940 0 33°1'50.41S 27°54'38.69E Erven 
23 EAST LONDON 38530 0 33°1'43.29S 27°54'41.6E Erven 
24 EAST LONDON 19724 0 33°1'46.48S 27°54'27.41E Erven 
25 EAST LONDON 20138 0 33°2'6.43S 27°54'30.08E Erven 
26 EAST LONDON 63584 0 33°1'39.76S 27°54'22.23E Erven 
27 EAST LONDON 19977 0 33°1'52.49S 27°54'40.75E Erven 
28 EAST LONDON 20123 0 33°2'2.04S 27°54'33.88E Erven 
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29 EAST LONDON 27335 0 33°1'47.28S 27°54'29.14E Erven 
30 EAST LONDON 64095 0 33°2'4.3S 27°53'57.01E Erven 
31 EAST LONDON 19970 0 33°1'53.58S 27°54'41.23E Erven 
32 EAST LONDON 20136 0 33°2'5.38S 27°54'31E Erven 
33 EAST LONDON 38528 0 33°1'35.58S 27°54'23.3E Erven 
34 EAST LONDON 69967 0 33°1'46.9S 27°54'30.73E Erven 
35 EAST LONDON 19733 0 33°1'46.9S 27°54'31.72E Erven 
36 EAST LONDON 20127 0 33°2'4.3S 27°54'31.93E Erven 
37 EAST LONDON 49588 0 33°2'26.87S 27°54'10.26E Erven 
38 EAST LONDON 53728 0 33°1'47.91S 27°54'33.94E Erven 
39 EAST LONDON 63586 0 33°2'14.47S 27°54'26.67E Erven 
 
 
Development footprint1 vertices: 
No development footprint(s) specified. 
 
 


Wind and Solar developments with an approved Environmental Authorisation 
or applications under consideration within 30 km of the proposed area 
 
 


No EIA Reference No  Classification Status of 
application 


Distance from proposed 
area (km) 


1 12/12/20/2253/A1 Solar PV Approved 1.1 
2 14/12/16/3/3/1/2363 Wind Approved 11 
3 12/12/20/2253 Solar PV Approved 1.1 
 


                                                           
1 “development footprint”, means the area within the site on which the development will take place and 
incudes all ancillary developments for example roads, power lines, boundary walls, paving etc. which require 
vegetation clearance or which will be disturbed and for which the application has been submitted. 
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Environmental Management Frameworks relevant to the application 


 
 


Environmental 
Management 
Framework 


LINK 


CannonRocks GreatKei 
EMF 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/EMF/Canon_
Rocks_EMF.pdf 


 


Environmental screening results and assessment outcomes 


The following sections contain a summary of any development incentives, restrictions, exclusions 
or prohibitions that apply to the proposed development site as well as the most environmental 
sensitive features on the site based on the site sensitivity screening results for the application 
classification that was selected. The application classification selected for this report is: 
Utilities Infrastructure|Electricity|Generation|Renewable|Solar|PV. 
 


Relevant development incentives, restrictions, exclusions or prohibitions  
The following development incentives, restrictions, exclusions or prohibitions and their 
implications that apply to this site are indicated below.  
 
 


Incentive, restriction 
or prohibition 


Implication 


South African Protected 
Areas 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Developmen
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tZones/SAPAD_OR_2024_Q1_Metadata.pdf 


 
 


Proposed Development Area Environmental Sensitivity  
The following summary of the development site environmental sensitivities is identified. Only the 
highest environmental sensitivity is indicated. The footprint environmental sensitivities for the 
proposed development footprint as identified, are indicative only and must be verified on site by a 
suitably qualified person before the specialist assessments identified below can be confirmed. 
 
 


Theme Very High 
sensitivity 


High 
sensitivity 


Medium 
sensitivity 


Low 
sensitivity 


Agriculture Theme  X   


Animal Species Theme  X   


Aquatic Biodiversity Theme X    


Archaeological and Cultural 
Heritage Theme 


X    


Avian Theme    X 
Civil Aviation (Solar PV) 
Theme 


  X  


Defence Theme    X 
Landscape (Solar) Theme X    


Paleontology Theme X    


Plant Species Theme   X  


RFI Theme   X  


Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme X    


 


Specialist assessments identified 
Based on the selected classification, and the known impacts associated with the proposed 
development, the following list of specialist assessments have been identified for inclusion in the 
assessment report. It is the responsibility of the EAP to confirm this list and to motivate in the 
assessment report, the reason for not including any of the identified specialist study including the 
provision of photographic evidence of the site situation. 
 
 


No Specialist 
assessment 


Assessment Protocol 


1 Agricultural Impact 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_WindAndSolar_Agriculture_Assessme
nt_Protocols.pdf 


2 Landscape/Visual Impact 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


3 Archaeological and 
Cultural Heritage Impact 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


4 Palaeontology Impact 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


5 Terrestrial Biodiversity 
Impact Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Terrestrial_Biodiversity_Assessment_
Protocols.pdf 
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6 Aquatic Biodiversity 
Impact Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Aquatic_Biodiversity_Assessment_Pr
otocols.pdf 


7 Civil Aviation Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Civil_Aviation_Installations_Assessme
nt_Protocols.pdf 


8 Defense Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Defence_Installations_Assessment_Pr
otocols.pdf 


9 RFI Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


10 Geotechnical Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


11 Socio-Economic 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_General_Requirement_Assessment_P
rotocols.pdf 


12 Plant Species Assessment https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Plant_Species_Assessment_Protocols.
pdf 


13 Animal Species 
Assessment 


https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Asse
ssmentProtocols/Gazetted_Animal_Species_Assessment_Protoco
ls.pdf 
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Results of the environmental sensitivity of the proposed area. 


The following section represents the results of the screening for environmental sensitivity of the 
proposed site for relevant environmental themes associated with the project classification. It is the 
duty of the EAP to ensure that the environmental themes provided by the screening tool are 
comprehensive and complete for the project. Refer to the disclaimer. 
 


MAP OF RELATIVE AGRICULTURE THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
 X   


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
High Land capability;09. Moderate-High/10. Moderate-High 
Medium Land capability;06. Low-Moderate/07. Low-Moderate/08. Moderate 
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MAP OF RELATIVE ANIMAL SPECIES THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
Where only a sensitive plant unique number or sensitive animal unique number is provided in the 
screening report and an assessment is required, the environmental assessment practitioner (EAP) 
or specialist is required to email SANBI at eiadatarequests@sanbi.org.za listing all sensitive species 
with their unique identifiers for which information is required. The name has been withheld as the 
species may be prone to illegal harvesting and must be protected. SANBI will release the actual 
species name after the details of the EAP or specialist have been documented. 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
 X   


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
High Aves-Stephanoaetus coronatus 
High Aves-Bradypterus sylvaticus 
High Aves-Hydroprogne caspia 
Low Subject to confirmation 
Medium Insecta-Deloneura millari millari 
Medium Mammalia-Cercopithecus albogularis labiatus 
Medium Mammalia-Chrysospalax trevelyani 
Medium Sensitive species 8 
Medium Invertebrate-Prostalia granulata 
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MAP OF RELATIVE AQUATIC BIODIVERSITY THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low sensitivity 
Very High ESA 1 
Very High Estuary_Buffalo 
Very High Rivers_C 
Very High Wetlands_(Estuary) 
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MAP OF RELATIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL HERITAGE THEME 
SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Very High Within 2km of a Grade II Heritage site 
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MAP OF RELATIVE AVIAN THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
   X 
 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low Sensitivity 
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MAP OF RELATIVE CIVIL AVIATION (SOLAR PV) THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
  X  


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low No major or other types of civil aviation aerodromes 
Medium Within 8 km of a major civil aviation aerodrome 
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MAP OF RELATIVE DEFENCE THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
   X 
 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low sensitivity 
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MAP OF RELATIVE LANDSCAPE (SOLAR) THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
High Between 1 and 2 km of the coast 
High Between 500 and 1000 m of a town or village 
High Slope between 1:4 and 1:10 
High Between 1.5 and 3 km of a nature reserve 
High Within 500 m of a river 
Low Slope less than 1:10 
Medium Between a and 2 km of a town or village 
Medium Within 1000 m of a wetland 
Very High Within 1 km of the coast 
Very High Within 500 m of a town or village 
Very High Slope more than 1:4 
Very High Nature Reserve 
Very High Within 1.5 km of a nature reserve 
Very High Within 250 m of a river 
 



https://screening.environment.gov.za/ScreeningDownloads/Disclaimer/Report&Data_Disclaimer.pdf





 


Page 17 of 20  Disclaimer applies 
  22/08/2024 


 


MAP OF RELATIVE PALEONTOLOGY THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Features with a Low paleontological sensitivity 
Medium Features with a Medium paleontological sensitivity 
Very High Features with a Very High paleontological sensitivity 
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MAP OF RELATIVE PLANT SPECIES THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
Where only a sensitive plant unique number or sensitive animal unique number is provided in the 
screening report and an assessment is required, the environmental assessment practitioner (EAP) 
or specialist is required to email SANBI at eiadatarequests@sanbi.org.za listing all sensitive species 
with their unique identifiers for which information is required. The name has been withheld as the 
species may be prone to illegal harvesting and must be protected. SANBI will release the actual 
species name after the details of the EAP or specialist have been documented. 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
  X  


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low Sensitivity 
Medium Umtiza listeriana 
Medium Dietes bicolor 
Medium Riocreuxia flanaganii var. flanaganii 
Medium Justicia bolusii 
Medium Sensitive species 686 
Medium Sensitive species 828 
Medium Sensitive species 579 
Medium Disperis woodii 
Medium Zostera capensis 
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MAP OF RELATIVE RFI THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
  X  


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low sensitivity 
Medium Between 30 and 60 km from a Weather Radar installation and within the radar’s line of sight 
Medium Within 1 km of a telecommunication facility 
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MAP OF RELATIVE TERRESTRIAL BIODIVERSITY THEME SENSITIVITY 


 
 
 
 


Very High sensitivity High sensitivity Medium sensitivity Low sensitivity 
X    


 
Sensitivity Features: 
 


Sensitivity Feature(s) 
Low Low Sensitivity 
Very High Potters Pass Nature Reserve 
Very High CBA 1 
Very High CR_Umtiza Forest Thicket 
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Email query dated 6 August 2024 along with 


response  
 







1


Cheruscha Swart


From: IQ <IQ@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Monday, 19 August 2024 11:42
To: Cheruscha Swart
Cc: EIA Applications; Sindiswa Dlomo; Betty Mdala; Wayne Hector
Subject: RE: IQ/2024/549: Clarity Regarding Whether Certain Activities within a Geotechnical and 


Geohydrological Feasibility Study (occurring prior to the EIA) will Trigger Listed Activities Under 
NEMA


Dear Cheruscha 
 
You may contact Ms. Sindiswa Dlomo at 0123999390.  I have copied her in this response. 
 
You may also contact Ms. Essop’s supervisor, Mr. Wayne Hector for guidance at  0123999410. 
 
Regards 
Chantal 
 


From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Friday, August 16, 2024 1:06 PM 
To: IQ <IQ@dffe.gov.za> 
Cc: EIA Applications <EIAApplications@dffe.gov.za> 
Subject: RE: IQ/2024/549: Clarity Regarding Whether Certain Activities within a Geotechnical and Geohydrological 
Feasibility Study (occurring prior to the EIA) will Trigger Listed Activities Under NEMA 
 
Dear Chantal, 
 
Thank you for your response.  We are in the process of filling out the pre-application meeting form 
which we will submit to the DFFE within the next week.   
However, this specific study is a feasibility study (pre-EIA) that has to occur as soon as possible. We 
can wait up to a month before getting a meeting with the relevant people.  Is there anyone that 
would be able to assist us for this query sooner?  I was referred to Azrah Essop, although I have not 
yet managed to get a hold of her.  
 
Kind Regards 
Vriendelike Groete 
 


 
EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298 
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305 
 
From: IQ <IQ@dffe.gov.za>  
Sent: Friday, 16 August 2024 12:45 







2


To: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: EIA Applications <EIAApplications@dffe.gov.za> 
Subject: IQ/2024/549: Clarity Regarding Whether Certain Activities within a Geotechnical and Geohydrological 
Feasibility Study (occurring prior to the EIA) will Trigger Listed Activities Under NEMA 
 
Dear Cheruscha 
 
You are strongly advised to request a pre‐ application meeting with the relevant competent authority for guidance. 
If the competent authority is the DFFE, please lodge your request at    EIAapplications@dffe.gov.za. 
 
Kindly note that all 3 Listing Notices must be considered to identify any listed or specified activity that may be 
triggered by the proposed project. For example, under Listing Notice 1, activities 12, 15 and 19 may be triggered if 
the thresholds are met/ exceeded and none of the exclusions apply. 
 
Kind regards 
Chantal Engelbrecht 
 


From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Thursday, August 8, 2024 12:26 PM 
To: IQ <IQ@dffe.gov.za> 
Cc: Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile 
<sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: RE: Clarity Regarding Whether Certain Activities within a Geotechnical and Geohydrological Feasibility Study 
(occurring prior to the EIA) will Trigger Listed Activities Under NEMA 
 
Good day, 
 
With reference to my email below.  Please find attached a more updated KMZ showing the 
correct position of the drilling sites and work. 
This is quite an urgent query. 
 
Thank you in advance 
 
 
Kind Regards 
Vriendelike Groete 
 


 
EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298 
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305 
 
From: Cheruscha Swart  
Sent: Tuesday, 06 August 2024 13:18 
To: IQ@dffe.gov.za 
Cc: Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile 
<sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Rudolph Retief <rudolph@water‐solutions.co.za>; Emke Hartnick 
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<emke@water‐solutions.co.za> 
Subject: RE: Clarity Regarding Whether Certain Activities within a Geotechnical and Geohydrological Feasibility Study 
(occurring prior to the EIA) will Trigger Listed Activities Under NEMA  
 
Good day, 
 
With reference to the email below.  
I forgot to attached the Port Boundary and KMZ.  Please see attached. 
 
 
Kind Regards 
Vriendelike Groete 
 


 
EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298 
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305 
 
From: Cheruscha Swart  
Sent: Tuesday, 06 August 2024 11:22 
To: IQ@dffe.gov.za 
Cc: Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Cheruscha Swart 
<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile <sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Rudolph Retief 
<rudolph@water‐solutions.co.za>; Emke Hartnick <emke@water‐solutions.co.za> 
Subject: Clarity Regarding Whether Certain Activities within a Geotechnical and Geohydrological Feasibility Study 
(occurring prior to the EIA) will Trigger Listed Activities Under NEMA  
 
Good day, 
 
Clarity Regarding Whether Certain Activities within a Geotechnical and Geohydrological 
Feasibility Study (occurring prior to the EIA) will Trigger Listed Activities Under NEMA  
 
 
Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) has appointed contractors for the construction of a two (2)
megalitre per day (MLD) solar-powered desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo
City Metropolitan Municipality, East London.  Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd (Anchor)
has been subcontracted to conduct the EIA prior to the construction and operation of the 
plant.  The project planning phase, taking place before the start of the EIA, includes a
Geotechnical and Geohydrological Feasibility Study (Feasibility Study) required by both the EIA
process and the engineering feasibility aspect of the project.   
We are reaching out to inquire whether certain components of this Feasibility Study might
independently trigger listed activities under NEMA. 
 
Brief Background to the Project  
Please refer to the map below illustrating the preferred development layout for the Reverse Osmosis
(RO) desalination plant (including the solar plant and reservoir) and the proposed water intake and
outfall locations.  Additionally, a KMZ file of the proposed layout is attached for your reference.   
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The desalination of water will occur at the RO plant and the freshwater stored on-site before 
being pumped to Transnet and a nearby factory through existing pipelines.  The water required 
for the desalination process will be sourced from the lowest portion of the Buffalo River Estuary, 
preferably by abstracting it via beach wells (boreholes) located on a small beach near the 
harbour mouth.  The brine (water containing the salt removed during the RO process) will be 
discharged into the offshore marine environment through a marine outfall pipeline. 
 
Feasibility Study 
As part of the project planning phase, a Feasibility Study is required to determine the most feasible
intake option/location and optimal RO plant site layout.  Note that the entire in-field component 
of the Feasibility Study is expected to be concluded within two weeks.  The study will consist of two
key assessments: 
 
1. Beach Area Assessment:  
This is required for beachwell development planning and will involve drilling test holes at potential
sites (to determine the hydraulic and qualitative properties of the underlying water table and to
identify preferred beachwell locations). 
Two preliminary sites have been identified for drilling these test holes (Geotech Test Drill Sites — refer 
to map below).  The one site is situated on the beach, while the second is situated on the concrete
road.  Note that both drilling sites will occur above the high-water mark (HWM).  A non-intrusive 
geophysical survey will be conducted prior to the drilling, to determine the position of the HWM.   
 
Access Road Excavation   A Tractor-Loader-Backhoe (TLB) excavator will be used to create an
access road to the Test Drill Site on the beach.  The road will be approximately 5m wide and 28m
long, resulting in a road of approximately 140 m2.  The maximum vegetation disturbance/removal
is estimated to be 140 m2.  Sandbags or sleepers will be used to stabilise the road.  The route will 
follow the palisade to the west and avoid vegetation and the clearance thereof, as much as
possible.  At this point it is unclear how much sand will be displaced by the clearance of this
road.  However, it's estimated that 70 m3 of sand could be displaced, based on a conservative
estimate of 0.5 metres depth of sand being graded and moved along the entire road length.  
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Drilling Activities       Firstly, a hole will be drilled using a rotary core drill at each Test Drill Site.  These 
drills are small, creating a hole with a maximum diameter of 75mm and a depth of approximately 
25m.  
Next, if the core drilling is successful (i.e., the drill does not encounter bedrock), a borehole will be 
drilled using a percussion drilling rig at the same site.  These percussion drilling rigs are larger and 
create a hole with a maximum diameter of 400mm, reaching a depth of approximately 40m.   
 
Note that if percussion drilling follows core drilling, the disturbance from percussion drilling will be 
considered the maximum area and volume of material disturbed, since it will occur at the same 
test hole locations.  The total surface area disturbed by each percussion hole is estimated to be 
0.126 m2, with the total for the two sites amounting to 0.251 m2.  The total volume of material 
removed from each percussion hole is estimated to be 5.03 m3, with the total for the two sites 
amounting to 10.05 m3. 


 The total area disturbed by all activities in the Beach Area is estimated to approximately 
140.251 m2 (of which 140 m2 is removal of vegetation).   


 The total volume of sand removed or displaced by the activities is estimated to be 
approximately 80.05 m3. 
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Beachwell Site Context       Please refer to images of the beach area, below.  The dune area 
where the access road will be situated is already disturbed due to its central location within the 
port environment.  Additionally, the beach in front of the dunes is heavily polluted and covered in 
plastic debris (which will be cleaned by the GeoTech company in order to do the non-invasive 
survey and test drilling).  Also note that, after drilling, the area will be restored/ rehabilitated as 
best possible, with the only elements remaining in situ being the two 400mm test boreholes, which 
will be sealed for possible later use following the potential granting of Environmental Authorisation 
for the development. 
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2. Desalination Plant Site Assessment:  
The purpose of this assessment is to investigate the foundation, stability, and suitability of the RO 
plant site layout.  This investigation will comprise two tasks. Refer to the image below. 
 


 
 
Task 1: A TLB will be used to excavate up to 14 test pits.  Each pit will be 1m wide and 2.5m 
deep.  Vegetation will only be cleared where each 1m test pit is dug.  However, the total 
disturbed footprint for each pit will be 3m by 3m to account for the area around the pit affected 
by the excavator.  After excavation, the test pits will be backfilled, and the surface will be 
reinstated as close to its original condition as possible. 


 The total surface area disturbed by the test pits will be 126 m2. 
 This will potentially require the clearance of 14 m2 of vegetation. 
 The total volume of material removed for all test pits will be 35 m3. 


 
Task 2: A single hole will be drilled using a rotary core drill with a diameter of 75mm and a 
maximum drilling depth of 25 m.  The core sample extracted will be used for sediment analysis 
and other investigations. 
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 The total surface area disturbed by the single hole will be 0.0014 m2. 
 This will potentially require the clearance of 0.0014 m2 of vegetation. 
 The total volume of material removed by the core drill is estimated to be 0.11 m3. 


 
The total surface area anticipated to be disturbed by all activities: 


 At the beach area is estimated to be approximately 140.251 m2. 


 At the desal plant site is estimated to be approximately 126.0014 m2. 


The total surface area of vegetation to be cleared by all activities: 
 At the beach area is estimated to be approximately 140 m2. 


 At the desal plant site is estimated to be approximately 14.0014 m2. 


The total volume of material/ sediment to be removed by all activities: 
 At the beach area is estimated to be approximately 80.05 m3. 


 At the desal plant site is estimated to be approximately 35.11 m3. 


 
Query regarding whether the Feasibility Study would trigger Listed Activities. 
This Feasibility Study is needed to refine the detailed design, and assess the efficacy/ viability of, the 
beachwell intake, and for determining the preferred location of the desalination plant itself—
information needed before the EIA can begin. 
Considering the project's location within the Port Boundary and its nature as a feasibility study
essential for the EIA phase to commence, we seek clarity on whether it could trigger any listed
activities (it is vital that it does not trigger any listed activities so as to avoid the need for a full EIA/
BA process for the feasibility component itself).   
 
We have analysed the listing notices and believe that a key factor in determining whether this
feasibility study triggers listed activities is whether it is considered to increase the Port's development
footprint.  Please refer to the attached document, "Appendix 1_East London Port
Limits_ELN_0560m," which outlines Transnet’s port layout and boundaries in East London.  Could you 
please clarify whether this activity would be viewed as increasing the Port's development footprint,
and what is specifically meant by "increasing the development footprint"?  Furthermore, we require
clarity on the department’s stance towards EIA feasibility studies and whether some studies can
potentially be permitted to include listed activities assuming necessary motivation and justifications 
are provided, and permissions are granted by the department. 
 
 
We would greatly appreciate your clarity on this matter, and we look forward to your prompt
response to this urgent query. 
 
 
Kind Regards 
Vriendelike Groete 
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20 August 2024 


Good day,  


 


Clarity Regarding Whether Certain Activities within a Geohydrological Feasibility Study (occurring 
prior to the EIA) will Trigger Listed Activities Under NEMA  


 


Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA) has appointed contractors for the construction of a two 
(2) megalitre per day (MLD) solar-powered desalination plant within the Port of East London, 
Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, East London.  Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 
(Anchor) has been subcontracted to conduct the EIA prior to the construction and operation of the 
plant.   


Please refer to the map below illustrating the preferred development layout for the project.  


The water required for the desalination process will ideally be sourced from the lowest portion of 
the Buffalo River Estuary, preferably by abstracting it via beachwells (boreholes) located on a small 
beach near the harbour mouth.   


To evaluate the viability of these beachwells as an intake option and to determine their most 
suitable location, a Geohydrological Feasibility Study, amongst others, is required.  This study's 
findings are essential for both the EIA process and the engineering feasibility component and must 
be available before the EIA can commence.  Please note that the fieldwork component of this study 
is expected to be completed over a period of two weeks, with efforts made to restore and 
rehabilitate areas wherever possible. 


We are seeking clarification on whether specific components of this Feasibility Study could 
independently trigger listed activities under NEMA.  The particular components of the study for 
which we need guidance on potential triggers are outlined below. 


. 
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Beachwell Geohydrological Feasibility Study 


This study will comprise drilling test holes at two potential sites (referred to as “Geotech Test Drill 
Sites” on the map below)—one on the beach and one on the concrete road.  Note that both sites will 
occur above the high-water mark (HWM).   


 


 


Drilling Activities At each Test Drill Site, a small test hole (75mm diameter, 25m deep) will be 
drilled using a rotary core drill. This will be followed by a percussion borehole (400mm diameter, 40m 
deep) at the same location. The disturbance from percussion drilling, considered the maximum 
impact, will have a surface area of 0.126 m² per site (0.251 m² total for two sites) and a volume of 
5.03 m³ per hole (10.05 m³ total). 


Access Road Excavation A tractor loader backhoe will be used to create a 5m wide, 28m long 
access road (with a total surface area of 140 m²) to the Test Drill Site on the beach.  The maximum 
vegetation disturbance/removal is therefore estimated to be 140 m2.  Sandbags or sleepers will be 
used to stabilise the road.  The route will follow the palisade to the west and avoid vegetation and 
the clearance thereof, as much as possible.  An estimated 70 m³ of sand may be displaced, based on 
a conservative estimate of 0.5 metres depth of sand being graded along the entire road length.  


Please refer to images of the beach area, below.  The dune where the access road will be constructed 
is already disturbed due to its location within the port environment.  The beach in front of the dunes 
is heavily polluted and covered in plastic debris, which will be cleaned by the GeoTech company to 
facilitate the test drilling.  After drilling, the area will be restored/recovered as much as possible, with 
the only remaining elements being the two 400mm test boreholes, which will be sealed for potential 
future use if Environmental Authorisation is granted for the development. 
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We have identified five Listed Activities for which we require clarity.  These are listed in the table 
below.  The relevant portions have been underlined, while the possible applicable exclusion is in 
red.  


Please note: We believe that a key factor in determining whether these components of the 
feasibility study trigger the above mentioned listed activities is whether they are considered to 
increase the Port's development footprint and whether they are situated behind the development 
setback line.  If they are not considered to increase the footprint or are situated behind the 
development setback, four of the five listed activities should NOT be triggered.   


Please refer to the attached document, "Appendix 1_East London Port Limits_ELN_0560m," which 
outlines Transnet’s port layout and boundaries in East London to assist with determining this.   


 


Activity 
No(s): 


Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies) as 
set out in Listing Notice 1 of the EIA Regulations, 2014 
as amended 


Describe the portion of the proposed 
project to which the applicable listed 
activity relates. Ensure to include 
thresholds/area/footprint applicable. 


15 The development of structures in the coastal public 
property where the development footprint is bigger 
than 50 square metres, excluding- (i) the development 
of structures within existing ports or harbours that will 
not increase the development footprint of the port or 
harbour; (ii) the development of a port or harbour, in 
which case activity 26 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 
applies; (iii) the development of temporary structures 
within the beach zone where such structures will be 
removed within 6 weeks of the commencement of 
development and where coral or indigenous 
vegetation will not be cleared; or (iv) activities listed in 
activity 14 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014, in which case 
that activity applies.. 


An access road will be constructed on 
the dune leading to the Test Drill Site 
on the beach.  Development footprint 
= 140 m2.  Might be situated in the 
CPP.  Note this will be a temporary 
development. 


Notes and Queries: 


• Confirmation on whether this is in 
the CPP.  This will determine 
whether this activity is triggered by 
the access road or not.  


• Might be excluded based on (i) “the 


development of structures within 


existing ports or harbours that will 


not increase the development 


footprint of the port or harbour.”   


18 The planting of vegetation or placing of any material 
on dunes or exposed sand surfaces of more than 10 
square metres, within the littoral active zone, for the 
purpose of preventing the free movement of sand, 
erosion or accretion, excluding where - (i) the planting 
of vegetation or placement of material relates to 
restoration and maintenance of indigenous coastal 
vegetation undertaken in accordance with a 
maintenance management plan; or (ii) such planting 
of vegetation or placing of material will occur behind 
a development setback. 


To stabilise the access road and 
prevent erosion or sand movement, 
sandbags or sleepers will be used.  This 
will cover an area exceeding 10 square 
metres.  Note these will be temporary 
structures and will be removed. 


Notes and Queries: 


• Might be excluded based on (ii), i.e., 


“this will occur behind a 


development setback.”—


Confirmation on where the setback 


line is. 


19A The infilling or depositing of any material of more 
than 5 cubic metres into, or the dredging, excavation, 
removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, 
pebbles or rock of more than 5 cubic metres from – 


(i) the seashore;  


• The access road will be 
approximately 5 metres wide and 28 
metres long. Based on a 
conservative estimate of 0.5 metres 
depth of sand being graded and 
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(ii) the littoral active zone, an estuary or a distance of 
100 metres inland of the high - water mark of the sea 
or an estuary, whichever distance is the greater; or 


(iii) the sea; -  


but excluding where such infilling, depositing, 
dredging, excavation, removal or moving -(f) [ sic ] will 
occur behind a development setback; (g) [ sic ] is for 
maintenance purposes undertaken in accordance with 
a maintenance management plan; (h) [ sic ] falls 
within the ambit of activity 21 in this Notice, in which 
case that activity applies; (i) [ sic ] occurs within 
existing ports or harbours that will not increase the 
development footprint of the port or harbour; or 
where such development is related to the 
development of a port or harbour, in which case 
activity 26 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 applies. 


 


moved along the entire road length, 
approximately 70 cubic metres of 
sand could be displaced.  


• Each percussion boreholes will 
remove approx. 5.03 m3 of sand, 
with the total for both sites 
amounting to 10.05 m3. 


 


Notes and Queries: 


• This activity might be excluded 
based on (f) and (i), i.e., if the 
activities fall behind the 
development setback or is not 
considered increasing development 
footprint.  


o Confirmation on where the 


setback line is. 


o What is considered increasing 
the development footprint of the 
port or harbour within existing 
ports or harbours? Is creating a 
temporary access road and 
drilling these test holes 
considered “expanding the 
footprint.”  


Activity 
No(s): 


Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies) as 
set out in Listing Notice 3 of the EIA Regulations, 2014 
as amended  


Describe the portion of the proposed 
project to which the applicable listed 
activity relates. Ensure to include 
thresholds/area/footprint applicable. 


