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         17 August 2021 
Attention: Aneesah Alwie 
 

ASSESSMENT OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT APPLICATION OF THE JUNO WIND ENERGY FACILITY AND 
ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE ON THE AQUATIC ENVIRONMENT 

The applicant, AMDA Juliett (Pty) Ltd (‘AMDA’) intends to follow a Part II Amendment Application process due 
to the change to the scope of a valid environmental authorisation. AMDA received Environmental Authorisation 
on the 30 April 2019 (DEFF Reference 14/12/16/3/3/2/1074) for the construction and operation of the 140 MW 
Juno Wind Energy Facility and associated infrastructure (DEFF Reference No. 14/12/16/3/3/1/1973). As part of 
the environmental authorisation application, the undersigned, was the lead author of the Aquatic Impact 
Assessment conducted in 2018. 

EnviroSci (Pty) Ltd was then appointed to review the proposed project scope in relation to the original aquatic 
assessment, but also include any additional information that would need to meet the current Biodiversity 
Assessment Protocols with regard to the Aquatic Theme as well as comment on the findings of the DEFF 
Screening Tool results (Appendix 1).  A compliance summary is also attached to this report (Appendix 2) which 
is required to demonstrate that the specialist assessment contains the minimum requirements with regards to 
assessing the impacts. The undersigned CV and Declaration is also attached in Appendix 3. 

Aquatic assessment review 

The baseline aquatic environment could be summarised as follows, extracted from the original report with 
comment in bold: 

The proposed development occurs within the following catchments within the Western and South Western 
Coastal Belt Ecoregions both located within the Berg Olifants Water Management Area:  

o G30H – Sandlaaagte 
o F60E – Olifants River 
o E33G – Klein / Olifants (Transmission line only) 

The wind farm is however near the Sandlaagte River (>500m), a non-perennial water courses that would mostly 
flow after high rainfall events. This system is thus predominantly an alluvial system that eventuates in a small 
rocky embayment (non-estuarine) south of Strandfontein. 

According to the National Freshwater Ecosystems Priority Area (NFEPA) wetland data, no natural wetland could 
occur within the WEF portion of the study area.  However, several Valley bottom wetlands are associated with 
the Olifants River floodplain and would need to be spanned by the transmission line.   

The remainder of the surrounding waterbodies are artificial or man-made systems as shown in Figure 3 of the 
aquatic assessment (Figure 1 of this opinion).  This was confirmed during the site visit and analysis of the various 
aerial images as well as the National Wetland Inventory Data being updated by CSIR/ SANBI (currently ver 5.2). 

Figure 3 (Figure 1 of this opinion) indicates no watercourses observed within the wind farm development site.   

In terms of the National Freshwater Ecosystems Priority Areas (NFEPA) assessment, all of the watercourses within 
the site have been assigned a condition score of AB (Nel et al. 2011), indicating that they are largely intact with 
some biological significance. This is largely due to these catchment’s limited flows. Consequently, these systems 
do not form part of any Freshwater Ecosystems Priority Areas (Nel et al. 2011). 

It is thus evident that the study area systems, i.e., those adjacent to the WEF site are largely degraded and large-
scale impacts are affecting the Saadlaagte River in the catchment (>70% change within 500m of the catchments 
riverbanks). This was confirmed for several of the affected reaches located near the development footprint. 
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With regard to Ecological Importance (EI) and Ecological Sensitivity (ES), these were rated as Moderate and Very 
High, respectively for the Sandlaagte, and Moderate and High for the Olifants.  This is largely due to the fact that 
both these systems are sensitive to erosion and sedimentation, and any vegetation clearing, or soils disturbances 
greatly affects these systems (Sensitivity). This then affects the EI, as a number of important fish are known to 
occur in the Olifants and possible upper Sandlaagte, while the Olifants supports one of the region’s most 
important estuarine systems. 

In summary, the proposed project would however not impact on these systems, directly or indirectly as shown 
in Figure 1, as no aquatic systems were found within the study site. This, coupled to the fact that the remainder 
of the study area is impacted upon agriculture, which has altered the aquatic environment beyond levels of 
acceptable change.  However, this is not an issue that this project could rectify and / or exacerbate. 

The following impacts were not assessed as the factors were not present within the study areas aquatic 

ecosystems: 

• Loss of aquatic species of special concern;  

• Wetland loss as no natural wetlands were observed in close proximity to any of the proposed 

infrastructure (i.e., within 500m of the development site); 

• Loss of riparian systems and water courses; and 

• Impact on riparian systems through the possible increase in surface water runoff on riparian form and 

function. 

The only indirect impacts that could occur and were assessed are as follows: 

• Increase in sedimentation and erosion; and 

• Potential impact on localised surface water quality. 

While the following additional impacts as per the updated legislative changes include: 

• The No-go Alternative, would remain LOW, as current impacts would remain as the land use would 
remain unchanged with regard to the aquatic environment; and 

• Cumulative impacts for the overall project due to the small number of projects surrounding this 
application is LOW.  In the assessment of this project, several projects have been assessed by the report 
author within a 35km radius have been reviewed and or sites accessed during the course of travelling 
between the various projects.  All of the projects thus have a similar intention to either avoid the impact 
(avoid aquatic systems) or where not possible, place structures in areas that would have limited impact 
on the stability and functioning of the aquatic systems. 

Based on the description of the project components when compared to the results of the 2018 aquatic baseline 
assessment and the impacts that were evaluated now in 2021, the overall risk, with mitigation would remain 
low, particularly as the proposed project activities will avoid any significant riverine and or wetland systems from 
the onset, i.e., regardless of the project scope changes, no fundamental change to the potential impacts will 
occur.  Similarly, the proposed layout for the wind farm would have the same advantage of the authorised layout, 
i.e., no impact on any aquatic systems, and consequently no disadvantages are noted based on the current 
layout.  

Thus, based on the findings of this study, the specialist has no objection to the approval of the proposed 
amendment namely roads and turbine positions. Similarly, in the assessment of potential cumulative impacts, 
no additional impacts or changes to the previously assessed impacts would be required due to the proposed 
amendment.  Further, no changes to the original mitigations or EMPr considerations are required. 

In conclusion, the final impact of the proposed amendment on the aquatic environment with mitigation will 
remain unchanged from the original impact assessment, i.e., it will remain of low significance especially 
considering that the number of turbines and associated internal roads will be reduced. 
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Please don’t hesitate to contact me directly should you have any further queries.   
   
Yours Sincerely 
 

 
Dr Brian Colloty  
Cell: 083 498 3299 
 

 
 
Figure 1:  Proposed project activities, related to proposed reduction in the number of turbines, the BESS, and 
the delineated aquatic environment. 
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Appendix 1: Site verification report, as per the DEFF Screening Tool 

 

In the assessment of the proposed amendment, the Aquatic Biodiversity Specialist Assessment (Enviro Sci Pty 

Ltd, 2018) was reviewed against the Specialist Assessment and Minimum Report Content Requirements for 

Environmental Impacts on Aquatic Biodiversity (Government Notice 320, dated 20 March 2020), a site sensitivity 

verification was undertaken in order to confirm the current land use and environmental sensitivity of the 

proposed project area as identified by the National Web-