4 The development of a road wider than 4 metres with a 
reserve less than 13.5 metres. (a) Eastern Cape  


(i) Outside urban areas:  


• (aa) A protected area identified in terms of 
NEMPAA, excluding disturbed areas;  


• (bb) National Protected Area Expansion 
Strategy Focus areas; (cc) Sensitive areas as 
identified in an environmental management 
framework as contemplated in Chapter 5 of the 
Act and as adopted by the competent 
authority;  


• (dd) Sites or areas identified in terms of an 
international convention;  


• (ee) Critical biodiversity areas as identified in 
systematic biodiversity plans adopted by the 
competent authority or in bioregional plans;  


• (ff) Core areas in biosphere reserves;  


An access road of 5m wide will be 
created on the dune. (bb) is applicable 
as the area overlaps with CBA 1, which 
is considered to be an “area of 
conservation use” according to the 
Buffalo City MSDF. 


 


Notes and Queries: 


Does “Development of a Road” strictly 
refer to the construction of a concrete 
or gravel road? Would activities such as 
clearing vegetation, flattening an area, 
and temporarily stabilising it with 
sandbags or sleepers (without the use 
of concrete or gravel) also be classified 
under this category? 
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• (gg) Areas within 10 kilometres from national 
parks or world heritage sites or 5 kilometres 
from any other protected area identified in 
terms of NEMPAA or from the core areas of a 
biosphere reserve, excluding disturbed areas;  


• (hh) Areas seawards of the development 
setback line or within 1 kilometre from the 
highwater mark of the sea if no such 
development setback line is determined; or  


• (ii) In an estuarine functional zone, excluding 
areas falling behind the development setback 
line;  


or (ii) Inside urban areas:  


• (aa) Areas zoned for use as public open space;  


• (bb) Areas designated for conservation use in 
Spatial Development Frameworks adopted by 
the competent authority or zoned for a 
conservation purpose; or  


• (cc) Seawards of the development setback line 
or within urban protected areas. 


14 The development of- (i) dams or weirs, where the dam 
or weir, including infrastructure and water surface area 
exceeds 10 square metres; or (ii) infrastructure or 
structures with a physical footprint of 10 square metres 
or more; where such development occurs- (a) within a 
watercourse; (b) in front of a development setback; or 
(c) if no development setback has been adopted, within 
32 metres of a watercourse, measured from the edge 
of a watercourse; excluding the development of 
infrastructure or structures within existing ports or 
harbours that will not increase the development 
footprint of the port or harbour.   


(a) Eastern Cape  


(i) Outside urban areas:  


• (aa) A protected area identified in terms of 
NEMPAA, excluding conservancies;  


• (bb) National Protected Area Expansion 
Strategy Focus areas;  


• (cc) World Heritage Sites;  


• (dd) Sensitive areas as identified in an 
environmental management framework as 
contemplated in Chapter 5 of the Act and as 
adopted by the competent authority;  


• (ee) Sites or areas identified in terms of an 
international convention;  


• (ff) Critical biodiversity areas or ecosystem 
service areas as identified in systematic 


• The access road development 
footprint = 140 m2. Note this will be 
a temporary development. 


• The sleepers/ sandbags used to 


stabilise the access road, will cover 


an area exceeding 10 square 


metres.  Note these will be 


temporary structures and will be 


removed. 


These areas occur within a CBA 1.  


Notes and Queries: 


• This activity might be excluded if 
the activities fall behind the 
development setback or is not 
considered increasing 
development footprint.  


o Confirmation on where the 


setback line is. 


o Are these activities considered 
increasing the development 
footprint of the port or harbour 
within existing ports or 
harbours? Is creating a 
temporary access road and 
drilling these test holes 
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biodiversity plans adopted by the competent 
authority or in bioregional plans;  


• (gg) Core areas in biosphere reserves;  


• (hh) Areas within 10 kilometres from national 
parks or world heritage sites or 5 kilometres 
from any other protected area identified in 
terms of NEMPAA or from the core area of a 
biosphere reserve;  


• (ii) Areas seawards of the development setback 
line or within 1 kilometre from the highwater 
mark of the sea if no such development setback 
line is determined; or  


• (jj) In an estuarine functional zone, excluding 
areas falling behind the development setback 
line; or  


(ii) Inside urban areas:  


(aa) Areas zoned for use as public open space;  


(bb) Areas designated for conservation use in Spatial 
Development Frameworks adopted by the competent 
authority, zoned for a conservation purpose; or  


(cc) Areas seawards of the development setback line. 


considered “expanding the 
footprint.”  


 


 


In conclusion, could you please clarify whether this activity would be viewed as increasing the Port's 
development footprint, and what is specifically meant by "increasing the development footprint"?  
Furthermore, we require clarity on the department’s stance towards EIA feasibility studies and 
whether some studies can potentially be permitted to include listed activities assuming necessary 
motivation and justifications are provided, and permissions are granted by the department. 


We would greatly appreciate your clarity on this matter, and we look forward to your prompt 
response to this urgent query. 


 


Thank you in advance 


 


Yours sincerely, 


 


 


Cheruscha Swart 


Senior Consultant 
Environmetnal Assessment Practitioner 
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Dear Cheruscha
 
Please find attached the transcription for todays meeting as well as a link to access the
recording of the meeting below. I have also included the relevant details of the directorates
within DFFE to obtain comments from.

 https://environmentza-
my.sharepoint.com/:v:/g/personal/tpillay_environment_gov_za/ER8nhewTtqNCnBtx7
fbbPyoBnhuT72XpO1BcxsC6wQTL7w?
e=7Gfbqu&nav=eyJyZWZlcnJhbEluZm8iOnsicmVmZXJyYWxBcHAiOiJTdHJlYW1XZWJB
cHAiLCJyZWZlcnJhbFZpZXciOiJTaGFyZURpYWxvZy1MaW5rIiwicmVmZXJyYWxBcHBQ
bGF0Zm9ybSI6IldlYiIsInJlZmVycmFsTW9kZSI6InZpZXcifX0%3D
 
DFFE contact list of respective units
 
DFFE Protected Areas Directorate:

a. Name: Mr Rofhiwa
Telephone no.: 012 399 8801
Email: RMagodi@dffe.gov.za; and

b. Name: Tshwanelo Leballo
Telephone no.: 012 399 9561
Email: tleballo@dffe.gov.za

 
DFFE Oceans and Coast Directorate:

a. Name: Funanani Ditinti
Telephone: 0123999847
Email: fditinti@dffe.gov.za/ OCEIA@dffe.gov.za

 
DFFE Biodiversity Conservation Directorate:

a. Email: BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za
 
Kind Regards,
 
Ms. Trisha Pillay
Environmental Officer: Priority Infrastructure Projects
Registered Environmental Assessment Practitioner: 2021/3791
Integrated Environmental Authorisations
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment
+Private Bag X447
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[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   0:04
OK.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay started transcription

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   0:14
Can you put it on presentation mode please?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   0:22
OK.
So Sally, you can go ahead.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   0:23
Up.
OK.
Good morning, everyone.
I'm susanette de Lasile and I'll be chairing this meeting.
Welcome to our pre application meeting for the proposed 10 PAS solar Power designation plant for the part of East London.
Do we have any apologies?
If not, then I can start.
I'm Susanna de Lasile, and I'm also the stakeholder engagement specialist in EIA support share.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   0:59
Morning, everybody.
Yes, I'm sureuska Swart from Anci environmental consultants and I'm the environmental assessment practitioner on this project.
OK. Moving on. Hi everyone.
My name is Michael Armitage.
I'm the candidate EP on this project and I'm also assisting with the Estrin impact assessment component.
Middle size.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   1:24
Can we move on to dffe representative Trisha.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:29
Hey everyone. My name is Trisha Pillay and I'll be the case officer on the project from Dffe.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:41
Bing could not talk about from Dffe.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:47
Morning. It's Mama Lee TFFE.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   1:52
Thank you.
Can we move on to 10 PR representative?

[image: ]
Nontobeko Funde   TNPA HQ   1:58
Good morning, colleagues.
My name is environmental manager for 10 PA.
I'll hand over to Samisa. Thank you.

[image: ]
Hlumisa Motolwana   Transnet NPA   EL   2:09
Good morning.
Good morning, everybody.
My name is.
I'm the project manager from Tnpa.
Thank you.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   2:17
To sunwater representative, Mr. Rudolph.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   2:22
Hi, I'm Rudolph, the assistant project manager for this desalination project for Sunwater, East London and we're a joint venture with a local partner.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   2:36
Ages and Omega representative Mr. freaky.
Is Mr. Freaky in the meeting?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   2:58
Yes, he is.
Let me just quickly check if we have any comments from him.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   3:01
Uh, can you hear me?
Yeah, he.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   3:10
Hello, can you hear me?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   3:11
There we go.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   3:12
Oh, yes, yes, we can hear you.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   3:13
Hi. Sorry, it's Mike sitting.
Hi, good morning.
I'm fricky Dee. I'm joydrologist.
We are the specialist under Sunwater JV for the geothermal component on the beach well abstraction.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   3:30
Oh, thank you.
Thank you so much.
Is there anything? Is there any agenda item that you would like to add?
On the agenda, any item that anyone would like to add on the agenda is everyone happy with the agenda.
To misa.

[image: ]
Hlumisa Motolwana   Transnet NPA   EL   3:53
Thank you for that.
I have two of my colleagues will be joining the meeting shortly.
I just wanted to add that.
Thank you.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   4:02
Thank you.
Can we please adopt the agenda?
Two people that can by show offence. OK, thank you.
Agenda adopted. Can you move on to item number?
It's item number 2.
It's the purpose of the meeting, the purpose of the meeting is to discuss the pre application process up to date. The project background and location, proposed development and project components, proposed site and alternatives. The Geohydrological feasibility study.
Never, never listed listed activities that are triggered outcomes of the screening tool and sensitivity.
Computing the sensitivity verification recommended specialist studies to be undertaken following the site site for sensitivity verification strategy for the proposed public participation process and the EIA plan of the study and a way forward.
I'm going to hand over to Michael, my colleague, to to present on the project overview and description. Over to you, Mike.
Next slide, yeah.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   5:34
Can you hear us? We we are there we go.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   5:39
Yes.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   5:39
OK.
I'll be OK.
Sorry, apologies for that.
It's just we're having some problem with a mic.
I'm meeting the mic.
OK.
Well, I think we.
I think we're good now.
So hi everyone. As I said, I'm Michael Armitage, so I'm going to be talking through a the project overview and the description.
Starting with a little bit of a background. So firstly.
Just generally Transnet Port Authority Tnpa has appointed.
Consultants for the construction and operation of A2 megalitre per day solar powered reverse osmosis desalination plant.
For context, in the port of East London.
Two megalitre per day here, when the plant is first operational, it will be at a capacity of .5 megalitres per day and the plan is then to upscale this to two megalitres over the plant's lifespan. If you look at the right hand side of the screen.
You can see just an image of the port with its.
Read it. Its location in South Africa, obviously in east London.
And so for the project Sunw Water, East London joint venture has been appointed to conduct the feasibility construction and 1st 4 years of operation for the plant and US anchor environmental consultants have been appointed to conduct the scoping and environmental impact assessment and obviously this being that it.
Located in east London, it's falls within the Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, and it's within the Eastern Cape.
So I'm just gonna talk to the actual project components, starting with the preferred alternative, but I'm also gonna run through just the main components of the diesel plant at the beginning.
So effectively there'll be a main development which is gonna be the actual desalination plant as well as a solar plant or solar farm.
Solar panels, basically an area which have solar panels to generate some of the electricity for the plant.
Supplemental power will be provided from a municipal source using municipal power.
When solar isn't available. Additionally, there's also going to be the construction of A1 Megalitre reservoir to contain some of the freshwater, which if you look on there will discuss this on the actual site. More in later slides, but you can see the bit the main site to.
The left of the the top left of the screen.
So assume everyone understands how desalination works, but effectively it's taking salt water and.
Removing the freshwater from it, so in order to do this, there needs to be a saltwater saltwater source or a sea water source.
And for that, there needs to be an intake.
So if you look on the left of the actually the right of the map, you can see the preferred intake which are beach wells which is basically bore holes located on, oh, near a beach which allow for basically pumping of water through the sand.
Now, with this beach you can see the beach as it to the right of the screen.
From there, it'll obviously need to be pumped to the site so you can see this long connecting pipeline and then during desalination you're affectively removing or.
You are moving the freshwater from the salt water and what's left behind is this highly saline or salty brine, which needs to be disposed of so the the plan is the proposed plan is to discharge this via a marine outfall, which is effectively a pipeline located offshore which.
Allows for discharge into the marine environment.
So you can see this that in the bottom of the screen there, as I said, I'll go into more detail on the sites very soon.
So in total.
In addition to the preferred alternative, we also considering a number of other alternatives for each of these development components.
So this slide I'm gonna talk through all the all of them, including the preferred alternative.
So firstly, there's obviously the main development for the main development, which is the actual desalination plant and solar, solar area and reservoir.
So the the way that these alternatives have been labeled is the preferred alternative. Is also considered to be alternative one for all of them so.
You'll see.
Here it'll be.
If the all for the sites and the intakes and the art falls.
If it means alternative Site 2 is like alternative site 2 will be the second considered one with the preferred alternative also being known as alternative one.
So just for this is sort of a summary slide. I'm gonna talk more into detail on each of these, but just know that there are two alternative sites to be considering.
4 alternative intakes that we're considering and.
Two additional artful alternatives that we're considering.
OK.
So now I'm gonna go into more detail on the actual preferred alternative and specifically the the site.
So the preferred site is located towards the southern port entrance gate. If you look at the top left of the screen you can see just a locality map showing the site and then it sort of zoomed in map on the right.
On this figure, this the preferred site is actually sort of divided into two components which have been divided by. In the centre there are pre-existing pipelines.
So effectively a northern portion and a southern portion, the northern portion, which is highlighted in blue, is where it's proposed to construct the actual desalination plant.
Whereas in the southern portion, it's this long vegetated strip, it's proposed to build the the reservoir to the far left or very close to the port entrance building, which you can see just to the left of you know, you can see just the left of the actual D.
Plant area and then the it's proposed to put the the sidear panels on somewhere on the remaining.
Area on the southern portion and then from here you can see dotted a solid line and a dotted line.
Those are just indicating where the connecting pipelines are to the the SOUTHWATER intake and the marine outfall.
OK.
I'm moving onto the some pictures of the preferred sites, so if you look in the top left figure this is a this is an image looking towards the east where the southeast looking down the basically down the southern portion of the site.
So this is the vegetated area which would potentially be where the the solar panels are placed. And if you look below that, so to the left of the screen but on the bottom.
There's a figure looking towards sort of more towards the port entrance gate and this is looking towards.
The area where the reservoir would be placed, sort of behind where these trees are currently.
If you look on the right, this is a picture looking from the from the entrance onto this grassed area in the center, which is where it's proposed to build the actual desalination plant.
Obviously this area here is is used for a variety of purposes, so it's not necessary looking exactly like this, but point is, is that that area between the roads that big grass area between the roads is where it's proposed to build the actual desalination plant.
So.
Moving on to.
The 2nd of this, the main sites or the affected.
The alternative site 2.
This is located at the base of the port breakwater. If you look at the figure, the locality map and the associated figure, you can see that it's located directly next to the the proposed beach wall intake area. And if you look at the figure the the images on.
The right you can see that it's it's basically no vegetation.
It's sort of a hard compacted dirt area.
And This site is is being assessed and considered, but it's not considered the preferred alternative as it's potentially earmarked for other developments.
So moving on to the third alternative site, this is located to the north of the preferred site.
Alongside one of the port's berths, this site has sort of a mosaic of old buildings and vegetation and old port building.
So this site would realistically probably require the most.
Like initial site preparation to be viable.
But yeah, so moving on from this one to I'm gonna talk through the various intake alternatives for seawater.
So this is just a sort of a zoom in with a locality map on the left and the the number of the intakes on the right.
But I'm going to skip on to the next slide, which has some of the more detailed information.
So the first intakes I'm going to be discussing are the ones that are located within within the port or within the Estrin environment.
So this whole the port is located obviously within the Buffalo River in the lower end of the Buffalo. Buffalo River is the the Buffalo River estuary or the Buffalo River Estrine functional zone.
So starting with the preferred alternative, as I mentioned, the preferred alternative are beach wells and this beach, as I said is located next to the the start of the port breakwater.
It's still there.
Still needs to be a geohydrology study to determine the feasibility of where to actually place these these B12.
But as it stands, the preferred option would be to have the the beach walls located on the actual tarmac area behind the dune, which is visible in the middle of that figure.
I'm going to show the next slide. We'll have pictures of the actual dune area, but the preferred option would be to have these beach wells on the tarmac and then should this not be feasible, potentially further forward, but there's going to be discussed later in the slides so.
Don't worry too much about this.
Following that, once it's been abstracted, it will follow a a pipeline connecting to that long intake pipeline you mentioned.
Intake connecting pipe that you mentioned earlier all the way to desalination plant.
So that's the preferred option.
The the second alternative two and in fact all the remaining.
Salt water intake options are all considered direct intakes, and they essentially involve a pipeline which is either directly into the estuary or the marine environment and involves pumping water straight from there to the site.
Alternative two you can see here is actually.
I'm located at the end of the the pier.
It's the little blue dot and.
That's then connect to the intake, the connecting pipeline and Alternative 5 and I'll see the numbering is sort of based. You'll see on the following slides, the numbering is sort of based by almost preference, but.
The Alternative 5 is another direct intake, but this is located or directly offshore of the the Beachwall area and same story. It would involve connecting to a a long routing pipeline to the desalination plant.
OK.
So this is just a few images of the the Estrin area.
So if you see on the top left is an image of the on the beach.
Where which is proposed to basically suck the water through in the top left of that image you can see the actual oh I need to actually use the pointer. That would be a good idea.
That one, I think.
Pointer. Cool. This will be easier and the top left here you can see that the peer and off which the the first second alternative would be potentially this direct intake could be located here.
Additionally, the other alternative we estimate intake, we mentioned alternative five would be located offshore approximately here if you can see my cursor.
The other two images, the image on the right is just showing the remainder of the beach area as well as the start of the port breakwater. And if you look at the bottom image, this is just an image of the of the sand dune that you can see.
In the previous slide.
OK.
So hopefully this will work if I do.
Ah, brilliant.
Oh, wait, on the next slide, if it's going to let me do this. Brilliant. OK.
So moving on from the estrine intakes, I'm going to be discussing the the marine marine intakes and outfalls and specifically the ones that would need to be constructed.
So if you look on the slide, the locality on the left, you can see.
Obviously the preferred outfill option, which is that which is a Red Square, the 2nd artful option, which is a a orange square and then in the intake alternative 3 which is a green circle and intake alternative 4 which is a purple circle.
And these sites are all sort of located in a very similar portion off the coast. The main difference here is whether they are rooted to the West of this green silo building.
The cider building here, whether they located to the sort of the northeast of the Silo building here.
So that's the primary difference.
The other differences here are you can see that they the two outfalls, the two outfall options in this area, protrude approximately 400 metres offshore and the two intakes protrude approximately 350 metres offshore and you can see that they separate.
And obviously this is still early days for site selection, but they it's basically they need to be separate to prevent any.
Possible contamination from the art force.
The intakes.
You don't want to pump any of your brine into your. You'll see water intake, but yeah, so these are basically these are two intake an additional 2 marine intake options and two the two marine outfall options. If you look on the right, these are just two images the.
Top image is basically the coastal environment where in all of these sites to be located.
And the bottom the bottom image is just sort of showing the the berm slash June area.
Under which the pipeline would probably need to be to be dug or put under. It's gotta, sorry. So it's this.
Yeah. So it's this area here. If you can see my cursor for the images, both images are taken from this elevated berm here.
OK.
So moving on to this is just a summary slide.
I'm not going to talk through this because I've already discussed these.
These are for for us to or you to look back on the slides afterwards.
So the final outfall option.
Which is called is an existing marine. Artful could quote the hood point artful. This is municipal owned and run.
It's located quite a distance.
I believe it's about 1 1/2 kilometres to the southwest of the site of the port.
And the benefit of this potential site would be that there would be no need to construct a new marine outfall.
The idea would be that we would.
Apply a connecting pipeline would be constructed from the desalination plant to this marine outfall and would allow for brine the brine to be basically Co discharged.
Into the marine environment as this artful protrudes approximately a kilometer offshore.
The only problems here is that it would firstly require the construction of an additional this connecting pipeline.
It might require an additional booster pump station, at least one additional booster pump station to basically pump this brine here and there would obviously need to be.
Permissions gained and worked out of use.
The pipe the this artful but it is being considered as one of the options.
So we're going to move on to the NEMA list.
Oh, sorry my bad.
Just quickly.
Before we move on to the next section, Rudolph, do you perhaps have any input you want to give on the, the the broad overview I gave on the the project components before we move on to show section?

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   21:00
No, that's all good, Michael. Thanks.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   21:02
Brilliant. So OK.
So moving onto the listing the name and listed activities and sure is going to present and discuss through these.
Yes, thank you, Michael.
OK, so I will be discussing the listed activities under the National Environmental Management Act that are potentially being triggered and that would require authorisation and these activities are considering all the alternatives.
That yeah, that are being that was just mentioned. So the activities are being triggered due to the nature of the project, its activities and the components and it's also due to the proximity to the estuary and the marine environment.
And the constructions, specifically the construction within the marine environment, it's also due to the due to the fact that it's in proximity to a critical biodiversity area or actually within a certain components are within the critical biodiversity areas.
And so listed activities under listing notice 1-2 and three are potentially triggered.
The slide and the slides that I'll be showing actually shows a simplified version or summary of each activity of each potential activity.
If I need to go through the activities in detail and the specific project components that trigger each activity, we can do so at the end of this presentation. We actually do have.
Very detailed slides at the end if the dffe feels the need to go through these in detail, we can discuss this during the question and answer session so.
As said, these activities are for all the alternatives and that means that some of these are potentially not applicable to the preferred alternative.
In addition, some activities.
We need confirmation and the suspending confirmation of certain information, such as the coastal public property boundary or if there has been previous development in certain areas within the port, which means that certain activities do not increase the port development footprint, so, as mentioned, activities under listing notice one.
Two and three are triggered and that is why a scoping and environmental impact assessment is being conducted.
I'm briefly going to just mention each activity under each listing notice, and then the short summary description of each.
As I said, this is not the detailed description, so analysting notice one. It would be activity 14 which is the development and operation of structure structures for the handling and storage of dangerous goods with a volume of between 80 and 500 cubic metres.
So then activity 15 would be the development of structures in the coastal public property and this is an example of the one that we need confirmation on.
Pending confirmation of the boundary of this coastal public property.
Activity 16, which is the development of a desalination plant producing a volume of more than 100 cubic meters of water a day.
Activity 17, which is the development in the sea, the estuary, is literal active zone in front of a development set back line or 100 metres inland from the high water mark. If no such line exists.
Which we have been informed the Minister has not published set back line, which means that specific section is not is not relevant, which means it's 100 metres inland from the Howard Mock.
And this is in respect of infrastructure with an area of 50 square metres or more and then activity 18 is the place, the planting of vegetation or the placing of any materials or dunes on exposed sand surfaces within the littoral active zone to prevent the free movement of.
Sand and this exceeds the total area of 10 square metres, 19A which is the infilling depositing. Removal of any material with a volume of more than.
5 cubic metres from the seashore.
Lateral active zone or the sea?
Activity 25, which is the development and operation of facilities for the treatment of effluent wastewater or sewage with daily treatment volume of between 2000 and 15,000 cubic metres, 27 which is the clearance of indigenous vegetation with an area between 1:00 to 20 hectares.
Activity 30, which is any process or activity identified in terms of section 53 of the National environmental Management Biodiversity Act, or Nimba.
52 which would be the expansion of structures in the coastal public property, and this would be specifically applicable to if the the existing municipal outfall is used.
This would be the expansion as construct a connecting pipeline will be constructed, potentially expanding this existing artful activity 54 once again also applicable to the municipal.
Hood point out for alternative, which is the expansion facilities in the sea estrely.
It's really literal active zone and again in front of a development set back line or 100 metres inland from the high water mark and activity 65 which is the expansion of an anchored platform or any structures or infrastructure along the seabed.
So all of the expansion ones are applicable to the existing municipal artful.
So moving on to listing notice two activities.
And this is the reason why the scoping and environmental impact assessment is applicable.
It's only two under this listing notice.
Activity 6, which is the development of facilities or infrastructure for any process or activity which requires a permit or licence, in this case a coastal water discharge permit, is required for the discharge of the brine and it's for any effluent or omissions of the day throughput of more.
Than 2000 cubic meters and in activity 14, which is the second one.
This is the development and related operation of an anchored platform or instructional infrastructure on below.
Along the sea bed.
So for listing notice three activities.
We have a couple here and these are the activities that are applicable to specific provinces.
And in this case it's activity 2, which is the development of reservoirs with the capacity of 250 square metres. And as mentioned, the one Megalitre reservoir will be constructed. And because this area is considered under a protected area under.
National environmental management Protected Areas Act, which is actually under world.
Actually it's apologies.
It's zoned for conservation use in the special development framework.
This activity is being triggered.
And then activity four will be the.
Designate. OK.
Sorry, it's apologies.
It's designated for conservation use in the spatial in the Eastern Cape Spatial Development Framework, and the second one would be activity 4, which is the development of a road wider than 4 metres with a reserve less than 13.5 metres.
Again same comment, some of these activities will occur within an area's designated for conservation use. In terms of the special development framework.
Activity 10 under listing notice three is the development and operation of structures for the handling and storage of dangerous goods.
With the volume between 30 and 80 cubic metres again.
Area designated conservation use all within 500 metres of an estim functional zone, which is the case, and then #12 is the clearance of indigenous vegetation of an area exceeding 300 square metres.
Specifically, in critical biodiversity areas or Cbas.
Also, within it's 100 metres inland of the high water mark.
And also conservation areas zoned for conservation.
So then the last one is 14, so I highlighted this one in red.
Because this one was also one of the ones that potentially need confirmation and might actually be excluded.
And this is the development of Weir dams where an infrastructure with a water surface area or development footprint exceeding 10 square meters.
And the reason we are potentially excluding this is because.
We recently learned that, as I mentioned, there's no development set back line that has been published by the Minister and also an estuary is not considered a watercourse. It's actually considered a water resource, which might make this activity completely.
To be excluded completely.
OK.
So those were the listed activities. As I said, it was a summary.
We can go through them in detail.
There are a couple of questions we would like to clarify with the DF Fe at the end of this presentation, but for now I'm going to hand over to Michael again just to talk about the screening tool, the outcomes and the site sensitivity verification.
OK.
Thanks Sir.
Yeah. So, as I'm sure most of you all of you know, I'm running the online screening tools requirement for these EIA applications. And in doing this, because this project has a lot of components, it actually runs screening tool twice with basically the same area with two different categ.
The first being the services water services desalination category.
However, since since there is a solar photovoltaic component.
I thought it was appropriate to also run the screening tool with the utilities infrastructure, electricity generation, renewable solar PV category in order to cover our bases and be as inclusive as possible.
I'm not going to run through the sensitivities on the left, but what is important is the screening tool or screening tool more appropriately identified the following studies.
Agricultural impact assessment, a landscape visual impact assessment for the solar component.
An archaeological and cultural heritage impact assessment assessment.
A paleontology impact assessment assessment, a terrestrial biodiversity impact assessment.
An aquatic biodiversity impact assessment which would in this case be an S drain impact assessment, given that it's within or close to a functional zone, an estimate functional zone, a plant species assessment and animal species assessment, marine impact assessment and avian or bird impact assessment, socio economic ***.
Or impact assessment hydrology assessment, a geotechnical assessment, a Civil Aviation assessment. This is once again for the from the solar PV run off the screening tool.
A.
Defence assessment a radio frequency interference or RFI assessment.
And a noise impact assessment.
These are all the ones that were detected by the screening tool.
So quickly before I run through the site sensitivity verification process, I'm just going to talk through some of the actual individual sensitivities that we've determined both from the screening tool but also from from GIS mapping.
So if you look at the slide on the left is just a map of the ecosystem types that are identified during the 2018 National Biodiversity Assessment. And what's important here are the.
Primary ecosystem types that this development falls within would be the broader umtiza forest thicket, which is characterized as much of the port.
The Hamburg Dune thicket, which would characterize the area through which the the connecting pipeline to the municipal outfall would go through.
The warm, temperate, predominantly open S dryine habitat type, which is in obviously for the Buffalo River estuary and the Agales.
The both the Agales the Agalis exposed Rocky shore component.
Ecosystem type and inner shelf mosaic ecosystem type and now these are important because they have each have their associated ecosystem threat status which is visible on the right.
And what's also important at this stage to mention is that these national sensitivities are quite low in resolution.
So you can see that.
You know, these ecosystem types include the entirety of the port and even the developed areas, but they are important for sort of the sensitivities, emphasize sensitive verification.
So what's important is that the Teasa forest thicket, which is the area alongside the the estuary, is considered to be a critically endangered ecosystem type, and several other sites fall within that area. And the Buffalo, the estuary environment is considered to be vulnerable to an ecosystem threat status.
So vulnerable and the the marine and entirety of the marine environment in this area is considered to be.
Also, be vulnerable from an ecosystem threat status perspective.
So moving on to critical biodiversity areas and key biodiversity areas, so the left hand map here can actually point to this map here.
Is a map of all critical, relevant, critical biodiversity areas in the area, so this includes the terrestrial critical biodiversity areas, the aquatic and this basic this crosshatch style and the marine obviously offshore.
And what's important to note here is that.
Largely because of the M TSF forest thicket.
Most of this area is considered to be to fall within a critical biodiversity Area 1 area, so all of the stuff that's shaded in this sort of dark orange colour is critical biodiversity area one, and this is relevant because includes obviously alternative 3, the preferred alternative or BAS.
The entirety of the preferred alternative, as well as about half of alternative two and some of the Beachwell area.
So this is quite important for whether or not components of the study trigger listed activities and what specialist studies are potentially required.
But as I mentioned just a few minutes ago, sorry, there also is also overlap with some overlap with the aquatic biodiversity, ecological support areas and this whole area here for the marine environment is considered to be an ecological support area.
Obviously, I mentioned before the these types of analysis. Are these types of layers are very broad, so they don't. You know, as I said, large portions of the port which are entirely developed are considered to fall under critical biodiversity.
So that's obviously important to consider and important to consider during site visits and site sensitivity verification. On the right is a map of this is actually recently been delineated, but these are key biodiversity areas.
This is sort of the South African.
Application of a global way of assessing.
I believe it's areas and ecosystems and what's important here is that the whole area and this is once again a very, very broad.
Layer but it shows that the Buffalo City Coast area.
Is considered to be of international significance as a as a key biodiversity area, but if you look at the map you can see that the entire area besides the the the water body itself falls in this. So this is once again quite a low resolution layer.
So these are all, as I said, the layers that we use from it sort of a desktop study.
Obviously we did a site sensitivity verification.
We were on site.
We did a site visit.
Combined with our online our desktop study and so from that we've we've are recommending the following specialist studies following site sensitive reverification.
Firstly, a marine ecology study or marine impact assessment, which includes a Brian dispersion model, modeling exercise and a coastal water discharge permit application for the Brian discharge into the marine environment.
Additionally, an estuarine or aquatic impact assessment, which is furthermore, we recommend a an 80 foural or bird specialist study will impact assessment then an archaeological, cultural heritage and paleontological impact assessment.
These would be actually be combined.
So obviously archaeology and cultural heritage were one line item earlier, but they're very closely integrated, so they would basically be formed under one broader study.
Next, we recommend a socio economic impact assessment.
And finally, not so much an impact assessment, but a hydrological hydro, hydrological and geotechnical assessment to be handled by the the engineering team.
Moving on to compliance statements, so sort of less intense than a full impact assessment.
But what's important to note here is that some of these could potentially be upscale to a full impact assessment if needed.
So firstly, the first compliance statement will be a terrestrial fauna compliance statement, which includes animal species, plant species and terrestrial biodiversity themes mentioned above.
This would require a.
This would require a site visit by a the relevant specialist.
And what's important to note here is that it's listed as a compliance statement assuming that.
Species of conservation concern or sensitivities aren't identified during the site site sensitivity.
But once the specialist goes aside, if he does identify these sensitivities on site, this would then need to become a full impact assessment.
Additionally, the agricultural theme was identified by the screening tool and this will definitely be an it would be a compliance statement.
This is clearly not an agricultural area.
Additionally, a landscape visual compliance statement, even though this was triggered earlier, these components of the study are within a port and quite hidden, so it's unlikely that this is going to have much of AA visual impact.
Civil Aviation as well a compliance statement as this is unlikely to have any impact on it. Shouldn't have any impact at all on Civil Aviation.
Same story with with relative defence or with defense theme and with radio frequency interference.
This was obviously picked up by the the solar PV component of the screening tool, but this is quite a small area.
The photo.
The actual solar panel area is very small.
It's not like it's constructing a big power plant, so this is anticipated to be.
Of negligible impact and finally annoys compliance statement. From my understanding with the both the development of the actual plant.
Operation. There's gonna be no pile driving or any large intensive processes.
So the noises that do exist during construction will be quite minor and during operation is actually very soft and within a functional port which already has high ambient noise levels.
So once again not considered to be, you know, requiring a full impact assessment.
OK.
So moving on, we're gonna go through a an overview of the Geohydrological feasibility study.
And for this, I'm going to hand over once again to cheruscha.
Hi, I'm actually going to just hand over to Freki as he will be able to explain the methodology a bit better and he'll go through a couple of the bullet points on the slide and then he will hand back over to me when we get to the list.
Activities potentially being triggered fricky you can take over from here. Thank you.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   40:07
Hiking. Everybody hear me?
Hello. OK, good.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   40:12
Yes, yes, we can hear you.
Thank you.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   40:16
OK, so as part of the geode logical feasibility study, it's obviously our objective is to to do surveys to try and identify the extent of the sand deposit, which is now placed on that artificial ground that's now developed over the years since the over was constructed because we.
We have the objective of intersecting as deep as possible sand material that will then act as a natural folder to fold the sand and finer particles. Out of this, the sea water that will greatly.
Declutter the the water for treatment and enhance the treatment process.
So in our method methodology that we propose, we have to do a geophysical survey, which means that we will do.
Several measurements with electrodes and other geophysical instruments to try and get a subsurface ground profile to do a correlation between the beachwell area and the tarmac area to see if there is a sand deposit that we can intersect and if the geophysical profiling is then successful and pro.
That there is a valid.
Areas that we can drill and explore.
The the second part would be to actually draw Boreals in identified positions to then prove via exploration drilling the actual thickness of that material and also the do testing on the actual water quality that's abstracted from these beach wells compared to just the direct intake.
That Michael talked about.
So the objective of these wells would then just be to.
To prove that there is a significant source of sand that will act as a faulted and also need to confirm that the water quality is actually better when abstracted through the beach well, rather than direct intake and with the boreal drilling process, we also have to consider the.
Abstraction of the water from the boreal so mentioned in the beginning, that.
The plant is aimed to be A2 megalitre a day.
Plant but starting at .5.
So we would want to prove to what extent the water can be abstracted in from the speech hole, which would entail a similar pump testing process than what is actually done for normal water production. Boreholes in rural areas and in town scenarios and so on. So our appro.
Would then be to try and identify these potential exploration drilling portions.
And then.
Do as.
As less as possible of a footprint, try and explore these areas without triggering any activities or.
Mitigating the impact on the environment, the study would be then approximately 3 weeks at the most because of the drilling process itself would only be a day or two days depending if we are going to do a pilot hole, which is a very small diameter hole before Dr.
A bit of a bigger exploration boreal and you will see on the map on the left.
The.
The two scenarios that we're looking at is the in the the one site on the.
Landward side of the little sand deposit.
I don't know if we can call it a dune.
I suppose it is a dune.
Where the laser pointer is now that whole area.
Not the exact spot is then being explored as a option. One and option 2 within be on the cease and side of that little deal, which obviously creates a little bit of a.
Challenge in the reports, the access of that position and drilling in that position.
You'll note that there is some areas highlighted on that little map, a little green area and.
Orange line that we will obviously discuss at the later stage when these questions, but that would be the at this stage we're thinking if it's necessary that that would be a access point just for travelling with the four by four over the sand.
Yeah. And I think that basically summarizes.
Our objective.
The board, also at the end within either be backfilled or they would be left in place, ideally to be then be later developed as a reduction borough should the exploration be successful.
Insurance car you can take over from there.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   45:16
Yummy. I'm just gonna make sure I unmuted myself.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   45:19
Yes.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   45:20
OK.
There we go. OK.
Yes, thank you so much Becky for explaining that.
Yes, like like Ricky mentioned, we can discuss this.
Is there any questions regarding this we can discuss this at the end. I just need to mention briefly that you know what which components actually potentially trigger the list activities and yeah, I'll go through that now.
Also need to mention that this is a feasibility study.
Meaning that it would inform the project.
Development the site, the location as well as the actual EIA process.
That means it should actually happen before the EIA process and before we start.
Yeah. Before we start the actual process.
So that is important to take note of.
Also note that the geophysical survey that Ricky spoke about with the probes don't trigger any listed activities.
It's a couple of people that will be walking around with electrodes.
So that would not trigger anything.
The borehole boreholes themselves. We went back to go look at the distance from the water, etcetera and also the sizes of these holes or the diameter and the depth they will be drilling because they actually won't actually be drilling as deep as we initially thought. That means that.
Each bore hole will have a size of less than five square meters.
But the drill?
The ball on the actual tarmac is not in itself not actually trigger listed activity.
That one's completely excluded, so we only considering the ball on the beach. And as mentioned, that one would be less than five.
Sorry, 5 cubic metres, not 3 metres cubic metres of sand.
It will be removed, meaning that one will also not trigger a listed activity.
So in essence, the boreholes themselves and the drilling won't trigger any listed activities. As mentioned, we went through these again in detail.
Looked at the distances from from the estuary, etcetera.
The only concern we have is the access to the potential access to the beach to draw the on the beach.
And you know to create access, they need to either move the sand or they have to flatten the sand.
That is one option.
They are two up there will then more than more than one option, but you know the one option is moving or flattening the sand. And this as the DPP might know, this might trigger several enlisted activities which we discussed in detail.
The second option is potentially as frickin mentioned, with a four by four is moving. Transporting this drill machine which has a footprint of less than 10 square metres on a trailer using a four by four and then accessing it that way.
That would require an ORV permit or exemption.
And the other option would be you know well.
Actually, we would like to discuss other options with the dffe if there's any other options they would recommend.
We freaky and then consider or anything they can do to ensure that listed activities are not triggered because as mentioned they are trying to limit the impact and their footprint and this is supposed to be a feasibility study, not an actual big project that needs to fall part.
Of the EIA, it's supposed to inform the EIA, almost like a specialist study.
So they would like to.
Get some recommendations or input from that. We would like to discuss this during the question and answer discussion section just at the end. But I just wanted to touch on those points just so that the dffe can potentially have a think about you know.
Any recommendations also?
Just see what if I mentioned everything that I wanted to mention.
Or the study. OK, I'm going to move on to agenda item number 5.7, which is just.
Briefly discussing the EIA timeline, which I'm sure the dffe is familiar with.
So we are currently in the pre application phase still and as you know we are now doing the pre application meeting with with DFFE.
And we are soon going.
We're going to move into the actual scoping in EIA process and application process soon.
And we aim to submit our application. The actual application form.
For for the the applicant, or sorry for the proponent in the beginning of October.
And then just if you look at the on the left hand side of the year, some of the specialist studies which Michael mentioned, some of them have already commenced and that's specifically the Marine and Estrin specialist study which the our team went to go deploy some instrumentation to.
Do measurements of the water etcetera and to collect some.
Macrophona.
Which will be a baseline basically to collect baseline information on the environment. The AB for null assessment, the specialist aims to go out in about October and the remainder of the studies is about the end of September, October, and this includes the the compliance statements that that, Michael.
Mentioned yes. So as as I said, so we aim to give the hand in the application form in the beginning of October and then hopefully depending on when we hand this in start, get the confirmation from the dffe and start about mid to end October, which means we.
Potentially have a public participation process end of October or beginning of November, again depending on the timeline.
And then after this, obviously moving into the EAA process and again our.
Or official EIA process. We aim to have in the beginning of April or may be mid-april.
And then we would like to submit the final report in about mid to end may the final EIA report and then the review process starts and.
We would.
We are aiming to get environmental authorisation or response from the dffe by about beginning to mid or potentially even in September.
2025 but again, this just all depends on how the process goes and when we submit the application form and then we'll move into the appeals phase after that.
OK.
So I'm just going to hand over to Susan now, just briefly going to speak just about the public participation process.
Thank you, suspender.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   52:22
Hello again, am I audible?
Then I'll be OK. Thank you.
Then I'll be taking you through the proposed public participation project process for the project. Both the scoping and EIA Phase will go through the 30 day public commenting period.
They're interested and affected database.
They're interested and affected parties. Database will be updated throughout the scoping and EIA process and all interested and affected parties who register will be included within that database and included in the project related correspondence.
Going forward, all I NAPS will be given the opportunity to register for the project or registered in APS will be informed of any further activities regarding this project and when it comes to public notices of the announcement, sorry announcement of the project the following means.
Of public of public engagement will be made. There will be electronic notifications of stakeholders via emails, publications of media advertisement.
There will be one local newspaper.
It will be advertised in one local newspaper.
In the one in one national one.
They may be city press and daily daily dispatch for local one on site. Notices will be placed detailing the proposed development, the scoping and the EIA process, and also invitation to register and comment. Notices will also be placed at strategics, places which is on site and around around.
The site and nearby areas.
During the scoping phase of the project.
The key objective of a public participation is to provide inapps with the opportunity to provide comment and input in the planning phase of the project. When it comes to issues of concerns and suggestion raised by NAPS, this will be addressed and and responded to as required in the.
Scoping report and in a PS will be given the opportunity to comment on the findings of both the scoping and EIA reports.
And findings of the specialist studies during the the specified commenting period.
This will be made available online and will confirm with local libraries for document availability.
Both the EIA and the scoping reports will be compiled and made available for public comment for a period of 30 days where and after the final reports, including comments and responses from the public, will be submitted to the competent authority.
When it comes to when our our public meetings will have one public meeting.
Only only in the EIA phase.
Which will be at a central location in east London.
Any additional meetings can be organized as needed based on public interest.
Now I will will move on to discussions and Q&A section.
Shiroska, can you please take over?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   55:26
Sanda. This actually brings us to an end of the actual presentation and we are going to move into the discussion session now.
So if you look at the agenda we have structured it a little bit just so that we have some points to talk on.
But I would like to ask, you know, this is an opportunity for the DF Fe to raise any questions or concerns or specific requirements which are not already listed in the agenda. Perhaps if they are listed in the agenda.
We can discuss it during that specific agenda item, but you feel please feel free to to bring it up now to discuss something now.
So just Trisha from your side, is there anything specific you would like to raise now?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   56:19
Shirushka can we scroll back to the beginning and then we'll start with each section?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   56:26
OK, you wanted to wait, OK.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   56:27
Raise our issues, yeah.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   56:31
So the meeting is recorded, right?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   56:36
Yes it is.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   56:37
OK, so that'd make it easier. So we don't have to necessarily make a lot of notes now.
This makes it easier, K.
I go on to the next slide.
OK, assuming you would like to start here, potentially you can just tell me to to move on.
And I move on to the next slide.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   57:09
Goodnight. Yeah, I'm going to interrupt you a little bit on on each slide. Just just for what is the the purpose of the water?
Your need and desirability for the water. What? What is the intention of using the water for domestic industrial part of the port activities?

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   57:31
It.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   57:31
I'm going to ask Rudolphonento to just jump in here.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   57:36
Hi, kunal. It's it's for port users.
Water availability for port users and obviously Mercedes-Benz is a bit contingent on that.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   57:48
OK.
Thank you. Alright.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   57:52
Yeah. Anything else on this slide?
Can I move on?
On, OK. Anything on this specific on this slide?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   57:57
Yes you can.
He can move on.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   58:06
OK, is this this one?
I mean this.
This is the preferred alternative slots slide.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   58:16
Yeah, you can move on.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   58:18
On.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   58:21
OK, I have a question.
The solar plant that you wanna put there, how big is it?
In terms of megawatts and area?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   58:29
Oh.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   58:33
Hi, I'm yeah, we're currently doing optimizations but it's around 600 kilowatt peak give or take and it will fill that whole area. Essentially we're looking at East West configuration, the area up to the the reservoir that circular and then all the way down.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   58:33
Rid of him.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   58:57
As much as possible.
But it's a give or take about 600 kilowatt peak, maybe 650.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   59:05
OK, so you'll be connecting it to to. Where is it the blue?
The blue shape.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   59:12
Yes.
Yes, where the desal plant?
So it will be just connected across to the plant there.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   59:21
OK. And then you mentioned one of your is it you said Fallout Note for pipeline, one of the options you said it's a municipal.
Pipeline that's existing.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   59:37
Yes, the one that was far as as one of the alternatives.
I was not the preferred 1.
As the this was one of the alternatives. Yeah, with the existing sewage outfall.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   59:52
OK.
I don't see where you would connect to it. Are you able to show me?

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   59:59
Sureish, if you go to that.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:00:00
Let me. Yes, OK.
Let me just quickly, I'm looking for this bigger slide.
So is this slide fine Rudolph, it's this.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:00:08
No, they go to the where the photos 'cause. You would connect essentially by.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:00:12
App.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:00:15
The marine outfall you would connect.
You'll see the.
It would.
It would be on this in this area or this line as you see that little housing is part of the the pipeline going out.
We don't know exactly what would be the connection point if this would be utilized.
But it would be here because there is a building as you can see on that left there is a artful building that we visited with Shirushka as well.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:00:53
OK. Are you saying, OK, this pipeline?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:00:53
So this one.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:00:56
All that purple line is existing. Is that what you're saying?
That they were seeing on screen now.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:01:01
Yes, yes, yes.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:01:03
So. So this, yes, so this.
Sorry, yeah, this it's not a different color, but this is existing over here.
But Rudolph, as far as I know, this is the IT would need to be constructed.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:01:16
Yeah, that would be to be constructed, correct.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:01:17
Where I'm pointing right now. Yes, in my apologies, I should have added a different colour for that in the GIS.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:01:25
Yeah, no worries.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:01:28
And you don't know how long that section is.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:01:32
The existing.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:01:34
No, the the. If you were to connect to it.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:01:41
Well, how long would be the pipeline from the site to the connection point?

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:01:45
Is.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:01:47
That's about how much was that?
Two kilometers was it?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:01:52
Yeah, about 1.5.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:01:53
OK.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:01:53
Or one point.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:01:55
So I measured it.
I think it was about 1/5 to the to the side of the port, but it depends on which side you'd go to, but from the edge of the port to the preferred side, yeah, maybe around 2 KS, but it also depends on the exact pipeline route.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:01:56
Hi.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:02:09
OK. Thanks.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:02:10
Mm.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:02:12
Just to confirm, this is not your preferred.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:02:15
No.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:02:17
OK. And and then while we're on the subject of the outfall, I assume?
Your marine studies will look at dispersion of the concentrated wine, etcetera, so that it's obviously not too close to shore and there's proper currents, et cetera, to disperse that. I assume that study and and will will consider all of those aspects.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:02:47
So the study the as mentioned, the marine specialists have already deployed an instrument which will measure all of that and the dispersion or yeah, they are gathering data which will then go into the dispersion model.
And that instrument was actually deployed in this vicinity over here, because this is where the preferred alternative, artful is situated.
So just on that, the.
For because it's a desalination plant, it requires a coast waters discharge permit.
So the modeling exercise needs to be able to prove that there will be sufficient dispersion within.
It's called a recommended mixing zone, but you're basically for. For a coastal water discharge permit to be granted, there does need to be sufficient dispersion, and that will not cause any harm like these harmful effects to the shore.
So yeah, and obviously that the inputs from the dispersion modelling will feed into the marine impact assessment.
Wherein all the impacts associated with constructing in the marine environment and the Brian discharge will be actually be assessed.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:03:58
There any marine protected areas in the in the vicinity?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:04:04
Close by so that I do have a map of the protected areas before I remember is it's I think quite a bit further to the north on the channel, so that that map which has the sorry the ecological support area that layer also has the marine protected areas.
On it, but there aren't any within the vicinity, no.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:04:26
OK.
Thank you.
I think let's go back again.
We jumped a little bit.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:04:31
The problem quickly got I'm just gonna jump back there, OK?
So we were on this.
Photo and I think this was the next slide which is the second alternative in terms of this actual site where the desalination and solar plant will be situated.
Is there anything on this slide?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:04:50
I'm covered.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:04:53
3rd Alternative again is just one of the alternative sites.
Can I move on?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:04:59
Move. Move on.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:05:01
OK. And then this is the where we get to the intake alternatives, specifically the S Trine intake alternatives, which includes the preferred alternative which is the borehole, apologies that.
Yeah. Which is the the bore holes on the beach area or the beach wells?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:05:23
Just a couple of questions.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:05:25
Oh.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:05:26
The first one is I see to the left is that part of the harbor?
Is it a concrete apron area? Kind of things. Can't you access?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:05:34
Avis.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:05:38
The proposed site to the north or north? What northeast?
By going around the sand you, I'm just asking or is that that not possible at all?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:05:52
Maybe Pricel Rudolph can answer this question.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:05:52
Is it a drop?

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:06:00
So you you would need. Yeah, OK, go ahead. OK.
Do you mean going through then essentially?
There seems to be a gate here and around because I know there's a fencing here.
Which traverses all the way to the peer.
So going around and I guess.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:06:22
Also don't forget.
Is there not a dip there?
Does it not?
It's either elevated or it's it. It dips down.
I'm not. I can't remember.
On this side of it.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:06:36
Umm.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:06:38
Do you perhaps have a photo?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:06:38
That's why I'm saying, was he a drop off that you can't can't access the other the beach area from that area from the build?

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:06:52
If I remember correctly, there's some stone pitching that was done that covers the area just a little bit to the South of those dolosa.
So if you're implying that we skipped the dune area by removing a piece of the palisade fence, driving around, taking a piece off, and then driving down directly onto the beach without traversing over the dune, I think that would be possible.
We might have some photos that indicate that, but.
There might be a little bit of a drop off here or there that we did.
We just have to mitigate to some extent.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:07:31
Thank you.
Now I just.
I was just wondering an alternative to just, you know, bypass the the that that send the dune which doesn't look also natural to me, is probably artificially or something.
But anyway, OK then I. Yeah. All right, then it does.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:07:46
Is stood sorry.
There are some gaps in the where there's no vegetation that.
The OR some pictures of that which we can also look at work through.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:07:59
That so that you take study there or the ideological study that will also determine if there are any freshwater or ground fish groundwater sources beneath, because the major issue that we actually don't want is that you.
Create a area where this mix of.
Marine and and fish water. I think that that is the biggest danger.
If there is a bank or some sort of the fish water aquifer reservoir underneath, but I don't know how deep you will, you will drill those holes.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:08:40
But that is correct.
We will be able to determine if there's like a a freshwater aquifer that pushes into the ocean.
It does happen.
There's lots of places where that happens along the coast.
So our water quality testing.
The salinity of the water as we drill and develop will help to prove that along with water quality testing after pumping.
So there are ways in to model to check if if there is some sort of.
Freshwater aquifer moving of pushing into the coast to answer your question on the depth. At this stage, those portals are envisaged to be about 20 to 30 meters deep. I think maximum depending on obviously what we intersect in them.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:09:31
Thank you for and I assume your modeling will also look at.
The plume once you start extracting and where that replacement water will be coming from.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:09:45
That's correct.
We we would like to monitor the ingress of the salt water because like you mentioned, we need to create a situation where we actually encourage salt water intrusion into the little.
Sand area to abstract and obviously if if it's now a freshwater based in that with render the use of a bore basically not as an option which would mean that the beach well would not be feasible and that direct intakes would then have to be considered.
Or alternative beach? Well area identified. So we have done extensive work in the area even for mbsa as well.
So yeah, we can integrated data to to try and model as best as we can the the water flow directions, salinities and so on.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:10:39
So what questions is just from my own personal, and I assume the balls will be will be cased. There will be some casing put in them otherwise.
The sample.
Just, you know, fill up the the ball again so it will be cased and if possible in in if you if you do go to a in a freshwater aquifer you will be able to seal it so that there is no contamination between a different levels.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:10:56
That's great.
That's correct.
So the the drilling technique would have to be extract drilling where we have to drive the placing down to prevent the hole from collapsing the hole time.
So there are ways then after drilling if we identify fresh water zones where we can then actually later on with development case those areas off to prevent any water mixing.
And then the actual well construction at the end would would involve.
It's feasible installing several screens because the casing will have to be perforated them to actually encourage water ingress, and even with that scenario we can basically perforate the casing at the exact depths where we want to abstract the water from and seal the rest of the area off.
To prevent contamination if there is.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:12:06
But I don't know if there's questions from my colleagues on this aspect.
Otherwise, we can move on.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:12:14
And from my side we can move on.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:12:17
Apologize, I wanna mention real quick. Konrad, you you said something about the the June potentially looking like an artificial June.
We are actually waiting on confirmation from transnetcoastal marine engineer on that.
There is a chance that there might be some tar underneath that June, which means it's being developed.
Before, but we still need confirmation on that.
Just thought I would mention that. OK, I'm going to then just move on to the next slide.
Which is just photos of that beach area and in the June that we are talking about.
K.
Next slide.
Anything specific here?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:13:05
I think we we discussed this.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:13:08
OK.
OK.
This is just a summary of yes.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:13:11
Yeah, sorry I have a question.
With the intake pipes in the ocean.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:13:18
Please.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:13:21
So I see your preferred, your preferred intake is the one on the beach and then these are alternatives, right?
The other ones into the ocean.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:13:30
Yes.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:13:32
So I would imagine they have some sort of the ones in the old ocean don't have some sort of.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:13:34
Eat.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:13:41
Mechanism where.
If there's any marine life that goes in, you're able to take it back into the ocean.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:13:49
So Rudolph, maybe you can just talk on how exactly that would work.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:13:53
Oh yeah.
Yes, of course.
So yes, the beach House of the preferred and then the direct intake by the peer is actually kind of a second preferred.
And then these would be the third.
But there are on the seaved and at the end of the seabed there is a screen that is sized accordingly that prevents any ingress of of fishes.
You know shells, etcetera or living.
Furniture. So yes, there is protective measures on the seabed itself.
And obviously that exact spot will be chosen so that it doesn't interfere with any formations that might be on the seabed itself as well.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:14:44
The other specific questions on this slide.
Or can I move on?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:14:50
Move on.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:14:51
Yep, OK.
That's just a summary. I don't know if you have anything that was said specifically on this slide.
Otherwise, I'm going to move on.
Hey, this is just the existing municipal artful which we have spoken about.
Anything else?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:15:13
Thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:15:14
And get to the listed activities.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:15:16
Clear.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:15:20
So this is listed a listing. Notice one activities as mentioned this is a summary of the activities I do have them written out in full at the end of this presentation. If you would like to me to go to those.
Or is there anything specific here this slide?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:15:39
Show you I think.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:15:42
Have you found that?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:15:44
All right, listeners 2.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:15:48
It's fine.
We can move on to the next slide.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:15:50
Yeah, listing notice 3.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:15:53
Just here I see under activity two that it's going to fall within an Empire protected area.
So if it falls within protected area, you may require approval.
From the.
Management authority in terms of Nempar, section 50, subsection 5.
And this approval needs to be included when applying for environmental authorization.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:16:24
Just for sorry, just for clarity on the slide.
The categories on the right are not all the elements that are applicable to this project.
So the only area that could be an emphas protected area would be the connecting pipeline to the. To the hood point outfall.
These areas here within the port itself, from what I can tell, aren't protected areas, but they are.
I looked quite extensively into the buyer regional plan, so this area.
They fought because of this.
Most of this area being considered a critical biodiversity area 1.
They would be.
They would be deemed for what they say for conservation, not zone for conservation use, designated for conservation use in a special development framework.
So it says BI regional plans and the SDF for the municipality.
But from what I understand is that the only area that might have an could have an overlap would be that connecting pipeline to the municipal outfall but the.
It's there's a bit of a. There's probably too much information, but there's a bit of.
The outline of the protected area. There's a contributed if it's called Hood point the different layers of a slightly different areas.
So the one has a boundary which is actually landwards of where that berm is.
So basically this pipeline wouldn't fall from the area, whereas the other layer I found for protected areas had the protected area extending all the way across the seashore.
So I hope that makes sense, but basically.
My understanding is none of the actual main sites would have overlap with the protected area, but potentially the connecting pipeline to the municipal outfall.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:18:14
If if you are going through a projected area regardless, then you'd need a fiction 50, subsection five approval from the management authority.
So I think you need to engage with our predicted areas unit.
To determine whether that approval is required because if you are going through that area, you will require approval.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:18:38
Check.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:18:38
And it needs to be submitted with your application for environmental authorisation.
So I could share those details with after this meeting so that she can engage with our projected areas directorate to determine whether this approval is required or not.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:18:56
Thank you so much.
Yes, I would appreciate that.
Thank you for the details.
OK. Can I move onto the next slide?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:19:07
You can.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:19:09
This is the screening tool outcome.
Anything specific here?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:19:15
Yes, just two comments.
The first one I I obviously you know that you you don't use the tables to determine your specialist studies.
You use the list.
At the bottom of these tables, which I think you did use.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:19:30
Yes, yeah, the the list. The studies are from the list at the bottom, yeah.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:19:31
Because.
Yeah, but because a lot of EPS use this and and this is not the comprehensive list of studies that you require.
Other site verification report or compliance statements or assessments.
So now that's the one thing and the other one is. You said you're going to.
I think it's the next slide or couple of slides you're going to combine stuff.
Just be careful that you still comply with the protocols, all right.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:20:00
Yes, yes.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:20:00
But you don't mix up the things so much that that, you know, we can't see that you did comply with the with the protocols.
Please follow the protocols very very strictly and specifically thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:20:14
OK.
No, we will do so.
Thank you so much for that comment.
We what we are going to do is just make sure that our specialists, if they do combine studies, have subsections in them that complies with, for example, the animal species protocol or terrestrial biodiversity etcetera.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:20:32
Yes, that would be great.
Could we stay on that slide as well?
Yeah, just to highlight as well, your site sensitivity verification report needs to be in the form of report.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:20:37
Please.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:20:45
That either confirms or disputes the specialist studies that were identified and the sensitivity ratings.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:20:53
OK.
Yes, thank you for that.
So we are busy finishing up that report, busy with final reviews.
Do we only send that report with when we send the EIA report or would you prefer that report be sent in the beginning?
I'm not.
I think it's usually said whether actual EIA report.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:21:14
Yes. So when you're submitting your application for environmental authorization, with the scoping report, so it needs to be included with your scoping report because it's basically identifies with specialist studies are going to be conducted.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:21:29
OK.
Thank you. Will do so, thanks.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:21:36
Here we can move on.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:21:37
Yeah.
Yeah.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:21:44
I just got a question you in terms of your timing.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:21:44
This.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:21:48
Because you indicated in terms of your.
Project schedule. You're gonna submit the application soon.
But.
If you are taking activities here, how is that going to influence your the the the EI process further on?
Because obviously this will have to inform your preferred alternative, which you gonna take through the the EIR process, so.
Obviously, if you doesn't, do you get anything here?
It's not a issue, but if you do.
How are you going to doved out all the two processes? Thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:22:28
So that yes, thank you for that question, because that is actually a very good question and we are trying.
That is why we would like to discuss any recommendations on a you know, alternatives that Ffrikey and his team can do to not trigger potential illicit activity, potentially trigger listed activities.
Because this study, we basically can't do the EIA without the results from this study.
In terms of if it does trigger the activities, I think we would have to try and look at a methodology that does not trigger it.
I'm not sure.
Yes, this is actually where we would like. The DFF es input.
I mean, I know you've already mentioned potentially going through the fence area on the concrete on the left hand picture over here.
I'm not sure. Rudolph of you, you know.
What this would also do to to the yeah, to your timeline in terms of the EAA timeline, we would like, we're not going to submit the application form before we actually have an answer to what we can do or potential methodology.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:23:49
So, well in terms of where we are at with this currently, we're in the health and safety internally and that'll be submitted to Transnet for approval. And once that is approved, you know we can proceed at least from our end with the geophysical survey, which will then Indic.
Where we could potentially drill.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:24:14
Yeah. I think from from our side, we are just hoping that we can come up with a methodology that dffe approves of that does not trigger listed activities.
Because honestly, if it does then it it won't really be feasible.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:24:25
Yeah.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:24:28
Well, it will be feasible, but not for the EIA process itself, if that makes sense.
It's going to make it extremely difficult and I'm not entirely sure how we would then handle it.
So I don't think I can address that question right now, but it is something that we would definitely.
We need to discuss.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:24:53
We've got a hand up, you know.

[image: ]
Nolonwabo Zamani  Transnet  NPA  ELS   1:25:00
Good morning, colleagues.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:25:00
No, no, I don't. Yeah.

[image: ]
Nolonwabo Zamani  Transnet  NPA  ELS   1:25:02
Yes, yes.
Thank you.
And I just wanted to provide some some input with regards to the build up of the of the Saint.
John, this area and so normally we have our divers that are normally working in this area. If you can see where the the dollars the dollars are.
So they've indicated that this this has been built up because there's been a less of dredging on our site on the dog leg. So it's not necessary that.
The sea formulation of the tune here is natural.
So it's been a build up over the years because of the.
'Cause, we have a lot of sedimentation along the on the dog leg at the far end of the of the of the tanker bed.
So on my side, I think that area is not a natural one, but because it's because of the wind and the sand has been created over the years.
Thanks.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:25:52
Thank you, nanto.
So based on Nanto's response to that.
Oh, sorry, I see there is a. There's a hand up.
0990 OK. Biology.
Sorry, apologies for that.
Sorry not I thought it was you. I'm sorry for that.
So based on that response we just received from from the Transnet representative, I would like to know what the DF of ES thoughts are on that. If that is not a natural June.
It does. In fact, they not increase the port development footprint because it is artificial.
Would that then exclude the listed activity for that specific or that specific listed activity? Speaking to increasing the port development footprint?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:26:43
Through Skype I'm coming. So we need you need to provide evidence admissible evidence that in fact this is man made and there has been.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:26:50
Yeah.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:26:57
Moving activities or changing or some sort of alteration in on both sides.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:27:03
OK.
So we would then, OK.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:27:04
Yeah. So you can.
And then secondly, to discuss alternative methodology measures to not trigger listed activity.
I think you need to set with the applicant and maybe go to look at the listed activities and and decide you know what.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:27:20
Yes.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:27:24
Can be undertaken that does not trigger.
I mean, we we can't inform that decision.
You guys need to sit and plan and determine what thresholds will be triggered and what will be what will not be triggered.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:27:37
OK.
Thank you so much for that.
So just on that, one of the alternatives which I did mention during the slide was.
Transporting that role on a trailer with a 4 by 4 over the June, which then in itself does not trigger a list activity.
That is one option, and we are aware of the ORV permit that needs to be done with that, although the exemption or ORV permit, so that is one option. But yes, we will sit and discuss and then potentially if we can just raise that query with you again.
Or e-mail you.
Query oh sorry, e-mail you the methodology that we have come up with. If that's fine, just to get confirmation from your side again.
Sorry, Rudolph has his hand up.

[image: ]
Rudolph Retief   1:28:31
I just want to.
Perhaps we should also just consider alternative charisher or methodology is accessing through the palisade fence.
It'll still mean getting onto the beach, though, but it will skip the dune.
I don't know.
It's not something that we considered, but it could be alternative I presume.
But anyway, just a note.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:28:51
OK.
Thank you so much.
Yeah, I think we should just all, yeah, with Ricky and you and just sit together and then we can discuss this.
We'll discuss that option afterwards.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:29:02
No, I I think that you should years ago that that's the issue.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:29:02
See if.
Yes.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:29:09
So if and I think there was a discussion between Trisha and and and and the EAP on on this matter as well. It's not a matter of just a road is a road. When you when you put out service gravel or tow or anything. If I'm starting to.
Drive with my vehicle the same path every day for how long and even if it's two attract.
It potentially might be triggered activity.
So you don't have to do actually any construction for it to to create a Rd.
So just take that into consideration. But the ones of driving onto the beach sit there with your RV permit.
I mean that's acceptable, but if you're going to start driving that same.
Road or part that you that you're starting that's creating now starting to create a Rd.
So, so just take that into consideration. Thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:30:08
Thank you for that verification, Michael. Just quickly wants to, OK, we can just go to fricky.
Yes, fricky, sorry.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:30:18
Oh yes, I just want to confirm.
So we are planning to just obviously access that once off to drill though it's it's a single process. So it entails going in drilling the exploration boreal and then moving out.
It's not something where we would want to access drive on and off every day, if that makes sense.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:30:47
But it's easier.
The entire study will be very short. 3 weeks.
So what will take 3 weeks?

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:30:58
So basically, there's a lot of inductions to be done by the drilling team guys in terms of the ports requirements. But the three weeks is then actually the turn around time basically for the water is also get back from the laboratories and all of that. So remember it.
Also in Dallas, to do physical profiling.
Part where that doesn't entail driving onto the beach? That's just people walking around.
So if we look at the boreal process, that would be a day or two on the beach, but the reebo drive there stay there until it's completed and then drive off basically.
If that answers your question.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:31:39
Yes, it does things.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:31:41
Sorry, I have a question.
So this drilling holes that you're talking about, so if you find that it's what you're looking for, where you wanna put the actual drilled holes where you'll be extracting the water now for desalination, would it not be at the same place and would you not require the road?
Again.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:32:04
I think Shirushka might be expand on that, but the the plan now is just to prove feasibility and then if it is feasible and if the boardal will there be a production boreal in future that would be used for abstraction, then the whole privacies will have to follow.
With EIA to actually construct the whole and to create access to it, and all of that.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:32:29
So we would then include those activities in the actual EIA process.
So if they do need to access it again, we could potentially then include the the road access Rd. activities or any other activities related to drilling. The bigger boreholes on the beach, if they do need to go back after the actual EAA process.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:32:51
OK.
So essentially for this feasibility, you can go around the the June like suggested earlier.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:32:54
Play.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:33:00
Rather than now disturbing the same June and creating a road that you are thinking is not a road, when it's an actual factory Rd.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:33:00
Yes, potentially.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:33:11
Or if the other land permits, just drive onto the site with a 4 by 4 drill and then drive up again. If I understand correctly.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:33:23
Yes. So I think that is the best options for the feasibility study to not go over the June look at the either driving with a 4 by 4 going through the fence and then they do their study, they get out and then before the actual EAA process and.
The actual drilling of the the you know, accessing the site again afterwards. Then we can include those activities, as I said.
I'm not sure if that anyone wants to follow up directly after that one query.
I do have which may be Trisha or kranan.
You could potentially help me with, I'm just trying to wrap my head around the the whole development footprint thing and pre evidence of previous development or something being artificial because obviously I've looked at the the cadastral boundaries for this area.
So that's and obviously most of the beach area doesn't fall within the cadastral.
So what?
What I'm sort of interested in is.
So obviously, if there's evidence that this underneath this June area, there are solid surfaces.
So let's say, hypothetically, a road was constructed or concrete was constructed there, and then material blew on top of it.
Then you know that would definitely be evidence of previous, you know, artificial activity.
I'm a bit uncertain when it comes to, you know, if the port has caused, you know a change in sedimentation patterns. So you built a port and then there's a big breakwater.
And because of that, it's a leading to a lot of deposition.
I'm not sure.
Let's say, you know, let's say that there is no road or there's no hard surface underneath this beach area. But over time, sand has accumulated there.
Would I'm just trying to work out what would classify as it being like artificial or natural like. I mean if it was within the the area within Transnet.
Within which Transnet is allowed to dredge for maintenance dredging, then it could potentially be the argument that, you know, this has just been an area that hasn't been dredged recently.
I'm just interested to know what happens if, let's say for instance this this is not an area that's within the dredge, like a permitted dredging area and deposition in itself isn't so much an.
Isn't so much an an artificial process.
It's sort of a natural process that has been, you know, potentially altered by the presence of the port and the presence of the breakwaters.
I'm sorry, the reason why I'm handling it on this is just to be just to get proper clarity. Because let's say regardless.
Ibility study, if we.
If we proceed with the EIA afterwards for Beach wells and what not in this area, it's sort of knowing whether or not.
These activities would.
You know, if we need to consider this area as increasing the development footprint and then we within like the CEO within across the public property and whatnot, but I imagine it would be quite a lot simpler if it was not, if it was basically within the pre-existing trans.
Footprint. So it is quite important.
Umm, if that makes sense.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:36:35
OK, so you know the development footprint.
So it stems from how the EIA regulations states or what the EIA regulations defines as the development footprint. Because if you go and you look at the regs, it defines a development footprint as any evidence of physical alteration as a result of the undertaking of an any activ.
So if you can prove that.
An alternation has occurred in terms of infilling depositing, dredging, excavation, removal and etcetera. Then that would form. That would be the development footprint, the existing development footprint of the port.
So you're not going to increase the development footprint, but if no alteration has occurred in that area, then you are going to increase the development footprint, which means that exclusion.
That the activity triggers is applicable.
So if you going if and if they have been any alteration, then it would fall within the development footprint of the port.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:37:39
Sorry. Sorry Karen.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:37:50
So regardless of the port boundaries and etcetera, this is now just speaking in terms of the EI regulations and how it defines the development footprint of an area.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:37:50
And just on that, I'm sorry, sorry.
Chad, that makes sense.
Umm the one?
The one follow up with that.
Is is it specific alterations to that area itself?
So would let's say potentially if hypothetically we proved that the construction of the breakwater and the port itself has altered sedimentation patterns so that it's resulted in like the formation of the speech, would that then potentially be an activity which has caused you know that that that.
You know that it's it's it's any evidence of alteration leading to this, would that be a sufficient if you could prove that, would that be sufficient justification?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:38:43
You have to engage with our colleagues internally on that one.
Yeah, we'll have to engage and and get back to you with that regard, yeah.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:38:48
OK.
OK.
Thank you so much, Trisha.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:38:54
OK.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:38:58
Do you have any other hands up?
I don't think so.
OK.
Is there anything else on on this slide or the feasibility study in general?
That you would like to discuss or can?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:39:11
The awesome hands up, I see Michael has his hand up.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:39:14
Oh, sorry, sorry.
Mine was up because I was gonna talk to Mike. Ricky SC, you can. You can go ahead.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   1:39:22
Yes, I just want to tell everybody as well that obviously we do geological work and if you go and look at the publicized geological map of the area, it clearly indicates that area as landfill area because the area was backed up with blast rock and stuff like that.
When they actually built the harbor walls and so on, the bright water, so the area.
Is there is a map indicating it as artificial, so I don't know if that's grounds enough to.
Umm. As proof that it is man made, or if more evidence is needed.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:40:03
You can submit that and you'll have a look at it.
And determine whether it's enough or sufficient.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:40:18
Sorry, I see.
I have another yes.
So Freddy, I think we can sit together and then we compile all the evidence we have, and then I'll send it through as one e-mail to Trisha.
Perhaps that would help.
Thank you so much.
I see you have another hand up.
Sorry, bossy.

[image: ]
Nolonwabo Zamani  Transnet  NPA  ELS   1:40:34
Yes, thank alright no errors.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:40:34
No, sorry.

[image: ]
Nolonwabo Zamani  Transnet  NPA  ELS   1:40:38
No, I just wanted to have just a last input because I'm actually just looking at this on the on the Google Earth and it actually shows that there is a a retaining wall there. And then I think it's just the build up of stuff. But maybe if I.
Can just quickly share from my side, but I think it just as we've indicated, maybe it's evidence that could be created and submitted, but maybe it could just.
Provide some.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:41:01
Do you wanna share your screen?
Let me just stop sharing on my side. OK, you can go ahead.

[image: ]
Nolonwabo Zamani  Transnet  NPA  ELS   1:41:04
Yes.
OK. Is it is it showing now?

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:41:10
Yes it is.

[image: ]
Nolonwabo Zamani  Transnet  NPA  ELS   1:41:14
OK, when I'm just looking at the corner.
You can see. Oh gosh.
OK. If you can see in this area, it is currently a retaining wall that is see that is here.
So I think from here if you can see there's there's this door. So this area was just land at the back of this area, but because of the dredging that I've indicated and this the saying that that has been blowing in this area here, it has created all.
This it built up in this area.
So on my side, I think maybe really this is artificial. And also if you are looking at this corner, there's a there's concrete here that is constructed, but also there's a build.
Send that that that comes in.
Right. Thank you.
But I'm thinking that maybe it's also some of an evidence that could be created and submitted. Thanks.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:42:09
Sh.
Good. Any other hands up. OK. Is there anything else in terms of that?
The feasibility study or the slide?

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:42:36
Think we covered?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:42:36
Recover recovered.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:42:39
Yeah.
OK.
Sorry, my computer's just lagging a bit.
Can you just exit this?
There we go.
OK, there we go.
Sorry about that. OK.
Yes, the just the normal EAA Timeline special studies potential due dates, etcetera.
Is there anything specific here?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:43:13
Now we can move on.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:43:15
I mean, they're just public participation process.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:43:21
On my site in terms of this. Yeah, just yeah. Make sure that you're also consult.
Other directory within the department as to already referred to protected areas component but also.
Biodiversity component as well as very importantly oceans and coasts.
Especially on the outfall, etcetera, etcetera.
So it's important that you also consult them and put them on your inip list. We can provide you with details, as Toisha said after the meeting of those relevant.
Contact people in that unit. Thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:44:03
Thank you.
Yes, it would be very helpful if we could get those contact details as it is sometimes difficult to know exactly who the contact person is. So thank you.
Anything on this slide specifically?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:44:19
Nothing from my side.
We can move on.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:44:21
K.
It's the last public participation slide.
Anything here?

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:44:28
Non covered.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:44:29
OK.
Can then we back to. You may be worse. So that was the end of the presentation.
I'm not sure if there's anything else specific from my side.
I do have a couple of questions, but before we we get there just is there anything else that we're not in the slides?
Any other comments live. Sorry questions left.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:44:53
No, not from outside.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:44:58
I do just want to confirm a couple of things.
I'm just going to go into, yeah, onto the last slide. I think we've already discussed.
We have already discussed the feasibility study in detail. We've touched on the listed activities for the main project.
So I just have a question regarding you know, we included all the alternatives, all the potential listed activities being triggered by all alternatives.
Is that something that we would normally include included for all alternatives or do you prefer we only included for the preferred alternatives?
I would just like confirmation on that.
Yeah, I'm not sure, I'm sure if.
Trisha or kunrad or somebody can maybe has some comments on how you usually prefer the listed activities.
Be selected. Is it for all the alternatives or just for the preferred alternative as I'm just thinking.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:46:08
You can't.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:46:09
Yep.
OK.
I'm worried that you're asking me.
You're asking us that question, I said.
Registered EP. You should know how the process runs. You are supposed to give us the preferred alternative and all activities that are triggered.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:46:25
Yes. So the reason I'm asking is because usually you know what can happen during an EIA process like early in the beginning, if the dffe comes back and they are not happy with the preferred alternative and we have to revert to one of the other alternatives and we.
Have not included those listed activities.
We would have to go back and add them so that is that is my question.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:46:48
No, that's not how it works.
You give us the preferred alternative because you know what you want. You give us what you want and the activities that are listed, if and all the possible activities that you think are listed and you assess those and will confirm to say whether they are listed or not.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:46:55
OK.
Thank you.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:47:08
During the process.
But don't give us alternatives when you are submitting an application.
We have not been doing that for a number of years now.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:47:14
Thank you for.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:47:16
You should know this.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:47:19
OK.
Thank you for that confirmation.
OK, we've already discussed the port development footprint and the beach area.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:47:26
The sun is shining.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:47:28
Yes, yes.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:47:28
Sorry, just to come in there and and and that's actually a very important thing that I forgot to to say earlier.
Also indicated that you will add activities during the process should it be required.
It's actually working the other way around and also to your answer your question just now you apply for.
All potential activities that may be to get.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:47:55
Yes.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:47:55
And then when we go to the process and the alternatives are dropped etcetera, etcetera, then we we you can amend your application form and list of activities that's that's applicable but not the other way around that that just creates a lot of issues and problems especially with iron.
O PS in terms of your consultation and notification.
Rather include all potential activities from the start.
And then we eliminate them as the process goes on. And once you submit your final EIR, you can a submit your final amended application form with a correct listed activity.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:48:27
Yes.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:48:38
And that's what we're going to consider and and and either authorize or refuse authorization on. OK, but not the other way around.
Please, we we don't wanna add activities because then.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:48:46
Seat.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:48:51
You're all kind of issues.
Come, come, come into play.
So look at all your alternatives. All the potential activities triggered by all the spectrum of alternatives, and include that in your application form unless obviously you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:49:02
Play.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:49:07
You eliminate some of the.
Alternatives already before you submit your application. Then obviously it's not applicable but but if you unsure all the included right from the beginning with your application form.
And eliminate inferting the process, then the other way around.
Thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:49:27
Thank you so much, Queen Rodge.
That clears it up. That is exactly what I was thinking of doing.
Or that is exactly. Yeah. What we were doing.
And also yes, I think maybe I misspoke during the presentation.
I didn't mean to add any activities, but there were activities that during the process might be excluded. When we receive confirmation on certain things like boundaries or board development footprint.
So just sorry to clarify that.
Apologies from my side if I misspoke.
But yes, thank you so much that actually clarifies it.
In terms of the listed activities.
OK, the.
Non sorry, not until you've got your hand up. Sorry.

[image: ]
Nontobeko Funde   TNPA HQ   1:50:12
Yes, she says.
I wanted to indicate also from from our side that once the consult the consultant is up and ready to submit the application form will be in a position of having decided in their number on the on the alternatives that are in place.
I mean, obviously this is a process that is confirmed by the, by the, by the engineering team, together with the consultant, so.
I wanted to support the previous speaker in terms of.
It goes the other way around. By the time we submitted the actual application with the competent authority, we should be in a position to to to have an alternative a go forward option, but also included in yours in the scoping report will do indicated the alternatives but having.
A go forward option. I'm not sure in terms of the timelines.
Shows if we see not too soon because I was looking at October.
The application is going to be submitted in October.
I'm not sure by then if we would be in a position to to to sort of have a go a go forward option maybe internally something that we can look into.
But yeah, I'm we are taking the previous speakers comments in terms of when we do the actual submission, it should be they go forward option in terms of the actual application. Thanks chair.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:51:35
Thank you, nanto.
So yes, I think you're right.
I think we should have an inter or a meeting 1st and discuss exactly what is what. The way forward is in terms of the referred alternative and then make sure that the application form includes the relevant listed activities in terms of that alternative and then we submit it.
So it might be a little after what I have indicated on the slide.
I think it was beginning.
Sorry, beginning or mid-october, but yes, thank you.
And then in terms of the specialist studies, we we already spoke about the confirming the list of potential specialist studies. The only other question we did have was you know in terms of certain compliance statements.
There are compliance statements such as the what is it the SI can't remember the SFI, which we oh sorry. The RFI radio frequency interference which we have noeded ourselves down.
To do and the noise as well as the Civil Aviation defense, landscape, visual, et cetera. For some of these, I know specifically the radio frequency interference.
There aren't any as far as I'm aware. Specific regulations stating that, you know a specialist needs to do these compliance statements. So I would just, I just wanted to confirm.
I know for Civil Aviation and defense and noise and landscape.
That is something we can do internally that the EP can do, but for radio frequency specifically interference or any of the others. If the DFFE is a way of any objections to the EP doing these.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:53:34
I think shirisha you need to follow the requirements of the protocols.
You need to look at what the protocol stipulates with regards to RFI and aviation and defence and the terrestrial protocols with regards to what is required in the compliance statements and etcetera and go with what's needed in the Protocol.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:53:57
Yeah, he was just for some of those. So I'm all away. I am away of most of those.
They are required protocols.
I just know that sometimes they are.
They haven't published protocols for certain ones yet, so that's why I thought it would be a good idea to just follow up if you if there are any objections up front about that. But because we do plan to do those internally, but we would just follow up to.
See if there aren't any.
Protocols published recently again, but as far as I'm aware there hasn't been.
That's fine from my side.
I just want to confirm.
I don't if we want to talk about the Earth numbers. If it's actually it's important right now.
OK, if I'm on the mic, it's this was also sort of to do with.
Maybe this isn't so much relevant for the dffe, but I struggled a bit to find access to the application forms request. You know farm boundaries or earth portions.
And they obviously are online portals. It lets you have access to some of it, but they are bit.
The resolution is a bit bad near the port, so maybe this is a discussion I should actually have with tnpa to get the correct all the correct numbers because obviously the web, the web portals which are you know I believe are either hosted by the dffe or one.
Of the other national departments.
Don't have all the sub numbers for the the port area, but as I said, maybe I should chat with the the with Transnet about this.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:55:35
Yes, I think that would be the best route to have a chat with Transnet with regard to the offline property numbers, because we wouldn't have access to that.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:55:35
OK.
Thank you so much. And I think we've already discussed, you know you already mentioned the potential branches that we need to consult with within your department and we will get those relevant contact details from you.
So if I think that's it, I don't know if there's anything else.
That the dffe or anybody else in the meeting would like to.
Discuss otherwise.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:56:09
Yeah. Yes. Just come in from.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:56:12
Yes.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   1:56:13
I'll see him through the recording and the transcription of the meeting through to you.
And then you can compile the minutes of the meeting and send it through to us for approval, review and approval.
And that needs to be attached with your application for environmental authorization.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:56:31
OK.
Thank you so much.
Yes, we will do so.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:56:35
OK.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:56:35
OK.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:56:35
Just one one last thing from me.
You mentioned something about protocols, so in terms of if there are no protocols were identified layers, you need to follow the requirements of the EIA regulations.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:56:48
To panic 6.
I'm assuming a panic six of the air regulations.

[image: ]
Mmamohale Kabasa   1:56:53
Yeah. If you go to your your protocols the the actual protocols, it does tell you they that if there are no protocols or identified, you must follow the requirements of the EAA.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:57:05
OK.
Thank you so much.
Yeah, I guess the clarity is sometimes around even if they aren't like set protocols for a sensitivity, it's whether or not there's like a best practice element to it.
So for an example would be, you know if we have enough work with a number of marine specialists and the onset special. The onset protocols for marine studies.
But there there are a lot of best practice, you know.
Methodologies for conducting these impact assessments and what to consider it was just one of those if, if you.
Any of your team happen to have any specific input on.
The you know what is the same on the compliance statements. OK. But I think we, yeah, we clarified that and Kunrod has his hand up.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   1:57:52
Thank you.
Just lastly, although we the competent authority, just make sure that you also send all the documentation for comments to the provincial environmental department or and the conservation bodies, et cetera, et cetera.
And then, yeah, in terms of the protocols and based practice, et cetera, I think also as I said with oceans and coast, maybe they can also assist, I don't know.
In terms of that, in terms of the?
The the marine studies, etcetera.
What is required? Thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   1:58:26
Thank you.
Ated.
Is there anything else?
OK.
I think I'm going to hand back to Susanha.
Thank you, susanha.
I think we've already discussed.
The way forward and action items and so you can just close off the meeting please.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   1:58:52
We have come to the end of our meeting.
Yes, we can.
Action items are just.
We just need to send through the meeting minutes for review Nanto.

[image: ]
Nontobeko Funde   TNPA HQ   1:59:10
Yes, ma'am. I think from 10 PA wanted to just come.
The department for making time. I mean, if this is my first application meeting, it's the longest I've said I've set in and it was just open opportunity whereby we engaged I think at all levels.
So I would like to take this opportunity to say thank you to the competent authority.
To making time and sort of understand where we're coming from and we're hopeful that going forward we've been a position whereby we are able to implement and put the project on the ground.
Thank you so much and thanks to you shares and the team for making time as well and sort of.
Put it on the table.
All our concerns, I mean like I'm saying going forward, hopefully we forging ahead in a right direction, I think.
Thank you so much, colleagues.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   2:00:12
Sorry, I see you.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   2:00:14
Sorry, largely from my side.
I will also just wanna thank you and compliment the EP for very well Statut meeting and a very good presentation which indicates very clearly.
The project description it said that the process required.
So thank you from our side in that regard.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   2:00:35
Thank you so much to. Yeah. Yeah. You can write and Trisha and.
Your colleague.
I'm sorry, I'm sitting very far from my screen so I can't see all the names for yes for 14.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   2:00:47
My Molly.
My Molly.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   2:00:48
Yeah. Thank you so much. Sorry. Apologies for that.
Sitting a bit far from my screen, just also from my side for the competent authority.
Thank you for making this time.
Yes, as long as it also just providing us with this opportunity to actually ask our questions. Any queries, anything that we are uncertain of that we could actually engage.
With you and clarify. Thank you.
Sunday, you can take over.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   2:01:18
Thank you everyone.
The only action items.
It's the meeting minutes and the environmental authorization application, and then we'll send to the DFFE and also.
Then I think it's the the stakeholder list from Conrad. I don't know what else that we require from the dfffe share.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   2:01:48
No, I think that's that's it for now. But we can also compile an action list based on the transcription.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   2:01:54
Send me. Yeah. OK. Thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   2:01:55
So thank you, susanha.

[image: ]
Sisanda Dalasile   2:01:59
Thanks everyone.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay   2:02:01
Thank you.

[image: ]
Kubefu Maduna   Transnet NPA   Ngqura   2:02:02
Bye bye, colleagues and cheers. Keep well bye.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   2:02:03
Thank you very much. Thank you. Bye.

[image: ]
Coenrad Agenbach   2:02:03
Thank you.

[image: ]
Kubefu Maduna   Transnet NPA   Ngqura   2:02:04
Thank you.

[image: ]
Cheruscha Swart   2:02:04
Thank you, everyone. Goodbye. Bye.

[image: ]
Frikkie De Jager   2:02:04
Thank you everyone.

[image: ]
Kubefu Maduna   Transnet NPA   Ngqura   2:02:09
OK.

[image: ]
Trisha Rene Pillay stopped transcription
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Cheruscha Swart

From: Tabisile Mhlana <tmhlana@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Friday, 04 October 2024 09:49
To: Michael Armitage
Cc: Cheruscha Swart; Makwarela Mnwana
Subject: RE: Query on the Delineation of the Coastal Public Property in the Port of East London

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 
Good day, Michael, 
 
I hope this email finds you well and please accept my apologies for the late response. 
 
There is no delineated CPP boundary for ports as they do not form part of the CPP see the provision from the ICM 
Act. 
 
Composition of coastal public property 
(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (1), coastal public property does not 
include‐ 

(a) any‐ 
(ii)  installation or infrastructure located in a port or harbor, whether located on land or the seabed, lawfully 
constructed by an organ of the state. 

 

Kind Regards 

Tabisile Mhlana 
Dept, Forestry, Fisheries & the Environment  
Oceans And Coasts ‐ 
Coastal Development & Protection. 
Tel: 021 4937049 
Cell:0614863177 
Email: tmhlana@dffe.gov.za 
 

 

From: Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Date: Monday, 16 September 2024 at 14:20 
To: "Adv. Radia Razack" <RRazack@dffe.gov.za> 
Cc: Yazeed Peterson <YPeterson@dffe.gov.za>, Cheruscha Swart 
<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: Query on the Delineation of the Coastal Public Property in the Port of East London 

  

Good Afternoon Adv. Razack and Dr Peterson  

  



2

Anchor Environmental Consultants is preparing a Scoping and Environmental Impact 
Assessment (S&EIA) for a desalination plant development in the Port of East London (for 
Transnet National Ports Authority, TNPA). 

  

We are busy clarifying the environmental Listed Activities potentially triggered by the 
proposed development, and would like clarity as to whether there is a delineated Coastal 
Public Property (CPP) boundary within the Port, and if so, where this boundary lies.  We 
were advised by the DFFE case officer, Ms. Trisha Pillay, that you would likely be able to 
assist us.  This boundary is of relevance for the project as it may influence which activities 
are triggered. 

  

Any assistance you could provide would be greatly appreciated. 

  

Kind Regards 

Michael Armitage  
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Cheruscha Swart

From: Sisanda Dalasile
Sent: Thursday, 17 October 2024 15:05
To: Cheruscha Swart; Michael Armitage
Subject: Fw: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the 

Port of East London
Attachments: DWS Response letter Solar Powered Desalination Plant Port of EL.pdf

 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 

From: Fourie Lizna (ELS) <FourieL4@dws.gov.za> 
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2024 2:29:16 PM 
To: Sisanda Dalasile <sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Mdhluli Lucrecia Mosobelela (ELS) <MdhluliL@dws.gov.za>; Moodley Dheegan (ELS) <MoodleyD@dws.gov.za> 
Subject: FW: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the Port of East 
London  
  
Dear Sisanda 
  
Herewith the response letter from the Department regarding the Solar Powered Desalination Plant within the Port 
of East London 
  
Kind Regards 
  
Lizna Fourie 
  
  
  

From: Sisanda Dalasile <sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Monday, 07 October 2024 12:02 
To: Fourie Lizna (ELS) <FourieL4@dws.gov.za> 
Cc: Mdhluli Lucrecia Mosobelela (ELS) <MdhluliL@dws.gov.za>; Cheruscha Swart 
<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: RE: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the Port of East 
London 
  
Dear Lizna, 
  
I hope you're doing well. 
  
I wanted to follow up regarding Ms Mdhluli. Since she was expected to return from her training session by 07 August 
2024, I wanted to check if she has had an opportunity to discuss our inquiry concerning the licensing requirements 
for a solar‐powered desalination plant within the Port of East London. 
  
Kind regards, 
Sisanda 

From: Sisanda Dalasile  
Sent: Monday, 05 August 2024 13:50 
To: Fourie Lizna (ELS) <FourieL4@dws.gov.za> 
Cc: Mdhluli Lucrecia Mosobelela (ELS) <MdhluliL@dws.gov.za>; Cheruscha Swart 
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<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: RE: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the Port of East 
London 
  
Hi Lizna, 
  
Thank you for your prompt response. When she gets back to us, could she please contact Cheruscha Swart, who is 
Cc’d on this email? 
  
Kind regards, 
Sisanda 
  

From: Fourie Lizna (ELS) <FourieL4@dws.gov.za>  
Sent: Monday, August 5, 2024 1:45 PM 
To: Sisanda Dalasile <sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Mdhluli Lucrecia Mosobelela (ELS) <MdhluliL@dws.gov.za>; Cheruscha Swart 
<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: RE: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the Port of East 
London 
  
Sisanda 
  
I will ask Ms Mdhluli to make contact with you. She is in a training session but will be back on Wednesday 
  
Regards 
  
Lizna 
  

From: Sisanda Dalasile <sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Monday, August 5, 2024 10:48 AM 
To: Fourie Lizna (ELS) <FourieL4@dws.gov.za> 
Cc: Mdhluli Lucrecia Mosobelela (ELS) <MdhluliL@dws.gov.za>; Cheruscha Swart 
<cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: RE: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the Port of East 
London 
  

Dear Lizna, 
  
I wanted to follow up on the previous email regarding consultation with your specialists. Are there any updates that 
you can share? We are keen to move forward and greatly appreciate your expertise on this matter. Please let me 
know if you need any further information from our side to aid the discussion. 
  
Kind regards, 
Sisanda 

Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 12:42 PM 
To: Sisanda Dalasile <sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Cc: Mdhluli Lucrecia Mosobelela (ELS) <MdhluliL@dws.gov.za> 
Subject: RE: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the Port of East 
London 
  
Dear Sisanda 
  
I will discuss with our specialists and will revert back to you 

  Some people who received this message don't often get email from sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za. Learn why this is important   
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Regards 
  
Lizna Fourie 
  

From: Sisanda Dalasile <sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 12:15 PM 
To: Fourie Lizna (ELS) <FourieL4@dws.gov.za> 
Subject: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the Port of East 
London 
  

Good day 
  
RE: Confirmation of the requirement for a Water Use License (WUL) or General Authorisation (GA) 
under the National Water Act (NWA, Act 36 of 1998) for a proposed desalinisation plant. 
  
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd (Anchor) has been appointed to apply for the 
required environmental authorisations/ permits and licences (including the Environmental 
Authorisation (EA), Coastal Water Discharge Permit (CWDP) and WUL (if applicable)) for a two (2) 
megalitre per day (MLD) solar-powered desalination plant within the Port of East London.  The 
proposed plant is being commissioned by Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA).   
  
Brief project Description 
Please refer to the map below indicating the preferred development layout in addition to the 
alternatives layouts in terms of the desalination plant site, intake and outfall. 
Water required for the plant will be sourced from the lowest portion of the Buffalo River Estuary 
(within the Estuarine Functional Zone (EFZ)), which will either be abstracted via beach wells 
(boreholes) on a small beach located near to the harbour mouth (yellow polygon and line - this is 
the Preferred Intake option) or pumped directly from the estuary via a direct intake pipeline 
(black line – this is Alternative Intake Option 1). Water will then be desalinated at the desalination 
plant which is situated in the EFZ (red polygon = Preferred Plant Site). Also see the potential 
Alternative plant sites which include Alternative plant site 1 (green polygon – outside of EFZ); 
Alternative plant site 2 (blue polygon – outside of EFZ); and Alternative plant site 3 (purple polygon 
– outside of EFZ).  
  
The desalinated water (freshwater) will be stored on site in several relatively small storage tanks of 
500 cubic metres and 1000 cubic metres, respectively, before being pumped to Transnet and 
another nearby factory. The brine produced during the desalination process will be stored on site 
in a small holding tank, prior to it being released into the offshore marine environment via a 
marine outfall pipeline.  The Preferred Outfall Option for discharging brine will be via a new outfall 
pipeline and discharge point (red line and dot) extending approximately 500 m offshore into the 
marine environment. Alternatively, brine will be discharged via an existing Municipal Pipeline 
(Alternative 1) and discharge point (dark pink line and dot). This pipeline is located approximately 
1.5 km to the southwest of the site, with the pipeline and discharge point extending over a 
kilometre offshore.  This option would require constructing a connecting pipeline (light purple line) 
from the preferred desalination plant site to the existing municipal outfall pipeline. 
The second alternative for discharge (Alternative 2) is via a breakwater outfall pipeline and 
discharge point (orange line and dot). Note that no effluent will be discharged into the estuarine 
environment from either the Preferred or Municipal Outfalls (Alternative 1). Due to the possibility of 
brine washing into the estuary from the breakwater outfall (Alternative 2), this option is not 
recommended (and will potentially be screened out during the EIA process). 
  

  You don't often get email from sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za. Learn why this is important   
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Given that the plant requires a marine outfall within coastal waters, this project does require a 
CWDP, under the National Environmental Management: Integrated Coastal Management Act 
(NEM:ICMA, Act 24 of 2008). Anchor is currently in the process of applying for this permit.  
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Considering the information provided above, it appears that several components of the project 
could potentially be classified as water uses under Section 21 of the NWA. However, based on our 
understanding of the legislation and past experience with similar projects in comparable 
environments (such as desalination plants in EFZs), the management of coastal waters (including 
estuaries), and hence this project and its associated activities, would be governed by the NEM: 
ICMA under the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment (DFFE), rather than the 
NWA under the Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS). Therefore, it is our view that a WUL or 
GA would not be required. The rationale behind our statement follows below.  
  
Despite sourcing water for the plant from the Buffalo River Estuary (either via beach wells or 
directly from the estuary), the water will primarily consist of highly saline seawater due to the 
proposed intake locations at the estuary's lowest portion (mouth) and near the port breakwater. 
This abstraction is expected to have no or negligible impacts on estuary conditions and will not 
alter the natural freshwater supply to the Buffalo River System. In addition, the proposed beach 
wells are situated within a beach area near the port breakwater, and the groundwater 
component is likely to be rapidly-recharging seawater. Consequently, this is not anticipated to 
affect the fresh groundwater table or pose a risk of saline intrusion in the surrounding areas. 
  
Furthermore, despite storing desalinated (fresh) water and highly saline brine in storage tanks on-
site, this process will not impact the natural freshwater supply to the Buffalo River System. 
Additionally, the desalinated water will not be connected to the municipal water supply but will 
be pumped via a closed circuit to users within Transnet and the nearby factory. 
  
There might be some nuance in the case of effluent discharged directly into an estuarine 
environment, with Section 69(1) of ICMA stating that: “No person may discharge effluent that 
originates from a source on land into coastal waters except in terms of a general discharge 
authorisation contemplated in subsection (2) or a coastal waters discharge permit issued under 
this section by the Minister after consultation with the Minister responsible for water affairs in 
instances of discharge of effluent into an estuary.”  However, given that the project will not have 
an estuarine outfall, and will not result in any waste being discharged into the estuarine 
environment (including any portion of the EFZ) this regulation should not be applicable.  Although 
the plant is located near the mouth of the Buffalo River within the EFZ, the brine produced during 
desalination will be discharged into the offshore marine environment via either an existing marine 
outfall (The Municipal Outfall: Alternative 1) extending over a kilometre offshore, or via a new 
outfall located approximately 500 meters offshore (Preferred Option). No effluent will be 
discharged into the estuarine environment, thus mitigating any impact of brine discharge into the 
estuarine environment.   
  
Furthermore, although the construction of the various saltwater intake options could possibly be 
considered an alteration of the bed or banks of a river, the direct intake pipeline option (Intake 
Alternative 1) will only consist of a very short length of pipe protruding from a current vertical 
concrete port wall (which has no riparian value and will not alter the hydrodynamics of the 
estuary), and the beach well option (Preferred Intake Option) will only result in minor alterations to 
an already highly disturbed (and potentially artificial) beach area.   
  
In conclusion, considering the project's occurrence in a highly disturbed and marine-dominated 
port environment with relatively minimal freshwater influence and negligible practical significance 
to any riparian habitat, and given that estuary management falls under ICMA, it is our opinion 
that it would not be appropriate for this project to require either a GA or WUL under the 
NWA.  Instead, the activities should fall under the NEMA and ICMA (with only an EA and CWDP 
being required). 
  
We would greatly appreciate your confirmation regarding whether the DWS aligns with the 
interpretation provided above, indicating that a WUL and GA are not required for the proposed 
development, or its alternative options/layouts. 
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Thank you in advance 
  
  
Kind regards, 
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Cheruscha Swart

From: Cheruscha Swart
Sent: Friday, 10 May 2024 11:07
To: register@dws.gov.za; WULAinfo@dws.gov.za
Cc: Michael Armitage; Cheruscha Swart
Subject: Inquiry about the Licensing Requirements for a Solar Powered desalination Plant within the Port 

of East London

Good day 
 
RE: Confirmation of the requirement for a Water Use License (WUL) or General Authorisation (GA) 
under the National Water Act (NWA, Act 36 of 1998) for a proposed desalinisation plant. 
 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd (Anchor) has been appointed to apply for the 
required environmental authorisations/ permits and licences (including the Environmental 
Authorisation (EA), Coastal Water Discharge Permit (CWDP) and WUL (if applicable)) for a two (2) 
megalitre per day (MLD) solar-powered desalination plant within the Port of East London.  The 
proposed plant is being commissioned by Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA).   
 
Brief project Description 
Please refer to the map below indicating the preferred development layout in addition to the 
alternatives layouts in terms of the desalination plant site, intake and outfall. 
Water required for the plant will be sourced from the lowest portion of the Buffalo River Estuary 
(within the Estuarine Functional Zone (EFZ)), which will either be abstracted via beach wells 
(boreholes) on a small beach located near to the harbour mouth (yellow polygon and line - this is 
the Preferred Intake option) or pumped directly from the estuary via a direct intake pipeline 
(black line – this is Alternative Intake Option 1). Water will then be desalinated at the desalination 
plant which is situated in the EFZ (red polygon = Preferred Plant Site). Also see the potential 
Alternative plant sites which include Alternative plant site 1 (green polygon – outside of EFZ); 
Alternative plant site 2 (blue polygon – outside of EFZ); and Alternative plant site 3 (purple polygon 
– outside of EFZ).  
 
The desalinated water (freshwater) will be stored on site in several relatively small storage tanks of 
500 cubic metres and 1000 cubic metres, respectively, before being pumped to Transnet and 
another nearby factory. The brine produced during the desalination process will be stored on site 
in a small holding tank, prior to it being released into the offshore marine environment via a 
marine outfall pipeline.  The Preferred Outfall Option for discharging brine will be via a new outfall 
pipeline and discharge point (red line and dot) extending approximately 500 m offshore into the 
marine environment. Alternatively, brine will be discharged via an existing Municipal Pipeline 
(Alternative 1) and discharge point (dark pink line and dot). This pipeline is located approximately 
1.5 km to the southwest of the site, with the pipeline and discharge point extending over a 
kilometre offshore.  This option would require constructing a connecting pipeline (light purple line) 
from the preferred desalination plant site to the existing municipal outfall pipeline. 
The second alternative for discharge (Alternative 2) is via a breakwater outfall pipeline and 
discharge point (orange line and dot). Note that no effluent will be discharged into the estuarine 
environment from either the Preferred or Municipal Outfalls (Alternative 1). Due to the possibility of 
brine washing into the estuary from the breakwater outfall (Alternative 2), this option is not 
recommended (and will potentially be screened out during the EIA process). 
 
Given that the plant requires a marine outfall within coastal waters, this project does require a 
CWDP, under the National Environmental Management: Integrated Coastal Management Act 
(NEM:ICMA, Act 24 of 2008). Anchor is currently in the process of applying for this permit.  
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Considering the information provided above, it appears that several components of the project 
could potentially be classified as water uses under Section 21 of the NWA. However, based on our 
understanding of the legislation and past experience with similar projects in comparable 
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environments (such as desalination plants in EFZs), the management of coastal waters (including 
estuaries), and hence this project and its associated activities, would be governed by the NEM: 
ICMA under the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment (DFFE), rather than the 
NWA under the Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS). Therefore, it is our view that a WUL or 
GA would not be required. The rationale behind our statement follows below.  
 
Despite sourcing water for the plant from the Buffalo River Estuary (either via beach wells or 
directly from the estuary), the water will primarily consist of highly saline seawater due to the 
proposed intake locations at the estuary's lowest portion (mouth) and near the port breakwater. 
This abstraction is expected to have no or negligible impacts on estuary conditions and will not 
alter the natural freshwater supply to the Buffalo River System. In addition, the proposed beach 
wells are situated within a beach area near the port breakwater, and the groundwater 
component is likely to be rapidly-recharging seawater. Consequently, this is not anticipated to 
affect the fresh groundwater table or pose a risk of saline intrusion in the surrounding areas. 
 
Furthermore, despite storing desalinated (fresh) water and highly saline brine in storage tanks on-
site, this process will not impact the natural freshwater supply to the Buffalo River System. 
Additionally, the desalinated water will not be connected to the municipal water supply but will 
be pumped via a closed circuit to users within Transnet and the nearby factory. 
 
There might be some nuance in the case of effluent discharged directly into an estuarine 
environment, with Section 69(1) of ICMA stating that: “No person may discharge effluent that 
originates from a source on land into coastal waters except in terms of a general discharge 
authorisation contemplated in subsection (2) or a coastal waters discharge permit issued under 
this section by the Minister after consultation with the Minister responsible for water affairs in 
instances of discharge of effluent into an estuary.”  However, given that the project will not have 
an estuarine outfall, and will not result in any waste being discharged into the estuarine 
environment (including any portion of the EFZ) this regulation should not be applicable.  Although 
the plant is located near the mouth of the Buffalo River within the EFZ, the brine produced during 
desalination will be discharged into the offshore marine environment via either an existing marine 
outfall (The Municipal Outfall: Alternative 1) extending over a kilometre offshore, or via a new 
outfall located approximately 500 meters offshore (Preferred Option). No effluent will be 
discharged into the estuarine environment, thus mitigating any impact of brine discharge into the 
estuarine environment.   
 
Furthermore, although the construction of the various saltwater intake options could possibly be 
considered an alteration of the bed or banks of a river, the direct intake pipeline option (Intake 
Alternative 1) will only consist of a very short length of pipe protruding from a current vertical 
concrete port wall (which has no riparian value and will not alter the hydrodynamics of the 
estuary), and the beach well option (Preferred Intake Option) will only result in minor alterations to 
an already highly disturbed (and potentially artificial) beach area.   
 
In conclusion, considering the project's occurrence in a highly disturbed and marine-dominated 
port environment with relatively minimal freshwater influence and negligible practical significance 
to any riparian habitat, and given that estuary management falls under ICMA, it is our opinion 
that it would not be appropriate for this project to require either a GA or WUL under the 
NWA.  Instead, the activities should fall under the NEMA and ICMA (with only an EA and CWDP 
being required). 
 
We would greatly appreciate your confirmation regarding whether the DWS aligns with the 
interpretation provided above, indicating that a WUL and GA are not required for the proposed 
development, or its alternative options/layouts. 
 
Thank you in advance 
 
Kind Regards 



4

Vriendelike Groete 
 

 
EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298 
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305 
 



From: Sindiswa Dlomo
To: Cheruscha Swart; Screening
Subject: RE: EIA Query related to selecting a Category
Date: Wednesday, 13 November 2024 09:10:33
Attachments: image004.png

image005.png

Afternoon Ms Swart,
 
Please run the screening tool twice and submit both reports with the request for a pre application meeting and or
application for environmental authorisation. Site Sensitivity verification (SSV)  will need to be undertaken for all theme
to confirm or dispute the findings of the screening tool. The SSV will assist in making a determination regarding which
specialist studies are required for the proposed project as per the requirements of the protocols.
 
Regards,
 
Ms. Sindiswa (Sindi) Dlomo
EAPASA Registration: 2022/5730
Designation: Deputy Director: National Infrastructure Projects
Chief Directorate: Integrated Environmental Authorisations
Department of Forestry, Fisheries, and the Environment
Tel: 012 399 9390
Cell: 076 940 5716
Email: SDlomo@environment.gov.za
 
From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Wednesday, 13 November 2024 08:27
To: Screening <Screening@dffe.gov.za>; Sindiswa Dlomo <SDLOMO@dffe.gov.za>
Subject: RE: EIA Query related to selecting a Category
 
Dear Lisa,
 
Thank you very much.
 
Kind Regards
Vriendelike Groete

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
 
From: Screening <Screening@dffe.gov.za> 
Sent: Tuesday, 12 November 2024 16:04
To: Sindiswa Dlomo <SDLOMO@dffe.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Screening <Screening@dffe.gov.za>
Subject: FW: EIA Query related to selecting a Category
 

Good day Cheruscha
 
I am forwarding your query to the EIA section.
@ Sindiswa – please look at the mail below for your opinion and advise to Cheruscha.
 
Kind regards
 
Lisa Pretorius
 
Directorate: Environmental Spatial Information
Office Number: 012 399 9301

mailto:SDLOMO@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:Screening@dffe.gov.za
mailto:SDlomo@environment.gov.za
mailto:Screening@dffe.gov.za
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From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Tuesday, 12 November 2024 13:13
To: Screening <Screening@dffe.gov.za>
Cc: Michael Armitage <michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: Query related to selecting a Category
 
Good day,
 
Re: Query related to selecting a Category
 
I trust this email finds you well.
 
The project in question will be a desalination plant (this is the main activity).  However, the desal plant will
be powered by solar power and will therefore also have a solar plant (PV) (see the image of the layout
below). 
 

 
My question is, do we select the desalination category (Services| Water Services | Desalination) or do
we select the Solar Power category (Utilities Infrastructure| Electricity| Generation| Renewable| Solar|
PV).  The Proposed Development Area Environmental Sensitivity themes and some of the ratings as well
as the Specialist assessments identified are different between the two. See below.  Or do we run the
screening tool twice and use both reports for the EIA?  
 
Desalination:

mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:Screening@dffe.gov.za
mailto:michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za


 
1. Agricultural Impact Assessment
2. Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment
3. Palaeontology Impact Assessment
4. Terrestrial Biodiversity Impact Assessment
5. Aquatic Biodiversity Impact Assessment
6. Marine Impact Assessment
7. Hydrology Assessment
8. Noise Impact Assessment
9. Geotechnical Assessment

10. Plant Species Assessment
11. Animal Species Assessment

 
 
 
 
Solar:
 
 

 
1. Agricultural Impact Assessment
2. Landscape/Visual Impact Assessment
3. Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment
4. Palaeontology Impact Assessment
5. Terrestrial Biodiversity Impact Assessment
6. Aquatic Biodiversity Impact Assessment
7. Civil Aviation Assessment
8. Defense Assessment
9. RFI Assessment

10. Geotechnical Assessment
11. Socio-Economic Assessment
12. Plant Species Assessment
13. Animal Species Assessment

 
 
Your assistance will be greatly appreciated.
Thank you in advance
 
Kind Regards
Vriendelike Groete



EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
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Cheruscha Swart

From: Thivhulawi Nethononda <TNETHONONDA@dffe.gov.za>
Sent: Tuesday, 04 February 2025 15:07
To: Cheruscha Swart
Cc: Mashudu Mudau
Subject: FW: EIA Project: Query Regarding Potential Overlap of Project’s Outfall Pipeline Alternative with 

Potters Pass Nature Reserve Protected Area and Permit/Authorisation Requirements
Attachments: 2025_02_03 Query regarding potential overlap with Protected Area.pdf

Hi Ms Swart 
 
Our yesterday telephone conversation as reference  
 
The directorate: Protected Areas Planning and Management Effectiveness would like to advise that you must 
remove alternative 3 (blue line) from your development proposal. The reason to remove the alternative 3, is that 
the area is highly sensitive and it include the boundary of the Potters Pass Nature Reserve that is going to be 
affected by the development. We also support the preferred alternative 1 as suggested by the report.  
 
Hope our inputs will provide necessary guidance to your process. 
 
Thanks 
Thivhulawi  
 
 
 

From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>  
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2025 2:01 PM 
To: Thivhulawi Nethononda <TNETHONONDA@dffe.gov.za> 
Subject: FW: EIA Project: Query Regarding Potential Overlap of Project’s Outfall Pipeline Alternative with Potters 
Pass Nature Reserve Protected Area and Permit/Authorisation Requirements 
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Kind Regards 
Vriendelike Groete 

 

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298 
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305 
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From: Cheruscha Swart  
Sent: Monday, 03 February 2025 13:05 
To: 'RMagodi@dffe.gov.za' <RMagodi@dffe.gov.za>; 'Tnethononda@dffe.gov.za' <Tnethononda@dffe.gov.za> 
Cc: 'adana@dffe.gov.za' <adana@dffe.gov.za>; 'smampe@dffe.gov.za' <smampe@dffe.gov.za>; Michael Armitage 
<michael@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda 
Dalasile <sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Subject: FW: EIA Project: Query Regarding Potential Overlap of Project’s Outfall Pipeline Alternative with Potters 
Pass Nature Reserve Protected Area and Permit/Authorisation Requirements 
 

Good afternoon, 
 
I trust you are well.  
 
Subject:  Query Regarding Potential Overlap of Project’s Outfall Pipeline Alternative with Potters 
Pass Nature Reserve Protected Area and Permit/Authorisation Requirements 
 
Transnet SOC Limited is in the process of applying for Environmental Authorisation for a 2 MLD 
solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO) desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City 
Metropolitan Municipality. Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd (Anchor) has been 
appointed to conduct the Scoping and Environmental Impact Assessment (S&EIA) for this project. 
 
We seek your guidance on the following: 
 

1. Whether one of the project’s Marine Pipeline & Outfall Alternatives overlaps with the Potters 
Pass Nature Reserve Protected Area. 

2. If such an overlap exists, whether permits or authorisations are required from your 
Directorate. 

 
We have attached the project description and details of our query for your review. 
 
Your guidance and clarity on this matter would be greatly appreciated. Please let us know if any 
additional information is required to assist with your review. 
 
Thank you in advance 
 
Kind Regards 
Vriendelike Groete 

 

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298 
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305 
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3 February 2025 

DFFE Protected Areas Directorate 
To whom it may Concern 
 
   

Good day, 

 

RE: Potential Overlap of Project’s Outfall Pipeline Alternative with Potters Pass Nature Reserve 
Protected Area and Permit/Authorisation Requirements  

Brief Project Background:  

Transnet SOC Limited (Transnet National Ports Authority) is in the process of applying for Environmental 

Authorisation for a two (2) megalitre per day (MLD) solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO) desalination plant 

within the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality.  Anchor Environmental Consultants 

(Pty) Ltd (Anchor) has been contracted to conduct the Scoping and Environmental Impact Assessment (S&EIA) 

prior to the construction and operation of the plant.  

Please refer to Figure 1 below, which shows the preferred development layout (marked in red) for the RO 

desalination plant, solar plant, reservoir, and proposed water intake and outfall pipelines and locations.  The 

map also shows the alternative layouts for the development.  The preferred intake method involves beach 

boreholes (beachwells) (Preferred Alternative 1).  Alternatively, water may be pumped from either the estuary 

(Intake Alternatives 2 or 5) or directly from the marine environment (Intake Alternatives 3 or 4).  A total of 

5 265 cubic metres of seawater will be abstracted daily, processed at the RO plant, and 2 000 cubic metres of 

freshwater will be produced.  The remaining brine (3 260 cubic metres daily) will be transported via an Outfall 

Connecting Pipeline and discharged into the marine environment through a Marine Outfall & Pipeline. 

Outfall Alternative 3 proposes the use of the existing Municipal Hood Point Outfall & Pipeline.  However, this 

would require the construction of a new pipeline (indicated as a thick blue line in Figure 1) from the Outfall 

Connecting Pipeline to the existing Hood Point Outfall Pipeline.  A small section of this new pipeline, just before 

it links to the existing municipal pipeline, may traverse the Potter’s Pass Nature Reserve Protected Area, as 

depicted in (Figure 2). 

 

 

We seek your guidance on the following: 

1. Confirmation of Protected Area Boundary: 



 

 

 BIODIVERSITY • SOCIETY • ECONOMY 

g g g r o u g r o u p g r g  
VAT 4460267091 • 2014/038279/07 

According to the Eastern Cape Biodiversity and Conservation Plan1 (ECBCP) GIS layer (Figure 2), the Potters 

Pass Nature Reserve extends over the railway line up to the High Water Mark (HWM).  If accurate, the upper 

portion of the existing Municipal Hood Point Outfall Pipeline, as well as a section of the newly proposed 

pipeline for Outfall Alternative 3, would traverse the protected area.  However, the South African Protected 

Areas Database2 (SAPAD) GIS layer (Figure 3) shows the reserve boundary ending above the railway line, 

excluding the existing and proposed pipelines.  Please could you confirm which GIS layer accurately 

represents the boundary of the Potters Pass Nature Reserve? 

 

2. Permit/Authorisation Requirements: 

If there is overlap with the reserve (per the ECBCP layer), are there any authorisations, permissions, or 

permits required from your Directorate for the proposed Outfall Alternative 3? 

 

We greatly appreciate your assistance and guidance on this matter.  Please let us know if further clarification 

or information is needed. 

Thank you in advance for your time 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Cheruscha Swart 

Senior Consultant 
Environmetnal Assessment Practitioner 
(EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298) 
  

 

1 Hawley & Desmet.P.2020. Eastern Cape Biodiversity and Conservation Plan, Freshwater CBA [shape file] version 
5.2020. Eastern Cape South Africa: The Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development, Environment Affairs and 
Tourism 
2 South Africa Protected Areas Database Citation Information: Originator: Department of Forestry, Fisheries, and the 
Environment Publication Date: 2024/06/28 Title: South Africa Protected Areas Database (SAPAD_OR_2024_Q1) 
Geospatial Data Presentation Form: Vector digital data Other Citation Details: The South Africa Protected Areas 
Database is provided for download as a zip file containing shape files for major types of protected areas. The zip file 
also includes a definitions document, Protected Areas Definition & SAPAD Data Release Schedule 2023/2024. Online 
Linkage: http://egis.environment.gov.za. 
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Figure 1.Preferred and alternative development layouts for the proposed RO desalination plant and pipeline routes. 
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Figure 2. Preferred and alternative development layouts for the proposed RO desalination plant and pipeline routes in 

relation to Critical Biodiversity and Protected Areas (Source: Hawley & Desmet. P. 2020. Eastern Cape Biodiversity and 

Conservation Plan (ECBCP)). 
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Figure 3. Preferred and alternative development layouts for the proposed RO desalination plant and pipeline routes in 

relation to the Potters Pass Nature Reserve Protected Area (Source: South Africa Protected Areas Database (SAPAD)). 

 

 



From: Babalwa Layini
To: Luyolo Tayi; Zimvo Mbuyeleni
Cc: Thobani Vetsheza; Cheruscha Swart
Subject: FW: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Thursday, 06 March 2025 20:35:19
Attachments: image001.png

image005_emz was removed from this message.msg
Invitation_Comment on Draft Scoping Report.pdf

Good Day Luyolo
 
Kindly receive this falls within your area. Cheruscha I am covering the Sarah Baartman
District and Nelson Mandela Metro.
 
Kind Regards
Babalwa
 
From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Thursday, 06 March 2025 16:32
To: Babalwa Layini <BLayini@dffe.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile
<sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: FW: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Dear Stakeholder/ Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT
 
DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675.
 
The letter of invitation is attached for your reference.
 
APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) BY MEANS OF A
SCOPING & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&EIA) FOR THE PROPOSED
TWO (2) MEGALITRE PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN
MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS
AUTHORITY
 
Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is
proposing to build and operate a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO)
seawater desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City
Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province.
 
Saline water will be abstracted and desalinated (salt removed) at the plant and
two megalitres of fresh water produced per day.  This fresh water will be used by
TNPA to support operations within the port.  The highly saline water which is
produced by the plant during the desalination process, will be transported
through a pipeline to a marine outfall.  Water will be discharged through this
marine outfall into the ocean to rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters. 
 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was subcontracted to undertake

mailto:BLayini@dffe.gov.za
mailto:LTayi@dffe.gov.za
mailto:ZMbuyeleni@dffe.gov.za
mailto:tvetsheza@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
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06 March 2025 


Dear Stakeholder/ Interested and Affected Party,  


 


 


RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT  


DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675 


APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) BY MEANS OF A 


SCOPING & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&EIA) FOR THE PROPOSED 


TWO (2) MEGALITRE PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION 


PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN 


MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS 


AUTHORITY 


Notice is hereby issued in accordance with the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, as set out under the National 


Environmental Management Act, No. 107 of 1998, as amended (NEMA), of the commencement of a S&EIA process and public participation 


for the above-mentioned project. 


An application for EA has been made to undertake the following Listed Activities (note these are 


the activities triggered by all alternatives): 


• Listing Notice 1 (published in Government Notice (GN) R983 of 2014): Activity 14, 16, 17, 18, 


19A, 25, 27 and 30 


• Listing Notice 2 (published in GN R984 of 2014): Activity: 6 and 14 


• Listing Notice 3 (published in GN R985 of 2014): Activity 2, 4, 10 and 12   


PROJECT OVERVIEW 


Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is proposing to build and operate 


a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO) seawater desalination plant within the Port of East London, 


Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province (Figure 1).  


Saline water will be abstracted, using either beachwells (beach boreholes) and land-based boreholes near the 


marine environment, or directly from the ocean via a direct intake pipeline.  This water will be desalinated 


(salt removed) at the plant and two megalitres of fresh water produced per day.  This fresh water will be used 


by TNPA to support operations within the port and will assist in reducing municipal water usage.  The highly 


saline water (known as brine and considered to be effluent) which is produced by the plant during the 


desalination process, will be transported through a pipeline to a marine outfall.  Water will be discharged 


through this marine outfall into the ocean to rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters.   


TNPA appointed Sunwater East London Joint Venture (Pty) Ltd to conduct the engineering feasibility, 


construction and operation of this development.  Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was 


subcontracted to undertake the S&EIA Process for the proposed development, prior to its construction.  A 


S&EIA is required to assess the Listed Activities as well as the potential social, environmental and other impacts 


before the project may commence.   
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Figure 1. The overall layout of the proposed solar powered RO desalination development in the Port of East London, 
Eastern Cape.  Note this image shows the layout for all alternatives being considered in terms of the Plant Site and 
Intake and Outfall Infrastructure.  That includes the preferred alternative and other alternatives/ layouts. 


A Draft Scoping Report (DSR), which provides details on the project and a preliminary 


assessment of potential impacts, will be available for public review and comment: 


• Digitally on Anchor’s website: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents  


• As Hardcopies at: 


o Buffalo City Central Library 18 Gladstone St, East London Cbd East London 


o West Bank Library Hood St, West Bank Village, East London 


 
Invitation to Comment  


We invite all Interested and Affected parties (I&APs) to review the DSR and submit comments, 


questions or concerns, during the public commenting period from: 11 March to 23:59 on 10 April 2025. 


Register as an I&AP to receive future communication/ updates on the project. COMMENTS DUE 


BEFORE: 23:59 ON 10 APRIL 2025. 


 


 


 Ms Cheruscha Swart  


Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 


Tel: 021 701 3420 


Email: cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za 


To submit comments/ questions, or to register as an I&AP, contact:  



https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents

mailto:cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za

mailto:cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za

mailto:cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za





the S&EIA Process for the proposed development, prior to its construction. 
A S&EIA is required to assess the Listed Activities as well as the potential social,
environmental and other impacts before the project may commence. 
 
A Draft Scoping Report (DSR), which provides details on the project and a
preliminary assessment of potential impacts, will be available for public review
and comment:
 
Digitally on Anchor’s website: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-
documents
As Hardcopies at:

Buffalo City Central Library 18 Gladstone St, East London Cbd
East London
West Bank Library Hood St, West Bank Village, East London

 
Invitation to Comment
We invite all Interested and Affected parties (I&APs) to review the DSR and
submit comments, questions or concerns, during the public commenting period
from: 11 March to 23:59 on 10 April 2025. Register as an I&AP to receive future
communication/ updates on the project. COMMENTS DUE BEFORE: 23:59 ON 10
APRIL 2025.
 
To submit comments/ questions, or to register as an I&AP, contact:
 
 

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
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From: Briant Noncembu
To: Cheruscha Swart; Lulama Daniels; Phumeza Gxala; Bhelinda Mtamo; Nondwe Mdekazi; Vuyelwa Mantyi;

Jackoleen Breetzke
Cc: Sisanda Dalasile; Mziyanda Mkosana; Briant Noncembu; Thina Thandani; Ndileka Nazo; Nonzukiso

Ntshutsha; Reinaldo Bishop; Nozuko Mabongo; Pumzile Linganiso
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Friday, 07 March 2025 04:18:44
Attachments: image003.png
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Good day Cherusha
 
Receipt of your email request for comments in respect of the Draft Scoping Report in
respect of the proposed two Megalitres per day (MLD) solar powered seawater
desalination plant in the Port of East London, BCMM, Eastern Cape Province, by Transnet
National Ports Authority (TNPA), is hereby acknowledged.
 
The set timeframes for the submission of comments are noted and this office will
endeavour to, after scrutiny of the submitted reports, within the stipulated timeframe,
submit the requested comments. Trusting this will suffice in the meantime, however, the
underwritten may be contacted for any further query or need for information in this regard.
 
Kind regards & God bless you
 
Briant Noncembu
REGIONAL MANAGER: ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS
AMATHOLE
 
 

 
 

From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Thursday, 06 March 2025 16:37
To: Briant Noncembu <Briant.Noncembu@dedea.gov.za>; Lulama Daniels
<Lulama.daniels@dedea.gov.za>; Phumeza Gxala <Phumeza.Gxala@dedea.gov.za>; Bhelinda
Mtamo <Bhelinda.Mtamo@dedea.gov.za>; Nondwe Mdekazi
<Nondwe.Mdekazi@dedea.gov.za>; Vuyelwa Mantyi <Vuyelwa.Mantyi@dedea.gov.za>;
Jackoleen Breetzke <Jackoleen.Breetzke@dedea.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile
<sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: FW: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Dear Stakeholder/ Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT
 
DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675.
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Ms Cheruscha Swart

Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd
Tel: 021 701 3420
Email: cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za






 
The letter of invitation is attached for your reference.
 
APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) BY MEANS OF A
SCOPING & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&EIA) FOR THE PROPOSED
TWO (2) MEGALITRE PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN
MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS
AUTHORITY
 
Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is
proposing to build and operate a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO)
seawater desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City
Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province.
 
Saline water will be abstracted and desalinated (salt removed) at the plant and
two megalitres of fresh water produced per day.  This fresh water will be used by
TNPA to support operations within the port.  The highly saline water which is
produced by the plant during the desalination process, will be transported
through a pipeline to a marine outfall.  Water will be discharged through this
marine outfall into the ocean to rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters. 
 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was subcontracted to undertake
the S&EIA Process for the proposed development, prior to its construction. 
A S&EIA is required to assess the Listed Activities as well as the potential social,
environmental and other impacts before the project may commence. 
 
A Draft Scoping Report (DSR), which provides details on the project and a
preliminary assessment of potential impacts, will be available for public review
and comment:
 
Digitally on Anchor’s website: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-
documents
As Hardcopies at:

Buffalo City Central Library 18 Gladstone St, East London Cbd
East London
West Bank Library Hood St, West Bank Village, East London

 
Invitation to Comment
We invite all Interested and Affected parties (I&APs) to review the DSR and
submit comments, questions or concerns, during the public commenting period
from: 11 March to 23:59 on 10 April 2025. Register as an I&AP to receive future
communication/ updates on the project. COMMENTS DUE BEFORE: 23:59 ON 10
APRIL 2025.
 
To submit comments/ questions, or to register as an I&AP, contact:
 
 

https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents


EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
 
'Everything in this email and its attachments relating to the official business of the Eastern
Cape Provincial Government and the Department of Economic Development
Environmental Affairs and Tourism is proprietary to the ECPG and DEDEAT. It is
confidential, legally privileged and protected by law. The person addressed in the email is
the sole authorized recipient. Should you receive it in error, immediately notify the sender
of the error and delete the e-mail. Any unauthorized dissemination or copying of this e-
mail (or any attachment to this e-mail) or the wrongful disclosure of the information here
in contained is prohibited. Also note that this form of communication is not secure, it can
be intercepted, and may not necessarily be free of errors and viruses in spite of reasonable
efforts to secure this medium'; and fall back to action Wrap if the disclaimer can't be
inserted.



From: Cheruscha Swart
To: John Geeringh
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Monday, 10 March 2025 10:51:00
Attachments: image002.png
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Dear John,
 
Please find attached.
 
Kind Regards
Vriendelike Groete
 

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
 
From: John Geeringh <GeerinJH@ntcsa.co.za> 
Sent: Monday, 10 March 2025 09:05
To: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Please send me a KMZ file of the proposed development/development area
 
Kind regards
 
John Geeringh  (Pr Sci Nat) Reg. EAP (EAPASA)
Senior Consultant Environmental Management
Grid Planning: Land and Rights
National Transmission Company South Africa SOC Ltd (NTCSA)
Megawatt Park,  B2Y25,  Maxwell Drive,  Sunninghill,  Sandton.
P O Box 1091,  Johannesburg,  2000.
Tel:  +27 (0)11 516 7233
Cell:  +27 (0)83 632 7663
E-mail:  john.geeringh@ntcsa.co.za
 
 
 
 

Disclaimer

NB: This Email and its contents are subject to the NTCSA EMAIL LEGAL NOTICE which can be viewed
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Ms Cheruscha Swart
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd

Tel: 021 701 3420
Email: cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za






doc.kml

 







files/Layer5_Symbol_3c4c7a30_0_2.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_e5117c40_0_2.png









files/Layer8_Symbol_5f2e3b40_0.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_152e4070_0_2.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_152e3b20_0_2.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_e5117800_0_2.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_e5117a20_0_2.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_e51173c0_0_2.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_152e25e0_0_2.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_3c4c85e0_0_2.png









files/Layer5_Symbol_3c4c81a0_0_2.png









here.

 

From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Thursday, 06 March 2025 16:46
To: John Geeringh <GeerinJH@ntcsa.co.za>; John Geeringh <GeerinJH@ntcsa.co.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile
<sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: [CAUTION:EXTERNAL EMAIL] FW: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING
REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Dear Stakeholder/ Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT
 
DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675.
 
The letter of invitation is attached for your reference.
 
APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) BY MEANS OF A
SCOPING & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&EIA) FOR THE PROPOSED
TWO (2) MEGALITRE PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN
MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS
AUTHORITY
 
Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is
proposing to build and operate a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO)
seawater desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City
Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province.
 
Saline water will be abstracted and desalinated (salt removed) at the plant and
two megalitres of fresh water produced per day.  This fresh water will be used by
TNPA to support operations within the port.  The highly saline water which is
produced by the plant during the desalination process, will be transported
through a pipeline to a marine outfall.  Water will be discharged through this
marine outfall into the ocean to rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters. 
 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was subcontracted to undertake
the S&EIA Process for the proposed development, prior to its construction. 
A S&EIA is required to assess the Listed Activities as well as the potential social,
environmental and other impacts before the project may commence. 
 
A Draft Scoping Report (DSR), which provides details on the project and a
preliminary assessment of potential impacts, will be available for public review
and comment:
 
Digitally on Anchor’s website: anchorenvironmental.co.za
As Hardcopies at:

Buffalo City Central Library 18 Gladstone St, East London Cbd
East London
West Bank Library Hood St, West Bank Village, East London

https://www.ntcsa.co.za/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/NTCSA-Email-Disclaimer.-Revised-edited-27-June-2024.pdf
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:GeerinJH@ntcsa.co.za
mailto:GeerinJH@ntcsa.co.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents


 
Invitation to Comment
We invite all Interested and Affected parties (I&APs) to review the DSR and
submit comments, questions or concerns, during the public commenting period
from: 11 March to 23:59 on 10 April 2025. Register as an I&AP to receive future
communication/ updates on the project. COMMENTS DUE BEFORE: 23:59 ON 10
APRIL 2025.
 
To submit comments/ questions, or to register as an I&AP, contact:
 
 

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
 



From: Protea Pig
To: Cheruscha Swart
Subject: Re: SOLAR-POWERED DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON
Date: Tuesday, 11 March 2025 11:40:52

Good day
 
Thank you so much, we are able to view it now.
 
Kind regards
Dianne Moss
Protea Pipeline Services
Tel:  043 743 3451
Fax:  086 557 1855
Email:  protea@proteapig.co.za

From: Cheruscha Swart
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2025 10:53 AM
To: Protea Pig
Subject: RE: SOLAR-POWERED DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON

Good day,
 
Thank you for your email. Apologies for the inconvenience.
You should be able to access the document on our website now.
 
 
Kind Regards
Vriendelike Groete
 

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
 
From: Protea Pig <protea@proteapig.co.za> 
Sent: Tuesday, 11 March 2025 09:18
To: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: SOLAR-POWERED DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON

 
Good day
 
INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE PROPOSED SOLAR-POWERED DESALINATION PLANT IN

mailto:protea@proteapig.co.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:protea@proteapig.co.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:protea@proteapig.co.za
mailto:protea@proteapig.co.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za


THE PORT OF EAST LONDON
 
DRAFT SCOPING REPORT:
We have tried to access the Draft Scoping Report online, but the report is not available as
yet.
 
Kindly advise.
 
Thank you.
 
Kind regards
Dianne Moss
Protea Pipeline Services
Tel:  043 743 3451
Fax:  086 557 1855
Email:  protea@proteapig.co.za
 

Virus-free.www.avast.com

 

mailto:protea@proteapig.co.za
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient


From: Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama
To: Cheruscha Swart
Cc: Lungiswa Mzazi
Subject: Re: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Friday, 14 March 2025 09:08:05
Attachments: image003.png

Outlook-jqg1svc0.png

Dear Cheruscha

The project has been noted for the inclusion in our upcoming ECPHRA APM committee
meeting scheduled for 18 March, will revert thereafter with a heritage comment. 
Otherwise I have also shared it with the national heritage agency, SAHRA's Marine
Underwater Unit.

Best Regards,

Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama
Archaeologist: DSRAC Museums & Heritage / EC PHRA
Tel:  (043) 492 1370
Adress:  No. 5 Eales Street | Qonce |5600

“Once you’ve made an observation,
you have an obligation”- MK Asante Jnr
 

From: Azola Mkosana <manager@ecphra.org.za>
Sent: 07 March 2025 09:56
To: Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama <ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za>
Subject: Fw: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
 

From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Sent: Thursday, March 6, 2025 4:45 PM
To: Sinazo Mnyakama <sinazom@ecphra.org.za>; africam@ecphra.org.za
<africam@ecphra.org.za>; Lungiswa Mzazi <lungiswam@ecphra.org.za>; Azola Mkosana
<manager@ecphra.org.za>; ayanda.mncwabemama@ecsrac.gov.za
<ayanda.mncwabemama@ecsrac.gov.za>; smokhanya@ecphra.org.za
<smokhanya@ecphra.org.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile
<sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>

mailto:ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:lungiswam@ecphra.org.za

Ms Cheruscha Swart

Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd
Tel: 021 701 3420
Email: cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za
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Subject: FW: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
 
Dear Stakeholder/ Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT
 
DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675.
 
The letter of invitation is attached for your reference.
 
APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) BY MEANS OF A
SCOPING & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&EIA) FOR THE PROPOSED
TWO (2) MEGALITRE PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY,
EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS AUTHORITY
 
Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is
proposing to build and operate a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO)
seawater desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City
Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province.
 
Saline water will be abstracted and desalinated (salt removed) at the plant and
two megalitres of fresh water produced per day.  This fresh water will be used by
TNPA to support operations within the port.  The highly saline water which is
produced by the plant during the desalination process, will be transported
through a pipeline to a marine outfall.  Water will be discharged through this
marine outfall into the ocean to rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters. 
 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was subcontracted to undertake the
S&EIA Process for the proposed development, prior to its construction. 
A S&EIA is required to assess the Listed Activities as well as the potential social,
environmental and other impacts before the project may commence. 
 
A Draft Scoping Report (DSR), which provides details on the project and a
preliminary assessment of potential impacts, will be available for public review
and comment:
 
Digitally on Anchor’s website: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-
documents
As Hardcopies at:

Buffalo City Central Library 18 Gladstone St, East London Cbd
East London
West Bank Library Hood St, West Bank Village, East London

 
Invitation to Comment
We invite all Interested and Affected parties (I&APs) to review the DSR and submit
comments, questions or concerns, during the public commenting period from: 11
March to 23:59 on 10 April 2025. Register as an I&AP to receive future
communication/ updates on the project. COMMENTS DUE BEFORE: 23:59 ON 10
APRIL 2025.
 

https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents


To submit comments/ questions, or to register as an I&AP, contact:
 
 

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
 

mailto:cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za


From: BC Admin
To: Cheruscha Swart
Cc: MMatlala Rabothata; Lindiwe Victoria Dlamini; Nompumelelo Lekalakala
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Tuesday, 25 March 2025 13:01:33
Attachments: image003.png

image001.png

Dear Sir/Madam
 
DFFE Directorate: Biodiversity Conservation hereby acknowledge receipt of the invitation
on the 04 March 2025 to review and comment on the project mentioned on the subject
line. Kindly note that the project has been allocated to Mrs M Rabothata and Ms Lindiwe
Dlamini (Copied on this email). In addition, kindly share the shapefiles of the development
footprints/application site with the Case Officers.
 
Please note: All Public Participation Process documents related to Biodiversity EIA review
and any other Biodiversity EIA queries must be submitted to the Directorate: Biodiversity
Conservation at Email: BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za  for attention of Mr Seoka Lekota.
 

Lindiwe Victoria Dlamini
 
Directorate: Biodiversity Mainstreaming and EIA
Branch: Biodiversity and Conservation
473 Steve Biko Road|Private Bag X477|Pretoria|001
Cell: 0606295852|Email: lvdlamini@dffe.gov.za
Website:www.environment.gov.za
 
From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Thursday, 06 March 2025 16:27
To: BC Admin <bcadmin@dffe.gov.za>; Rofhiwa Magodi <RMagodi@dffe.gov.za>; Tshwanelo
Leballo <tleballo@dffe.gov.za>; Thivhulawi Nethononda <TNETHONONDA@dffe.gov.za>;
Mashudu Mudau <MaMudau@dffe.gov.za>; essop@dffe.gov.za; Mashudu Mudau
<MaMudau@dffe.gov.za>; Portia Makitla <PMakitla@dffe.gov.za>; Khorommbi Matibe
<KMatibe@dffe.gov.za>; Sydney Nkosi <shnkosi@dffe.gov.za>; tmakholela@dffe.gov.za;
Khorommbi Matibe <KMatibe@dffe.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile
<sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: FW: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Dear Stakeholder/ Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT
 
DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675.
 

mailto:bcadmin@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:MRABOTHATA@dffe.gov.za
mailto:LVDlamini@dffe.gov.za
mailto:NLekalakala@dffe.gov.za
mailto:BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za
mailto:lvdlamini@dffe.gov.za

Kindregardt,









The letter of invitation is attached for your reference.
 
APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) BY MEANS OF A
SCOPING & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&EIA) FOR THE PROPOSED
TWO (2) MEGALITRE PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN
MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS
AUTHORITY
 
Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is
proposing to build and operate a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO)
seawater desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City
Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province.
 
Saline water will be abstracted and desalinated (salt removed) at the plant and
two megalitres of fresh water produced per day.  This fresh water will be used by
TNPA to support operations within the port.  The highly saline water which is
produced by the plant during the desalination process, will be transported
through a pipeline to a marine outfall.  Water will be discharged through this
marine outfall into the ocean to rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters. 
 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was subcontracted to undertake
the S&EIA Process for the proposed development, prior to its construction. 
A S&EIA is required to assess the Listed Activities as well as the potential social,
environmental and other impacts before the project may commence. 
 
A Draft Scoping Report (DSR), which provides details on the project and a
preliminary assessment of potential impacts, will be available for public review
and comment:
 
Digitally on Anchor’s website: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-
documents
As Hardcopies at:

Buffalo City Central Library 18 Gladstone St, East London Cbd
East London
West Bank Library Hood St, West Bank Village, East London

 
Invitation to Comment
We invite all Interested and Affected parties (I&APs) to review the DSR and
submit comments, questions or concerns, during the public commenting period
from: 11 March to 23:59 on 10 April 2025. Register as an I&AP to receive future
communication/ updates on the project. COMMENTS DUE BEFORE: 23:59 ON 10
APRIL 2025.
 
To submit comments/ questions, or to register as an I&AP, contact:
 
 

https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents


EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
 



From: john.gribble@terramarearchaeology.com
To: Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama
Cc: Cheruscha Swart; manager@ecphra.org.za; Lungiswa Mzazi; dgreen
Subject: Re: Proposed Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant, BCMM
Date: Monday, 07 April 2025 07:03:23

Dear Ayanda

Thank you for your email to Cheruscha on Friday. Just to confirm, a separate case for the offshore portion of this
project was opened on SAHRIS on 18 March (Case ID 24752). 

Best regards

John
__________

John Gribble
Director & Senior Archaeologist

TerraMare Archaeology (Pty) Ltd
Address: 5 Cannon Road, Plumstead, 7800
Tel: 078 616 2961

Email Disclaimer: The information contained in this communication is confidential and may be legally privileged. It is intended solely for the use of
the individual or entity to whom it is addressed, and others authorised to receive it. If you are not the intended recipient you are hereby notified that
any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking any action in reliance of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.
TerraMare Archaeology (Pty) Ltd is neither liable for the proper and complete transmission of the information contained in this communication nor
for any delay in its receipt.

On 04 Apr 2025, at 12:42, Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama <ayanda.mncwabe-
mama@ecsrac.gov.za> wrote:

Dear Cheruscha

ECPHRA had a comment (which is attached) about the proposed
development but I also engaged SAHRA (South African Heritage
Resources Agency) who deal with maritime heritage, and they have
requested a separate application on SAHRIS for the attention of SAHRA
where they will issue an official comment with their requirements.  

Best Regards,

Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama

mailto:john.gribble@terramarearchaeology.com
mailto:ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:manager@ecphra.org.za
mailto:lungiswam@ecphra.org.za
mailto:dgreen@eci.co.za


Archaeologist: DSRAC Museums & Heritage / EC PHRA
Tel:  (043) 492 1370
Adress:  No. 5 Eales Street | Qonce |5600

“Once you’ve made an observation,
you have an obligation”- MK Asante Jnr
 
<Outlook-eryyrdtw.png>
<SAHRIS CASE ID 24725 Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant,
BCMM.pdf>



   

 

 
 

 
 

                     No.17 Commissioner Street, 2nd Floor Old Elco Building, 
                        Telephone: 043 492 1940/1/2 
                          Website: www.ecphra.org.za 

 

 

PROJECT:  PROPOSED 2ML/D SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER 

DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BCMM. 

 

SAHRIS CASE ID: 24725 

Enquiries:  Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama 
Date:   2025/04/04 
Email:   ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za 

 
Applicant:  Transnet SOC Limited 
Consultants:   Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 
Contact Person:  Cheruscha Swart 
Email/Tel:  cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za / (021) 701 3420 
 
Heritage Consultants:  TerraMare Archaeology (Pty) Ltd 
Adress:   5 Cannon Road, Plumstead, 7800 
Contact Person:  John Gribble 
Email/Tel:  John.gribble@terramarearchaeology.com / 078 616 2961 
 

BACKGROUND 
Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is proposing 
to build and operate a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO) seawater 
desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, 
Eastern Cape Province.  Saline water will be abstracted and desalinated (salt removed) 
at the plant and two megalitres of fresh water produced per day.  This fresh water will be 
used by TNPA to support operations within the port.  The highly saline water which is 
produced by the plant during the desalination process, will be transported through a 
pipeline to a marine outfall.  Water will be discharged through this marine outfall into the 
ocean to rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters.  
 

ECPHRA (Eastern Cape Provincial Heritage Authority) COMMENTS in terms of 
Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999). 
This case was tabled at the Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorites (APM) 
Committee meeting held on 18 March 2025. 

 

ECPHRA Interim Heritage Comment: 
ECPHRA requests the filled NID form (ECPHRA Notice of Intent to Develop) and a 
Phase 1 Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) with all aspects of development.  The 
impact assessment should comprise of the ffg: 

o Phase 1 AIA (archaeological and cultural heritage impact assessment), 
including a desktop/pre-feasibility and field assessment.  

http://www.ecphra.org.za/
mailto:cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:John.gribble@terramarearchaeology.com


   

o Phase 1 PIA (paleontological impact assessment) including a desktop/pre-
feasibility and field assessment.  

o Desktop Maritime and Underwater Cultural heritage (MUCH) assessment.  
 

Please include Proof of Payment (R500 NID & R1 500 HIA). See below application 
process. 
 
NOTE: Heritage reports must meet the SAHRA (2007) reporting standards. Reports 
must be compiled by specialists (AIA by an archaeologist with a minimum of an Honours 
degree qualification & a PIA by a palaeontologist with a minimum of a Master’s degree 
qualification). 

 

 

 

Mr. Azola Mkosana 

ECPHRA: Manager 



   

 



From: Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama
To: john.gribble@terramarearchaeology.com
Cc: Cheruscha Swart; manager@ecphra.org.za; Lungiswa Mzazi; dgreen
Subject: Re: Proposed Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant, BCMM
Date: Monday, 07 April 2025 10:28:53
Attachments: Outlook-yieuj0mb.png

Dear John

Thank you, Nokukhanya Khumalo has also just informed me.  Please do share their
comments when you receive them.

Best Regards,

Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama
Archaeologist: DSRAC Museums & Heritage / EC PHRA
Tel:  (043) 492 1370
Adress:  No. 5 Eales Street | Qonce |5600

“Once you’ve made an observation,
you have an obligation”- MK Asante Jnr
 

From: john.gribble@terramarearchaeology.com <john.gribble@terramarearchaeology.com>
Sent: 07 April 2025 07:02
To: Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama <ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; manager@ecphra.org.za
<manager@ecphra.org.za>; Lungiswa Mzazi <lungiswam@ecphra.org.za>; dgreen
<dgreen@eci.co.za>
Subject: Re: Proposed Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant, BCMM
 
Dear Ayanda

Thank you for your email to Cheruscha on Friday. Just to confirm, a separate case for the offshore portion of this
project was opened on SAHRIS on 18 March (Case ID 24752). 

Best regards

John
__________

mailto:ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za
mailto:john.gribble@terramarearchaeology.com
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:manager@ecphra.org.za
mailto:lungiswam@ecphra.org.za
mailto:dgreen@eci.co.za
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John Gribble
Director & Senior Archaeologist

TerraMare Archaeology (Pty) Ltd
Address: 5 Cannon Road, Plumstead, 7800
Tel: 078 616 2961

Email Disclaimer: The information contained in this communication is confidential and may be legally privileged. It is intended solely for the use of
the individual or entity to whom it is addressed, and others authorised to receive it. If you are not the intended recipient you are hereby notified
that any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking any action in reliance of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be
unlawful. TerraMare Archaeology (Pty) Ltd is neither liable for the proper and complete transmission of the information contained in this
communication nor for any delay in its receipt.

On 04 Apr 2025, at 12:42, Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama <ayanda.mncwabe-
mama@ecsrac.gov.za> wrote:

Dear Cheruscha

ECPHRA had a comment (which is attached) about the proposed
development but I also engaged SAHRA (South African Heritage
Resources Agency) who deal with maritime heritage, and they have
requested a separate application on SAHRIS for the attention of SAHRA
where they will issue an official comment with their requirements.  

Best Regards,

Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama
Archaeologist: DSRAC Museums & Heritage / EC PHRA
Tel:  (043) 492 1370
Adress:  No. 5 Eales Street | Qonce |5600

“Once you’ve made an observation,
you have an obligation”- MK Asante Jnr
 
<Outlook-eryyrdtw.png>
<SAHRIS CASE ID 24725 Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant,
BCMM.pdf>



From: Mashudu Mudau
To: Cheruscha Swart
Cc: Thivhulawi Nethononda; Nompumelelo EN. Mtshali
Subject: RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Monday, 07 April 2025 08:00:35
Attachments: image001.png

Dear Cherusha
 
The Directorate: Protected Area Planning and Management Effectiveness would like to
thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft Scoping Report for the proposed
development of the Proposed Two (2) Megalitre Per Day (MLD) Solar Powered Seawater
Desalination Plant in the Port Of East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality,
Eastern Cape Province
 
The proposed development is located on Erf 63584, Erf 63586 and Erf 38530.
 
As per the previous communication with our directorate, we requested that Outfall
alternative 3 be diverted away from the Potters Pass Nature Reserve to avoid any
degradation in the protected area.
As per the scoping report, it is indicated the alternative 3 will eventually be excluded from
consideration as an outfall alternative, however, it has been included and assessed in this
application form and will also be referenced during the Scoping and EIA phases to
demonstrate that it was considered.
 
The directorate notes that the DFFE Oceans and Coast branches for Coastal Development
& Protection, Integrated Coastal Management, and Coastal Pollution Management and the
DWS have been consulted.
 
The EAP must further consult the management authority of the Potters Pass Nature
Reserve and the Amathole Marine Protected Area.
 
The directorate has no further comments subject to availability of new information.
 
The applicant must strictly adhere to the mitigation measures and recommendations from
other stakeholders, interested and affected parties.
 

Regards,
Mashudu Mudau
Protected Areas Planning and Management Effectiveness
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment
Environment House
473 Steve Biko and Soutpansberg Streets
PRETORIA
Tel: (012) 399 9945
Cell: 066 487 6975

mailto:MaMudau@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:TNETHONONDA@dffe.gov.za
mailto:NMtshali@dffe.gov.za






E-mail: mamudau@dffe.gov.za
 
 
From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Thursday, 06 March 2025 16:27
To: BC Admin <bcadmin@dffe.gov.za>; Rofhiwa Magodi <RMagodi@dffe.gov.za>; Tshwanelo
Leballo <tleballo@dffe.gov.za>; Thivhulawi Nethononda <TNETHONONDA@dffe.gov.za>;
Mashudu Mudau <MaMudau@dffe.gov.za>; essop@dffe.gov.za; Mashudu Mudau
<MaMudau@dffe.gov.za>; Portia Makitla <PMakitla@dffe.gov.za>; Khorommbi Matibe
<KMatibe@dffe.gov.za>; Sydney Nkosi <shnkosi@dffe.gov.za>; tmakholela@dffe.gov.za;
Khorommbi Matibe <KMatibe@dffe.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>; Sisanda Dalasile
<sisanda@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: FW: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Dear Stakeholder/ Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: INVITATION TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT
 
DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675.
 
The letter of invitation is attached for your reference.
 
APPLICATION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION (EA) BY MEANS OF A
SCOPING & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&EIA) FOR THE PROPOSED
TWO (2) MEGALITRE PER DAY (MLD) SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION
PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN
MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS
AUTHORITY
 
Transnet SOC Limited (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is
proposing to build and operate a two MLD solar-powered Reverse Osmosis (RO)
seawater desalination plant within the Port of East London, Buffalo City
Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province.
 
Saline water will be abstracted and desalinated (salt removed) at the plant and
two megalitres of fresh water produced per day.  This fresh water will be used by
TNPA to support operations within the port.  The highly saline water which is
produced by the plant during the desalination process, will be transported
through a pipeline to a marine outfall.  Water will be discharged through this
marine outfall into the ocean to rapidly disperse and mix with ocean waters. 
 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was subcontracted to undertake
the S&EIA Process for the proposed development, prior to its construction. 
A S&EIA is required to assess the Listed Activities as well as the potential social,
environmental and other impacts before the project may commence. 
 
A Draft Scoping Report (DSR), which provides details on the project and a
preliminary assessment of potential impacts, will be available for public review
and comment:
 

mailto:mamudau@dffe.gov.za


Digitally on Anchor’s website: https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-
documents
As Hardcopies at:

Buffalo City Central Library 18 Gladstone St, East London Cbd
East London
West Bank Library Hood St, West Bank Village, East London

 
Invitation to Comment
We invite all Interested and Affected parties (I&APs) to review the DSR and
submit comments, questions or concerns, during the public commenting period
from: 11 March to 23:59 on 10 April 2025. Register as an I&AP to receive future
communication/ updates on the project. COMMENTS DUE BEFORE: 23:59 ON 10
APRIL 2025.
 
To submit comments/ questions, or to register as an I&AP, contact:
 
 

EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
 

https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents


From: Lydia Kutu
To: Cheruscha Swart
Cc: Trisha Rene Pillay; EIAadmin; Salome Mambane; Nosicelo.Biyana@transnet.net; environment@transnet.net;

Briant.Noncembu@dedea.gov.za; JaneG@buffalocity.gov.za
Subject: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Wednesday, 09 April 2025 08:52:22
Attachments: 14-12-16-3-3-2-2675.pdf

Good day.
 
Please find herein the attached letter for the above mentioned date.
 
Please do not respond to this mailbox with any queries related to the decision been issued.
All queries on the attached decision must be directed to official whose contact details is listed
as enquiries.
 
I hope you find all in order.
 
Thank you.

 
Kind Regards,
Lydia Kutu
CD: Integrated Environmental Authorisations
Sub-Directorate: IEA Administrations & Reporting
Tel: 012 399 9370
Email: lkutu@dffe.gov.za
 
Romans 11:36
To God be the Glory!!!
 

mailto:LKutu@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
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DFFE Reference: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675 


Enquiries: Ms Trisha Pillay 
Telephone: (012) 399 9406 E-mail: TPillay@dffe.gov.za    


 
Ms Cheruscha Swart 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 
Suite 8, Steenberg House 
Silverwood Cl 
Steenberg Office Park 
Tokai 
CAPE TOWN 
7945 
 
Telephone Number: (021) 701 3420 
Email Address:  cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za 
 
PER EMAIL 
 
Dear Ms Swart 
 
COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 2ML/D SOLAR-POWERED 
SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN 
MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE 
 
The Application for Environmental Authorisation and the draft Scoping Report (SR) dated March 2025 and 
received by the Department on 10 March 2025, refer. 
 
This letter serves to inform you that the following information must be included to the final SR: 
 
(a) Specific Comments 
 


(i) The co-ordinates in the SR must be specific to each activity and infrastructure that is proposed on the 
site. The co-ordinates for each corner of the reverse osmosis and solar plant site, reservoir, beach 
boreholes, and the start, middle and end coordinates for the marine outfall pipelines, and water intake 
pipelines must be included in the report, i.e., we require that you provide us with the specific 
development footprints for each development parameter, and not an area outlining the entire site.  


(ii) Please provide a concise, but complete, summary and bullet list of the project description and associated 
infrastructure (or project scope). This must include a list of all development components and associated 
infrastructure. 


(iii) Kindly ensure the development footprints (hectares/square metres) and specifications of all proposed 
infrastructure and associated infrastructure during all phases are included in the final SR.  
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(iv) The final SR must clearly provide a detailed section which addresses the site sensitivity verification 
requirements where a specialist assessment is required but no specific assessment protocol has been 
prescribed, as well as the site sensitivity verification and minimum report content requirements for all 
specialist assessments undertaken, which was identified in the screening tool report. Kindly take note 
that this should be in the form of a report and should either confirm or dispute the sensitivity ratings for 
each theme identified by the screening tool report. Please refer to 1. Site sensitivity verification and 
minimum report content requirements of the Protocol document.  


(v) A motivation must be provided in the final SR as to why particular studies that were identified in the 
screening tool were not undertaken.  


(vi) Comments must be obtained from this Department’s Biodiversity Conservation Directorate at 
BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za. 


(vii) Page 214 of the draft SR refers to the preparation of a draft Environmental Impact Report, Environmental 
Management Programme, and Biodiversity Offset Report. Kindly confirm if a Biodiversity Offset Report 
will be included in the draft EIAr.  


(viii) The development proposes beach wells and marine outfall pipelines. Therefore, comments from this 
Department’s Oceans and Coast unit must be obtained to confirm whether approval is required from 
this unit since the proposed development will impact the marine environment. Find below the contact 
details for personnel at this Department’s Oceans and Coast Directorate: 
a) Name: Funanani Ditinti 


Telephone: 012 399 9847 
Email: fditinti@dffe.gov.za/ OCEIA@dffe.gov.za  


(ix) According to Figure 10 in the draft SR a section of the outfall alternative 3 pipeline falls within the Potters 
Pass Nature Reserve Area. Kindly note approval from the Management Authority in terms of the National 
Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003; Section 50 (5) for commercial and community 
activities in the National Park, and/or World Heritage Site may be required. Comments from this 
Department’s Protected Areas Directorate must be obtained to confirm whether Approval from the 
Management Authority in terms of the National Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003; 
Section 50 (5) is required. Find below the contact details for personnel at this Department’s Protected 
Areas Directorate: 
a) Name: Ms Mashudu Mudau  


Telephone no.: 012 399 9945 
Email: mamudau@dffe.gov.za; and 


b) Name: Thivhulawi Nethononda 
Telephone: 012 399 9553 
Email: Tnethononda@dffe.gov.za 


 
(b) Listed Activities 
 


(i) Kindly ensure all activities applied for in the Application Form and the final SR are applicable to the 
proposed development and are quoted correctly as per the EIA Regulations 2014, as amended. 


(ii) Please ensure that all relevant listed activities are applied for, are specific and that it can be linked to 
the development activity or infrastructure as described in the project description. 


(iii) The listed activities represented in the SR, and the Application Form must be the same and correct. 
(iv) If the activities applied for in the Application Form differ from those mentioned in the final SR, an 


amended Application Form must be submitted.  
(v) Please note that the Department’s application form template has been amended and can be downloaded 


from the following link https://www.dffe.gov.za/documents/forms. 
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(c) Layout & Sensitivity Maps 
 


(i) The final SR must provide coordinate points for the proposed development site (note that if the site has 
numerous bend points, at each bend point coordinates must be provided) as well as the start, middle 
and end point of all linear activities. 


(ii) Please provide a layout map which indicates the following: 
a) Reverse osmosis and solar plant site; 
b) Reservoir; 
c) Beach boreholes; 
d) Marine outfall pipelines; 
e) Water intake pipelines; 
f) Internal roads; 
g) All supporting onsite infrastructure such as laydown area, guard house and control room etc. (existing 


and proposed); 
h) All existing infrastructure on the site, especially railway lines and roads; and 
i) Buildings, including accommodation. 


(iii) Please provide an environmental sensitivity map which indicates the following: 
a) The location of sensitive environmental features identified on site, e.g. CBAs, protected areas, 


heritage sites, wetlands, drainage lines, nest and roosting sites, etc. that will be affected by the facility 
and its associated infrastructure; 


b) Buffer areas; and 
c) All “no-go” areas. 


(iv) The above layout map must be superimposed (overlain) with the sensitivity map and a cumulative map 
which shows neighbouring and existing infrastructure. 


(v) Google maps will not be accepted. 
 
(d) Alternatives 
 


(i) Please provide a description of any identified alternatives for the proposed activity that are feasible and 
reasonable, including the advantages and disadvantages that the proposed activity or alternatives will 
have on the environment and on the community that may be affected by the activity as per Appendix 2 
of GN R.982 of 2014 (as amended).  


(ii) Alternatively, you should submit written proof of an investigation and motivation if no reasonable or 
feasible alternatives exist in terms of Appendix 2. 


 
(e) Public Participation Process 
 


(i) Please ensure that comments from all relevant stakeholders are submitted to the Department with the 
final SR. This includes but is not limited to the Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development and 
Environmental Affairs, the Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, the South African Heritage Resources 
Agency (SAHRA) and the DFFE: Directorate Biodiversity and Conservation, DFFE: Directorate 
Protected Areas and DFFE: Directorate Oceans and Coast.   


(ii) Please ensure that all issues raised, and comments received during the circulation of the SR from 
registered I&APs and organs of state which have jurisdiction in respect of the proposed activity are 
adequately addressed in the final SR, including comments from this Department, and must be 
incorporated into a Comments and Response Report (CRR).  


(iii) Proof of correspondence with the various stakeholders must be included in the final SR. Should you be 
unable to obtain comments, proof should be submitted to the Department of the attempts that were 
made to obtain comments.  
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(iv) The Public Participation Process must be conducted in terms of Regulation 39, 40, 41, 42, 43 and 44 of 
the EIA Regulations 2014, as amended. 


(v) A comments and response trail report (C&R) must be submitted with the final SR. The C&R report must 
incorporate all historical comments for this development. The C&R report must be a separate document 
from the main report and the format must be in the table format as indicated in Annexure 1 of this 
comments letter. Please refrain from summarising comments made by I&APs. All comments from I&APs 
must be copied verbatim and responded to clearly. Please note that a response such as “Noted” is not 
regarded as an adequate response to I&AP’s comments. 


(vi) Minutes and attendance registers (where applicable) of any physical/virtual meetings held by the 
Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) with Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and other 
role players must be included in the final SR. 
 


(f) Specialist Assessments 
 


(i) The EAP must ensure that the terms of reference for all the identified specialist studies include the 
following: 
a) A detailed description of the study’s methodology; indication of the locations and descriptions of 


the development footprint and all other associated infrastructures that they have assessed and are 
recommending for authorisation.  


b) Provide a detailed description of all limitations to the studies. All specialist studies must be 
conducted in the right season and providing that as a limitation will not be allowed.  


c) Please note that the Department considers a ‘no-go’ area, as an area where no development of 
any infrastructure is allowed; therefore, no development of associated infrastructure including 
access roads is allowed in the ‘no-go’ areas.  


d) Should the specialist definition of ‘no-go’ area differ from the Department’s definition; this must be 
clearly indicated. The specialist must also indicate the ‘no-go’ area’s buffer if applicable. 


e) All specialist studies must be final, and provide detailed/practical mitigation measures for 
the preferred alternative and recommendations, and must not recommend further studies 
to be completed post EA.  


f) Should a specialist recommend specific mitigation measures, these must be clearly indicated.  
(ii) Should the appointed specialists specify contradicting recommendations, the EAP must clearly indicate 


the most reasonable recommendation and substantiate this with defendable reasons; and were 
necessary, include further expertise advice. 


(iii) Please ensure that all mitigation recommendations are in line with applicable and most recent 
guidelines.  


(iv) It is further brought to your attention that Procedures for the Assessment and Minimum Criteria for 
Reporting on identified Environmental Themes in terms of Sections 24(5)(a) and (h) and 44 of the 
National Environmental Management Act, 1998, when applying for Environmental Authorisation, which 
were promulgated in Government Notice No. 320 of 20 March 2020 (i.e. “the Protocols”), and in 
Government Notice No. 1150 of 30 October 2020 (i.e. protocols for terrestrial plant and animal species), 
have come into effect. Please note that specialist assessments must be conducted in accordance 
with these protocols.  


(v) As such, the Specialist Declaration of Interest forms must also indicate the scientific organisation 
registration/member number and status of registration/membership for each specialist.  


(vi) Please also ensure that the final SR includes the Site Verification Report as required by the relevant 
environmental themes and assessments. 


(vii) Please note further that the protocols, if applicable, require certain specialists’ to be SACNASP 
registered. Please ensure that the relevant specialist certificates are attached to the relevant reports. 
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(g) Cumulative Assessment 
 


(i) The cumulative impact assessment for all identified and assessed impacts must be refined to indicate 
the following: 
a) Identified cumulative impacts must be clearly defined, and where possible the size of the identified 


impact must be quantified and indicated, i.e. hectares of cumulatively transformed land.  
b) Detailed process flow and proof must be provided, to indicate how the specialist’s 


recommendations, mitigation measures and conclusions from the various similar developments in 
the area were taken into consideration in the assessment of cumulative impacts and when the 
conclusion and mitigation measures were drafted for this project. 


c) The cumulative impacts significance rating must also inform the need and desirability of the 
proposed development. 


d) A cumulative impact environmental statement on whether the proposed development must 
proceed. 


 
(h) General 
 
You are further reminded to comply with Regulation 21(1) of the NEMA EIA Regulations 2014, as amended, 
which states that:  
 
“If S&EIR must be applied to an application, the applicant must, within 44 days of receipt of the application by 
the competent authority, submit to the competent authority a scoping report which has been subjected to a public 
participation process of at least 30 days and which reflects the incorporation of comments received, including 
any comments of the competent authority” 
 
You are reminded that the final SR to be submitted to this Department must comply with all the requirements in 
terms of the scope of assessment and content of Scoping Reports in accordance with Appendix 2 and Regulation 
21(1) of the EIA Regulations 2014, as amended. 
 
Further note that in terms of Regulation 45 of the EIA Regulations 2014, as amended, this application will lapse 
if the applicant fails to meet any of the timeframes prescribed in terms of these Regulations, unless an extension 
has been granted in terms of Regulation 3(7). 
 
You are hereby reminded of Section 24F of the National Environmental Management Act,  
Act No. 107 of 1998, as amended, that no activity may commence prior to an Environmental Authorisation being 
granted by the Department. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Dr Sabelo Malaza 
Chief Director: Integrated Environmental Authorisations 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
Signed by: Mr Coenrad Agenbach 
Designation: Deputy Director: Prioritised Infrastructure Projects  
Date: 
 


cc. Ms Nosicelo Biyana Transnet SOC Ltd Email: Nosicelo.Biyana@transnet.net 


Mr Briant Noncembu Eastern Cape Department of Economic 
Development and Environmental Affairs 


Email: Briant.Noncembu@dedea.gov.za 


Ms Jane Gallo Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality Email: JaneG@buffalocity.gov.za 


08 April 2025
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Annexure 1 
 
Format for Comments and Response Report: 
 


Date of comment, format of 
comment name of 
organisation/I&AP,  


Comment Response from 
EAP/Applicant/Specialist 


27/03/2021 
Email 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries 
and the Environment: Prioritised 
Infrastructure Projects (Joe Soap) 


Please record C&R trail report in 
this format. 
 
 
Please update the contact 
details of the provincial 
environmental authority. 


EAP: (Noted)The C&R trail report 
has been updated into the desired 
format, see Appendix K. 


 
EAP: Details of provincial authority 
have been updated, see page 16 of 
the Application form. 
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DFFE Reference: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675 

Enquiries: Ms Trisha Pillay 
Telephone: (012) 399 9406 E-mail: TPillay@dffe.gov.za    

 
Ms Cheruscha Swart 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 
Suite 8, Steenberg House 
Silverwood Cl 
Steenberg Office Park 
Tokai 
CAPE TOWN 
7945 
 
Telephone Number: (021) 701 3420 
Email Address:  cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za 
 
PER EMAIL 
 
Dear Ms Swart 
 
COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT SCOPING REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 2ML/D SOLAR-POWERED 
SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY METROPOLITAN 
MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE 
 
The Application for Environmental Authorisation and the draft Scoping Report (SR) dated March 2025 and 
received by the Department on 10 March 2025, refer. 
 
This letter serves to inform you that the following information must be included to the final SR: 
 
(a) Specific Comments 
 

(i) The co-ordinates in the SR must be specific to each activity and infrastructure that is proposed on the 
site. The co-ordinates for each corner of the reverse osmosis and solar plant site, reservoir, beach 
boreholes, and the start, middle and end coordinates for the marine outfall pipelines, and water intake 
pipelines must be included in the report, i.e., we require that you provide us with the specific 
development footprints for each development parameter, and not an area outlining the entire site.  

(ii) Please provide a concise, but complete, summary and bullet list of the project description and associated 
infrastructure (or project scope). This must include a list of all development components and associated 
infrastructure. 

(iii) Kindly ensure the development footprints (hectares/square metres) and specifications of all proposed 
infrastructure and associated infrastructure during all phases are included in the final SR.  
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(iv) The final SR must clearly provide a detailed section which addresses the site sensitivity verification 
requirements where a specialist assessment is required but no specific assessment protocol has been 
prescribed, as well as the site sensitivity verification and minimum report content requirements for all 
specialist assessments undertaken, which was identified in the screening tool report. Kindly take note 
that this should be in the form of a report and should either confirm or dispute the sensitivity ratings for 
each theme identified by the screening tool report. Please refer to 1. Site sensitivity verification and 
minimum report content requirements of the Protocol document.  

(v) A motivation must be provided in the final SR as to why particular studies that were identified in the 
screening tool were not undertaken.  

(vi) Comments must be obtained from this Department’s Biodiversity Conservation Directorate at 
BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za. 

(vii) Page 214 of the draft SR refers to the preparation of a draft Environmental Impact Report, Environmental 
Management Programme, and Biodiversity Offset Report. Kindly confirm if a Biodiversity Offset Report 
will be included in the draft EIAr.  

(viii) The development proposes beach wells and marine outfall pipelines. Therefore, comments from this 
Department’s Oceans and Coast unit must be obtained to confirm whether approval is required from 
this unit since the proposed development will impact the marine environment. Find below the contact 
details for personnel at this Department’s Oceans and Coast Directorate: 
a) Name: Funanani Ditinti 

Telephone: 012 399 9847 
Email: fditinti@dffe.gov.za/ OCEIA@dffe.gov.za  

(ix) According to Figure 10 in the draft SR a section of the outfall alternative 3 pipeline falls within the Potters 
Pass Nature Reserve Area. Kindly note approval from the Management Authority in terms of the National 
Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003; Section 50 (5) for commercial and community 
activities in the National Park, and/or World Heritage Site may be required. Comments from this 
Department’s Protected Areas Directorate must be obtained to confirm whether Approval from the 
Management Authority in terms of the National Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003; 
Section 50 (5) is required. Find below the contact details for personnel at this Department’s Protected 
Areas Directorate: 
a) Name: Ms Mashudu Mudau  

Telephone no.: 012 399 9945 
Email: mamudau@dffe.gov.za; and 

b) Name: Thivhulawi Nethononda 
Telephone: 012 399 9553 
Email: Tnethononda@dffe.gov.za 

 
(b) Listed Activities 
 

(i) Kindly ensure all activities applied for in the Application Form and the final SR are applicable to the 
proposed development and are quoted correctly as per the EIA Regulations 2014, as amended. 

(ii) Please ensure that all relevant listed activities are applied for, are specific and that it can be linked to 
the development activity or infrastructure as described in the project description. 

(iii) The listed activities represented in the SR, and the Application Form must be the same and correct. 
(iv) If the activities applied for in the Application Form differ from those mentioned in the final SR, an 

amended Application Form must be submitted.  
(v) Please note that the Department’s application form template has been amended and can be downloaded 

from the following link https://www.dffe.gov.za/documents/forms. 
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(c) Layout & Sensitivity Maps 
 

(i) The final SR must provide coordinate points for the proposed development site (note that if the site has 
numerous bend points, at each bend point coordinates must be provided) as well as the start, middle 
and end point of all linear activities. 

(ii) Please provide a layout map which indicates the following: 
a) Reverse osmosis and solar plant site; 
b) Reservoir; 
c) Beach boreholes; 
d) Marine outfall pipelines; 
e) Water intake pipelines; 
f) Internal roads; 
g) All supporting onsite infrastructure such as laydown area, guard house and control room etc. (existing 

and proposed); 
h) All existing infrastructure on the site, especially railway lines and roads; and 
i) Buildings, including accommodation. 

(iii) Please provide an environmental sensitivity map which indicates the following: 
a) The location of sensitive environmental features identified on site, e.g. CBAs, protected areas, 

heritage sites, wetlands, drainage lines, nest and roosting sites, etc. that will be affected by the facility 
and its associated infrastructure; 

b) Buffer areas; and 
c) All “no-go” areas. 

(iv) The above layout map must be superimposed (overlain) with the sensitivity map and a cumulative map 
which shows neighbouring and existing infrastructure. 

(v) Google maps will not be accepted. 
 
(d) Alternatives 
 

(i) Please provide a description of any identified alternatives for the proposed activity that are feasible and 
reasonable, including the advantages and disadvantages that the proposed activity or alternatives will 
have on the environment and on the community that may be affected by the activity as per Appendix 2 
of GN R.982 of 2014 (as amended).  

(ii) Alternatively, you should submit written proof of an investigation and motivation if no reasonable or 
feasible alternatives exist in terms of Appendix 2. 

 
(e) Public Participation Process 
 

(i) Please ensure that comments from all relevant stakeholders are submitted to the Department with the 
final SR. This includes but is not limited to the Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development and 
Environmental Affairs, the Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, the South African Heritage Resources 
Agency (SAHRA) and the DFFE: Directorate Biodiversity and Conservation, DFFE: Directorate 
Protected Areas and DFFE: Directorate Oceans and Coast.   

(ii) Please ensure that all issues raised, and comments received during the circulation of the SR from 
registered I&APs and organs of state which have jurisdiction in respect of the proposed activity are 
adequately addressed in the final SR, including comments from this Department, and must be 
incorporated into a Comments and Response Report (CRR).  

(iii) Proof of correspondence with the various stakeholders must be included in the final SR. Should you be 
unable to obtain comments, proof should be submitted to the Department of the attempts that were 
made to obtain comments.  
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(iv) The Public Participation Process must be conducted in terms of Regulation 39, 40, 41, 42, 43 and 44 of 
the EIA Regulations 2014, as amended. 

(v) A comments and response trail report (C&R) must be submitted with the final SR. The C&R report must 
incorporate all historical comments for this development. The C&R report must be a separate document 
from the main report and the format must be in the table format as indicated in Annexure 1 of this 
comments letter. Please refrain from summarising comments made by I&APs. All comments from I&APs 
must be copied verbatim and responded to clearly. Please note that a response such as “Noted” is not 
regarded as an adequate response to I&AP’s comments. 

(vi) Minutes and attendance registers (where applicable) of any physical/virtual meetings held by the 
Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) with Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and other 
role players must be included in the final SR. 
 

(f) Specialist Assessments 
 

(i) The EAP must ensure that the terms of reference for all the identified specialist studies include the 
following: 
a) A detailed description of the study’s methodology; indication of the locations and descriptions of 

the development footprint and all other associated infrastructures that they have assessed and are 
recommending for authorisation.  

b) Provide a detailed description of all limitations to the studies. All specialist studies must be 
conducted in the right season and providing that as a limitation will not be allowed.  

c) Please note that the Department considers a ‘no-go’ area, as an area where no development of 
any infrastructure is allowed; therefore, no development of associated infrastructure including 
access roads is allowed in the ‘no-go’ areas.  

d) Should the specialist definition of ‘no-go’ area differ from the Department’s definition; this must be 
clearly indicated. The specialist must also indicate the ‘no-go’ area’s buffer if applicable. 

e) All specialist studies must be final, and provide detailed/practical mitigation measures for 
the preferred alternative and recommendations, and must not recommend further studies 
to be completed post EA.  

f) Should a specialist recommend specific mitigation measures, these must be clearly indicated.  
(ii) Should the appointed specialists specify contradicting recommendations, the EAP must clearly indicate 

the most reasonable recommendation and substantiate this with defendable reasons; and were 
necessary, include further expertise advice. 

(iii) Please ensure that all mitigation recommendations are in line with applicable and most recent 
guidelines.  

(iv) It is further brought to your attention that Procedures for the Assessment and Minimum Criteria for 
Reporting on identified Environmental Themes in terms of Sections 24(5)(a) and (h) and 44 of the 
National Environmental Management Act, 1998, when applying for Environmental Authorisation, which 
were promulgated in Government Notice No. 320 of 20 March 2020 (i.e. “the Protocols”), and in 
Government Notice No. 1150 of 30 October 2020 (i.e. protocols for terrestrial plant and animal species), 
have come into effect. Please note that specialist assessments must be conducted in accordance 
with these protocols.  

(v) As such, the Specialist Declaration of Interest forms must also indicate the scientific organisation 
registration/member number and status of registration/membership for each specialist.  

(vi) Please also ensure that the final SR includes the Site Verification Report as required by the relevant 
environmental themes and assessments. 

(vii) Please note further that the protocols, if applicable, require certain specialists’ to be SACNASP 
registered. Please ensure that the relevant specialist certificates are attached to the relevant reports. 
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(g) Cumulative Assessment 
 

(i) The cumulative impact assessment for all identified and assessed impacts must be refined to indicate 
the following: 
a) Identified cumulative impacts must be clearly defined, and where possible the size of the identified 

impact must be quantified and indicated, i.e. hectares of cumulatively transformed land.  
b) Detailed process flow and proof must be provided, to indicate how the specialist’s 

recommendations, mitigation measures and conclusions from the various similar developments in 
the area were taken into consideration in the assessment of cumulative impacts and when the 
conclusion and mitigation measures were drafted for this project. 

c) The cumulative impacts significance rating must also inform the need and desirability of the 
proposed development. 

d) A cumulative impact environmental statement on whether the proposed development must 
proceed. 

 
(h) General 
 
You are further reminded to comply with Regulation 21(1) of the NEMA EIA Regulations 2014, as amended, 
which states that:  
 
“If S&EIR must be applied to an application, the applicant must, within 44 days of receipt of the application by 
the competent authority, submit to the competent authority a scoping report which has been subjected to a public 
participation process of at least 30 days and which reflects the incorporation of comments received, including 
any comments of the competent authority” 
 
You are reminded that the final SR to be submitted to this Department must comply with all the requirements in 
terms of the scope of assessment and content of Scoping Reports in accordance with Appendix 2 and Regulation 
21(1) of the EIA Regulations 2014, as amended. 
 
Further note that in terms of Regulation 45 of the EIA Regulations 2014, as amended, this application will lapse 
if the applicant fails to meet any of the timeframes prescribed in terms of these Regulations, unless an extension 
has been granted in terms of Regulation 3(7). 
 
You are hereby reminded of Section 24F of the National Environmental Management Act,  
Act No. 107 of 1998, as amended, that no activity may commence prior to an Environmental Authorisation being 
granted by the Department. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Dr Sabelo Malaza 
Chief Director: Integrated Environmental Authorisations 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
Signed by: Mr Coenrad Agenbach 
Designation: Deputy Director: Prioritised Infrastructure Projects  
Date: 
 

cc. Ms Nosicelo Biyana Transnet SOC Ltd Email: Nosicelo.Biyana@transnet.net 

Mr Briant Noncembu Eastern Cape Department of Economic 
Development and Environmental Affairs 

Email: Briant.Noncembu@dedea.gov.za 

Ms Jane Gallo Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality Email: JaneG@buffalocity.gov.za 

08 April 2025
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Annexure 1 
 
Format for Comments and Response Report: 
 

Date of comment, format of 
comment name of 
organisation/I&AP,  

Comment Response from 
EAP/Applicant/Specialist 

27/03/2021 
Email 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries 
and the Environment: Prioritised 
Infrastructure Projects (Joe Soap) 

Please record C&R trail report in 
this format. 
 
 
Please update the contact 
details of the provincial 
environmental authority. 

EAP: (Noted)The C&R trail report 
has been updated into the desired 
format, see Appendix K. 

 
EAP: Details of provincial authority 
have been updated, see page 16 of 
the Application form. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 



From: Tabisile Mhlana
To: Cheruscha Swart; OCEIA
Cc: Adv. Radia Razack; Yazeed Peterson; ORVPermitting; Sibusiso Mbethe; Ryan Peter; Nontsasa Tonjeni
Subject: RE: Notification of Submission of Final Scoping Report to DFFE for Review: DFFE EA Ref no:

14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Wednesday, 16 April 2025 14:49:02

Good day, Cheruscha,
 
I trust this email finds you well.
 
This serves to acknowledge receipt of the Final Scoping Report for the proposed
development. As an Interested and Affected Party (I&AP), the Branch: Oceans & Coasts will
review the report, and any comments we may have will be submitted to both the
Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and the Competent Authority.
 
For subsequent reports, this Branch will continue to review and provide comments, as
necessary. Should a site inspection be required, the assigned case officer will liaise with
the EAP to arrange a suitable date for the visit.
 
For any future consultations or coastal development-related applications, please direct
correspondence to: OCEIA@dffe.gov.za.
 
Kind Regards
Tabisile Mhlana
Dept, Forestry, Fisheries & the Environment
Oceans And Coasts -
Coastal Development & Protection .
Tel: 021 4937049
Cell:0614863177
Email: tmhlana@dffe.gov.za
 
 
 
From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Wednesday, 16 April 2025 14:36
To: Adv. Radia Razack <RRazack@dffe.gov.za>; Yazeed Peterson <YPeterson@dffe.gov.za>;
Tabisile Mhlana <tmhlana@dffe.gov.za>; ORVPermitting <ORVPermitting@dffe.gov.za>;
mhlana@dffe.gov.za; Funanani Tsiwana <FTsiwana@dffe.gov.za>; OCEIA <OCEIA@dffe.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: Notification of Submission of Final Scoping Report to DFFE for Review: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Dear Stakeholder / Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: SUBMISSION OF FINAL SCOPING REPORT TO DFFE FOR REVIEW

DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
 

mailto:tmhlana@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:OCEIA@dffe.gov.za
mailto:RRazack@dffe.gov.za
mailto:YPeterson@dffe.gov.za
mailto:ORVPermitting@dffe.gov.za
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This serves to notify you that the Final Scoping Report for the proposed 2
Megalitre per Day (MLD) Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant in the Port of
East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province has
been submitted to the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment
(DFFE) for review and consideration.
 
The Final Scoping Report, including all supporting appendices, is available for
download on Anchor Environmental Consultants website:
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents
 
Process Summary:
Transnet SOC Limited (Transnet National Ports Authority) proposes to construct
and operate the desalination plant within the Port of East London. Anchor
Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was appointed to undertake the Scoping
and Environmental Impact Assessment (S&EIA) process required in terms of
environmental legislation.  A Draft Scoping Report was made available for
public comment from 11 March to 10 April 2025. All comments received have
been considered, and responses compiled into a Comments and Responses
Report, submitted alongside the Final Scoping Report to DFFE.
 
We will continue to keep you informed of any further developments and
opportunities for participation as the process progresses.
 
To register as an Interested and Affected Party (I&AP) or for further information,
please contact:
 
Ms Cheruscha Swart
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd
Tel: 021 701 3420
Email: cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za
 
EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
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Interim Comment
In terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999)

SCOPING &amp; ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (S&amp;EIA) FOR THE PROPOSED 2ML/D
SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO
CITY METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE, BY TRANSNET NATIONAL PORTS
AUTHORITY
Province(s): Offshore
Transnet SOC Limited - Division Transnet National Ports Authority
Transnet SOC Limited - Division Transnet National Ports Authority
East London Port
Hely Hutchinson Road, Quigney
East London
5211
 

Transnet (SOC) Ltd (division Transnet National Ports Authority (TNPA)) is proposing to construct a 2Ml/day
solar powered reverse osmosis desalination plant on the harbour of Port of East London; East London; Buffalo
City Metropolitan Municipality of the Eastern Cape Province. Saline water will be abstracted, either using
beach wells (beach boreholes) and land-based boreholes near the marine environment, or directly from the
ocean via a direct intake pipeline. The plant will consist of an intake pump station, beach well and intake
pipeline, and effluent pipeline. There are 3 proposed alternatives and plant, 4 for the pipelines. The
desalinated water will be stored in a 1ML tank before use by TNPA.

Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd has been appointed to undertake a Scoping and Environmental
Impact Assessment (S&EIA) application process in terms of the National Environmental Management Act, 28
of 1998) (as amended), for listed activities in the 2014 NEMA EIA Regulations as amended. A draft Scoping
Report contains an archaeology and palaeontology section and states that the overall heritage significance is
low, however the heritage reports have not been submitted to SAHRA for commenting. 

Interim Comment

The SAHRA Development Applications Unit (DAU) notes that a Maritime and Underwater Cultural Heritage
Impact Assessment (MUCHIA) and Palaeontological Impact Assessment (PIA) has already been
commissioned and carried out, however, we require the submission of said reports to SAHRA along with the

0

PROPOSED 2ML/D SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN
THE PORT OF EAST LONDON

Enquiries: Nokukhanya Khumalo Date: Friday, 25 April, 2025

Tel: 021 462 4502

Email: nkhumalo@sahra.org.za

Case ID: 24752



 

 

 

draft EIA report before providing further comments on the proposed development.

Further comments will be issued upon receipt of the above requested reports.

Should you have any further queries, please contact the designated official using the case number quoted
above in the case header.

Yours faithfully

 
________________________________________
Nokukhanya Khumalo
Senior Heritage Officer
South African Heritage Resources Agency

 
________________________________________
Natasha Higgitt
Manager: Development Applications Unit
South African Heritage Resources Agency
Terms & Conditions:

1. This approval does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining local authority approval or any other necessary approval for
proposed work.

2. If any heritage resources, including graves or human remains, are encountered they must be reported to SAHRA immediately.
3. SAHRA reserves the right to request additional information as required.

0
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Enquiries: Nokukhanya Khumalo Date: Friday, 25 April, 2025
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Email: nkhumalo@sahra.org.za

Case ID: 24752
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From: Jacoline Mans
To: Zinzile Mtotywa
Cc: Cheruscha Swart
Subject: FW: Notification of Submission of Final Scoping Report to DFFE for Review: DFFE EA Ref no:

14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Monday, 28 April 2025 15:23:36

Hi Zinzile
 
Not sure if you are aware of this application in the Eastern Cape Province.
 
Regards, Jacoline
 
From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2025 2:39 PM
To: Yvonne Mokadi <ymokadi@dffe.gov.za>; Bonke Bangani <BBangani@dffe.gov.za>; Jacoline
Mans <Jmans@dffe.gov.za>; STasana@dffe.gov.za; Thandeka Mbambo
<TMbambo@dffe.gov.za>; Julliet Mahlangu <JMMahlangu@dffe.gov.za>; Makhosi Yeni
<MYeni@dffe.gov.za>; Olivia Letlalo <OLetlalo@dffe.gov.za>; Mahlatse Shubane
<MSHUBANE@dffe.gov.za>; lmlilo@dffe.gov.za; Peter Lukey <PLUKEY@dffe.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: Notification of Submission of Final Scoping Report to DFFE for Review: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Dear Stakeholder / Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: SUBMISSION OF FINAL SCOPING REPORT TO DFFE FOR REVIEW

DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
 
This serves to notify you that the Final Scoping Report for the proposed 2
Megalitre per Day (MLD) Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant in the Port of
East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province has
been submitted to the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment
(DFFE) for review and consideration.
 
The Final Scoping Report, including all supporting appendices, is available for
download on Anchor Environmental Consultants website:
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents
 
Process Summary:
Transnet SOC Limited (Transnet National Ports Authority) proposes to construct
and operate the desalination plant within the Port of East London. Anchor
Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was appointed to undertake the Scoping
and Environmental Impact Assessment (S&EIA) process required in terms of
environmental legislation.  A Draft Scoping Report was made available for
public comment from 11 March to 10 April 2025. All comments received have
been considered, and responses compiled into a Comments and Responses
Report, submitted alongside the Final Scoping Report to DFFE.
 
We will continue to keep you informed of any further developments and
opportunities for participation as the process progresses.

mailto:Jmans@dffe.gov.za
mailto:zmtotywa@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents


 
To register as an Interested and Affected Party (I&AP) or for further information,
please contact:
 
Ms Cheruscha Swart
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd
Tel: 021 701 3420
Email: cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za
 
EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
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From: BC Admin
To: Cheruscha Swart
Cc: MMatlala Rabothata; Khuliso KKP. Khomari; Nompumelelo Lekalakala; Nompumelelo Lekalakala
Subject: RE: Notification of Submission of Final Scoping Report to DFFE for Review: DFFE EA Ref no:

14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
Date: Tuesday, 29 April 2025 12:49:33
Attachments: image002.png

Dear Sir/Madam
 
DFFE Directorate: Biodiversity Conservation hereby acknowledge receipt of the invitation
on the 16 April 2025 to review and comment on the project mentioned on the subject line.
Kindly note that the project has been allocated to Mrs M Rabothata and Ms Khuliso
Khomari (Copied on this email). In addition, kindly share the shapefiles of the development
footprints/application site with the Case Officers.
 
Please note: All Public Participation Process documents related to Biodiversity EIA review
and any other Biodiversity EIA queries must be submitted to the Directorate: Biodiversity
Conservation at Email: BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za  for attention of Mr Seoka Lekota
 
 

Lindiwe Victoria Dlamini
 
Directorate: Biodiversity Mainstreaming and EIA
Branch: Biodiversity and Conservation
473 Steve Biko Road|Private Bag X477|Pretoria|001
Cell: 0606295852|Email: lvdlamini@dffe.gov.za
Website:www.environment.gov.za
 
From: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za> 
Sent: Wednesday, 16 April 2025 14:33
To: BC Admin <bcadmin@dffe.gov.za>; Rofhiwa Magodi <RMagodi@dffe.gov.za>; Tshwanelo
Leballo <tleballo@dffe.gov.za>; Thivhulawi Nethononda <TNETHONONDA@dffe.gov.za>;
Mashudu Mudau <MaMudau@dffe.gov.za>; essop@dffe.gov.za; Mashudu Mudau
<MaMudau@dffe.gov.za>; Portia Makitla <PMakitla@dffe.gov.za>; Khorommbi Matibe
<KMatibe@dffe.gov.za>; Sydney Nkosi <shnkosi@dffe.gov.za>; tmakholela@dffe.gov.za; BC
Admin <bcadmin@dffe.gov.za>; Lindiwe Victoria Dlamini <LVDlamini@dffe.gov.za>; MMatlala
Rabothata <MRABOTHATA@dffe.gov.za>; Nompumelelo Lekalakala <NLekalakala@dffe.gov.za>;
Khorommbi Matibe <KMatibe@dffe.gov.za>
Cc: Cheruscha Swart <cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za>
Subject: Notification of Submission of Final Scoping Report to DFFE for Review: DFFE EA Ref no:
14/12/16/3/3/2/2675

 
Dear Stakeholder / Interested and Affected Party,
 
RE: SUBMISSION OF FINAL SCOPING REPORT TO DFFE FOR REVIEW

mailto:bcadmin@dffe.gov.za
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:MRABOTHATA@dffe.gov.za
mailto:KKhomari@dffe.gov.za
mailto:NLekalakala@dffe.gov.za
mailto:NLekalakala@dffe.gov.za
mailto:BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za
mailto:lvdlamini@dffe.gov.za

Kindregardt,





DFFE EA Application Reference Number: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675
 
This serves to notify you that the Final Scoping Report for the proposed 2
Megalitre per Day (MLD) Solar Powered Seawater Desalination Plant in the Port of
East London, Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, Eastern Cape Province has
been submitted to the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment
(DFFE) for review and consideration.
 
The Final Scoping Report, including all supporting appendices, is available for
download on Anchor Environmental Consultants website:
https://anchorenvironmental.co.za/public-documents
 
Process Summary:
Transnet SOC Limited (Transnet National Ports Authority) proposes to construct
and operate the desalination plant within the Port of East London. Anchor
Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd was appointed to undertake the Scoping
and Environmental Impact Assessment (S&EIA) process required in terms of
environmental legislation.  A Draft Scoping Report was made available for
public comment from 11 March to 10 April 2025. All comments received have
been considered, and responses compiled into a Comments and Responses
Report, submitted alongside the Final Scoping Report to DFFE.
 
We will continue to keep you informed of any further developments and
opportunities for participation as the process progresses.
 
To register as an Interested and Affected Party (I&AP) or for further information,
please contact:
 
Ms Cheruscha Swart
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd
Tel: 021 701 3420
Email: cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za
 
EAPASA Reg no.2021/3298
Pr.Sci.Nat. 155305
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                     No.17 Commissioner Street, 2nd Floor Old Elco Building, 
                        Telephone: 043 492 1940/1/2 
                      Website: www.ecphra.org.za 

 

PROJECT:  PROPOSED 2ML/D SOLAR POWERED SEAWATER DESALINATION 

PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY 

METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY. 

 
 
SAHRIS CASE ID: 24725 
Enquiries:  Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama 

Date:   2025/05/28 
Email:   ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za 

 

Consultants:  Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 
Contact Person:  Ms Cheruscha Swart 
Email  cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za / info@anchorenvironmental.co.za 
Tel:    021 701 3420 

 

BACKGROUND 
The case has been seen by the committee in March 2025 where a Heritage Impact 
Assessment (AIA & PIA) and a desktop Maritime Underwater Cultural heritage (MUCH) 
assessment, were requested. 
 

ECPHRA (Eastern Cape Provincial Heritage Authority) COMMENTS in terms of 
Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999). 

This case was tabled at the Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorites (APM) 
Committee meeting held on 19 May 2025. 

 
 
ECPHRA Interim Comment: 
ECPHRA will await the previously requested HIA reports (incl. archaeological, maritime 
and paleontological), in a formal letter dated (2025/04/04).  This will inform the ECPHRA 
final comment, according to the NHRA Section 38(4). 
 
 

 

Mr. Azola Mkosana 
ECPHRA: Manager 

http://www.ecphra.org.za/
mailto:cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za
mailto:cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za


   

 



 
 
Private Bag X447, Pretoria, 0001, Environment House, 473 Steve Biko Road, Pretoria, 0002 Tel: +27 12 399 9000, Fax: +27 86 625 1042 

  
 
  

 
Batho pele- putting people first 
The processing of personal information by the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment is done lawfully and not excessive to 
the purpose of processing in compliance with the POPI Act, any codes of conduct issued by the Information Regulator in terms of the POPI 
Act and / or relevant legislation providing appropriate security safeguards for the processing of personal information of others. 
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DFFE Reference: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2675 

Enquiries: Trisha Pillay 
Telephone: (012) 310 9406 E-mail: TPillay@dffe.gov.za 

 
Ms Cheruscha Swart 
Anchor Environmental Consultants (Pty) Ltd 
Suite 8, Steenberg House 
Silverwood Cl 
Steenberg Office Park 
Tokai 
CAPE TOWN 
7945 
 
Telephone Number: (021) 701 3420 
Email Address:  cher@anchorenvironmental.co.za 
 
PER EMAIL 
 
Dear Ms Swart 
 
ACCEPTANCE OF THE SCOPING REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 2ML/D SOLAR-POWERED 
SEAWATER DESALINATION PLANT IN THE PORT OF EAST LONDON, BUFFALO CITY 
METROPOLITAN MUNICIPALITY, EASTERN CAPE PROVINCE  
 
The final Scoping Report (SR) and the Plan of Study for Environmental Impact Assessment dated  
April 2025 and received by the Department on 14 April 2025, refer.  
 
The Department has evaluated the submitted final SR and the Plan of Study for Environmental Impact 
Assessment dated April 2025 and is satisfied that the documents comply with the minimum requirements 
of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014, as amended. The final SR is hereby 
accepted by the Department in terms of Regulation 22(1)(a) of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended.   
 
You may proceed with the environmental impact assessment process in accordance with the tasks 
contemplated in the Plan of Study for Environmental Impact Assessment as required in terms of the EIA 
Regulations, 2014, as amended. 
 
In addition, the following amendments and additional information are required for the Environmental 
Impact Assessment report (EIAr): 
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(a) Specific Comments 
 

(i) The co-ordinates in the draft EIAr must be specific to each activity and infrastructure that is 
proposed on the site. The co-ordinates for each corner of the reverse osmosis and solar plant 
site, reservoir, beach boreholes, and the start, middle and end coordinates for the marine outfall 
pipelines, and water intake pipelines must be included in the report, i.e., we require that you 
provide us with the specific development footprints for each development parameter, and not an 
area outlining the entire site. 

(ii) Please provide a concise, but complete, summary and bullet list of the project description and 
associated infrastructure (or project scope). This must include a list of all development 
components and associated infrastructure. 

(iii) Kindly ensure the development footprints (hectares/square metres) and specifications of all 
proposed infrastructure and associated infrastructure during all phases are included in the draft 
EIAr.  

(iv) The draft EIAr must clearly provide a detailed section which addresses the site sensitivity 
verification requirements where a specialist assessment is required but no specific assessment 
protocol has been prescribed, as well as the site sensitivity verification and minimum report 
content requirements for all specialist assessments undertaken, which was identified in the 
screening tool report. Kindly take note that this should be in the form of a report and should either 
confirm or dispute the sensitivity ratings for each theme identified by the screening tool report. 
Please refer to 1. Site sensitivity verification and minimum report content requirements of the 
Protocol document.  

(v) A motivation must be provided in the draft EIAr as to why particular studies that were identified 
in the screening tool were not undertaken. 

(vi) According to page 10 of the final SR in Table 2, reference is made to a “powerline to the preferred 
site.” No other information pertaining to this powerline is provided in the final SR or indicated on 
the layout maps. Please provide information relating to the powerline, is it an existing powerline 
or would a new powerline be constructed. What is the kilovolts that would be transmitted or 
distributed?  

(vii) Comments must be obtained from this Department’s Biodiversity Conservation Directorate at 
BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za. 

(viii) The development proposes beach wells and marine outfall pipelines. Therefore, comments from 
this Department’s Oceans and Coast unit must be obtained to confirm whether approval is 
required from this unit since the proposed development will impact the marine environment. Find 
below the contact details for personnel at this Department’s Oceans and Coast Directorate: 
a) Name: Funanani Ditinti 

Telephone: 012 399 9847 
Email: fditinti@dffe.gov.za/ OCEIA@dffe.gov.za  

(ix) According to Figure 10 in the final SR a section of the outfall alternative 3 pipeline falls within the 
Potters Pass Nature Reserve Area. Kindly note approval from the Management Authority in terms 
of the National Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003; Section 50 (5) for 
commercial and community activities in the National Park, and/or World Heritage Site may be 
required. Comments from this Department’s Protected Areas Directorate must be obtained to 
confirm whether Approval from the Management Authority in terms of the National Environmental 
Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003; Section 50 (5) is required. Find below the contact 
details for personnel at this Department’s Protected Areas Directorate: 
a) Name: Ms Mashudu Mudau  

Telephone no.: 012 399 9945 
Email: mamudau@dffe.gov.za; and 

b) Name: Thivhulawi Nethononda 
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Telephone: 012 399 9553 
Email: Tnethononda@dffe.gov.za 

 
(b) Listed Activities 

 
(i) Please ensure that all relevant listed activities are applied for, are specific and that it can be 

linked to the development activity or infrastructure as described in the project description. 
(ii) The EIAr must provide an assessment of the impacts and mitigation measures for each of the 

listed activities applied for. 
(iii) The listed activities represented in the EIAr and the application form must be the same and 

correct. 
(iv) The EIAr must assess the correct sub listed activity for each listed activity applied for. 

 
(c) Layout & Sensitivity Maps 
 

(i) The draft EIAr must provide coordinate points for the proposed development site (note that if the 
site has numerous bend points, at each bend point coordinates must be provided) as well as the 
start, middle and end point of all linear activities. 

(ii) Please provide a layout map which indicates the following: 
a) Reverse osmosis and solar plant site; 
b) Reservoir; 
c) Beach boreholes; 
d) Marine outfall pipelines; 
e) Water intake pipelines; 
f) Internal roads; 
g) All supporting onsite infrastructure such as laydown area, guard house and control room etc. 

(existing and proposed); 
h) All existing infrastructure on the site, especially railway lines and roads; and 
i) Buildings, including accommodation. 

(iii) Please provide an environmental sensitivity map which indicates the following: 
a) The location of sensitive environmental features identified on site, e.g. CBAs, protected areas, 

heritage sites, wetlands, drainage lines, nest and roosting sites, etc. that will be affected by 
the facility and its associated infrastructure; 

b) Buffer areas; and 
c) All “no-go” areas. 

(iv) The above layout map must be superimposed (overlain) with the sensitivity map and a cumulative 
map which shows neighbouring and existing infrastructure. 

(v) Google maps will not be accepted. 
 
(d) Alternatives 
 

(i) Please provide a description of any identified alternatives for the proposed activity that are 
feasible and reasonable, including the advantages and disadvantages that the proposed activity 
or alternatives will have on the environment and on the community that may be affected by the 
activity as per Appendix 2 of GN R.982 of 2014 (as amended).  

(ii) Alternatively, you should submit written proof of an investigation and motivation if no reasonable 
or feasible alternatives exist in terms of Appendix 2. 
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(e) Public Participation 
 

(i) The Public Participation Process must be conducted in terms of Regulation 39, 40, 41, 42, 43 
and 44 of the EIA Regulations, 2014, as amended.  

(ii) Comments must be obtained from this Department’s Biodiversity Conservation Directorate at 
BCAdmin@dffe.gov.za. 

(iii) Please ensure that comments from all relevant stakeholders are submitted to the Department 
with the EIAr. This includes but is not limited to the to Eastern Cape Department of Economic 
Development and Environmental Affairs, the Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality, the Eastern 
Cape Provincial Heritage Resources Authority (ECPHRA), and the DFFE: Directorate 
Biodiversity and Conservation, DFFE: Directorate Protected Areas and DFFE: Directorate 
Oceans and Coast.   

(iv) Please ensure that all issues raised and comments received during the circulation of the draft 
SR and draft EIAr from registered Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and organs of state 
(including this Department’s Biodiversity and Protected Area Sections), as listed in your I&APs 
Database, and others that have jurisdiction in respect of the proposed activity are adequately 
addressed and included in the final EIAr and are incorporated into a Comments and Response 
Report (CRR). 

(v) Copies of original comments received from I&APs and organs of state, which have jurisdiction 
in respect of the proposed activity must be submitted to the Department with the final EIAr.  

(vi) Proof of correspondence with the various stakeholders must be included in the final EIAr. 
Should you be unable to obtain comments, proof should be submitted to the Department of the 
attempts that were made to obtain comments. In terms of Regulation 41(2)(b) of the EIA 
Regulations, 2014, as amended, please provide proof of written notice for the availability of the 
EIAr for comment.  

(vii) The CRR report must be a separate document from the main report and the format must be in 
the table format as indicated in Annexure 1 of this comments letter.  

(viii) Please refrain from summarising comments made by I&APs. All comments from I&APs must 
be copied verbatim and responded to clearly. Please note that a response such as “noted” is 
not regarded as an adequate response to I&APs’ comments. 

(ix) Comments from I&APs must not be split and arranged into categories. Comments from each 
submission must be responded to individually.  

(x) Minutes and attendance registers (where applicable) of any physical/virtual meetings held by 
the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) with Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) 
and other role players must be included in the final EIAr.  

 
(f) Specialist assessments 
 

(i) The EAP must ensure that the terms of reference for all the identified specialist studies must 
include the following: 
a) A detailed description of the study’s methodology; indication of the locations and 

descriptions of the development footprint, and all other associated infrastructures that they 
have assessed and are recommending for authorisation. 

b) Provide a detailed description of all limitations to the studies. All specialist studies must be 
conducted in the right season and providing that as a limitation will not be allowed. 

c) Please note that the Department considers a ‘no-go’ area, as an area where no development 
of any infrastructure is allowed; therefore, no development of associated infrastructure 
including access roads is allowed in the ‘no-go’ areas.  
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d) Should the specialist definition of ‘no-go’ area differ from the Department’s definition; this 
must be clearly indicated. The specialist must also indicate the ‘no-go’ area’s buffer if 
applicable.  

e) All specialist studies must be final, and provide detailed/practical mitigation 
measures for the preferred alternative and recommendations, and must not 
recommend further studies to be completed post EA. 

f) Should a specialist recommend specific mitigation measures, these must be clearly 
indicated. 

(ii) Should the appointed specialists specify contradicting recommendations, the EAP must clearly 
indicate the most reasonable recommendation and substantiate this with defendable reasons; 
and were necessary, include further expertise advice. 

(iii) It is further brought to your attention that Procedures for the Assessment and Minimum Criteria 
for Reporting in identified Environmental Themes in terms of Sections 24(5)(a) and (h) and 44 of 
the National Environmental Management Act, 1998, when applying for Environmental 
Authorisation, which were promulgated in Government Notice No. 320 of 20 March 2020 (i.e. 
“the Protocols”) and in Government Notice No. 1150 of 30 October 2020 (i.e. protocols for 
terrestrial plant and animal species), have come into effect. Please note that specialist 
assessments must be conducted in accordance with these protocols.  

(iv) Please also ensure that the EIAr includes the Site Verification Report and Compliance 
Statements (where applicable) as required by the relevant themes. 

(v) Please note further that the protocols, if applicable, require certain specialists’ to be SACNASP 
registered. Please ensure that the relevant specialist certificates are attached to the relevant 
reports. 

(vi) As such, the Specialist Declaration of Interest forms must also indicate the scientific organisation 
registration/member number and status of registration/membership for each specialist. 

(vii) The following Specialist Assessments will form part of the EIAr: 
➢ Marine and Estuarine Specialist Impact Assessment 
➢ Avifauna Specialist Impact Assessment  
➢ Socio-Economic Impact Assessment  
➢ Terrestrial Biodiversity, Plants and Animals Assessment.  
➢ Archaeological, Cultural Heritage and Palaeontology Specialist Impact Assessment  
➢ Agricultural Compliance Statement  
➢ Landscape/ Visual (Solar) Compliance Statement  
➢ Civil Aviation Compliance Statement  
➢ Relative Defence Compliance Statement  
➢ Noise Impact Compliance Statement  
➢ Radio Frequency Interference (RFI) Theme (Solar)  
➢ Hydrology Study  
➢ Geotechnical Study  

 
(g) Cumulative Assessment 
 

(i) The cumulative impact assessment for all identified and assessed impacts must be refined to 
indicate the following: 
a) Identified cumulative impacts must be clearly defined, and where possible the size of the 

identified impact must be quantified and indicated, i.e., hectares of cumulatively transformed 
land.  

b) Detailed process flow and proof must be provided, to indicate how the specialist’s 
recommendations, mitigation measures and conclusions from the various similar 
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developments in the area were taken into consideration in the assessment of cumulative 
impacts and when the conclusion and mitigation measures were drafted for this project. 

c) The cumulative impacts significance rating must also inform the need and desirability of the 
proposed development. 

d) A cumulative impact environmental statement on whether the proposed development must 
proceed. 

 
(h) General 
 

(i) The EIAr must provide the technical details for the proposed development in a table format as 
well as their description and/or dimensions. A sample for the minimum information required is 
listed under Annexure 2 below. 

(ii) The EAP must provide landowner consent for all farm portions affected by the proposed project 
i.e., all farm portions where the development and associated infrastructure are to be located.  

(iii) A construction and operational phase EMPr that includes mitigation and monitoring measures 
must be submitted with the final EIAr, including the Generic EMPr for powerlines.  

 
The applicant is hereby reminded to comply with the requirements of Regulation 45 of GN R982 of  
04 December 2014, as amendment, with regard to the time period allowed for complying with the 
requirements of the Regulations. 
 
You are hereby reminded of Section 24F of the National Environmental Management Act,  
Act No. 107 of 1998, as amended, that no activity may commence prior to an environmental authorisation 
being granted by the Department. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
Dr Sabelo Malaza 
Chief Director: Integrated Environmental Authorisations 
Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment 
Signed by: Mr Coenrad Agenbach 
Designation: Deputy Director: Prioritised Infrastructure Projects 
Date:  
 

cc. Ms Nosicelo Biyana Transnet SOC Ltd Email: Nosicelo.Biyana@transnet.net 

Mr Briant Noncembu Eastern Cape Department of Economic 
Development and Environmental Affairs 

Email: Briant.Noncembu@dedea.gov.za 

Ms Jane Gallo Buffalo City Metropolitan Municipality Email: JaneG@buffalocity.gov.za 

 
  

30 May 2025
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Annexure 1: Format for Comments and Response Trail Report 
 

Date of comment, format of 
comment name of 
organisation/I&AP 

Comment Response from 
EAP/Applicant/Specialist 

27/01/2016 
Email 
Department of Forestry, 
Fisheries and the Environment: 
Prioritised Infrastructure 
Projects (John Doe) 

Please record C&R trail report 
in this format 

 
Please update the contact 
details of the provincial 
environmental authority 

EAP: (Noted)The C&R trail 
report has been updated into the 
desired format, see Appendix K 

 
EAP: Details of provincial 
authority have been updated, 
see page 16 of the Application 
form 

 
 
Annexure 2: Sample of technical details for the proposed facility 
 

Component Description / dimensions 

Location of the site    

The total area of the site   

Total disturbance footprint  

Maximum generation capacity for solar plant  

Footprint of solar plant   

Reservoir Capacity and Footprint   

Footprint of Land Borehole Area   

Footprint of Land Beachwell Area  

Intake Pipelines lengths and footprints for all 
alternatives  

 

Outfall Pipelines lengths and footprints for all 
alternatives 

 

 
 



   

 

 
 

 
 

                     No.17 Commissioner Street, 2nd Floor Old Elco Building, 
                        Telephone: 043 492 1940/1/2 
                      Website: www.ecphra.org.za 

 
PROJECT:  DESALINATION PLANT 

 

SAHRIS CASE ID: 24725 

Enquiries:  Ayanda Mncwabe-Mama 

Date:   2025/06/25 
Email:   ayanda.mncwabe-mama@ecsrac.gov.za 

 

Consultants:    Terramare Archaeology (Pty) Ltd 
Address:    5 Cannon Road, Plumstead, 7800 

Contact Person:   John Gribble 
Tel / Email:    078 616 2961 / john.gribble@terramarearchaeology 
Environmental Consultants: Cheruscha Swart  
Email:    cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za 
 

The developer requests an exemption from submitting a Phase 1 PIA (paleontological 
impact assessment).  
 

ECPHRA (Eastern Cape Provincial Heritage Authority) COMMENTS in terms of 
Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999). 

This case was tabled at the Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorites (APM) 
Committee meeting held on 10 June 2025. 

 
ECPHRA Response: 
ECPHRA has noted the requested waiver from a submission of a Phase 1 PIA, in a letter 
dated 20 May 2025.  The desktop study compiled by Dr. Marion Bamford, will be 
acceptable, based on the specified explanation.  Therefore, the exemption is granted, 
provided that a palaeontologist is on site during excavations. 
 
However, the ECPHRA request for a Phase 1 AIA (archaeological assessment), still 
stands. The requested report will inform ECPHRA on the final comment, to be issued in 
terms of Section 38(4) of the NHRA of 1999.  

  

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

Mr. Azola Mkosana 
ECPHRA: Manager 

http://www.ecphra.org.za/
mailto:cheruscha@anchorenvironmental.co.za
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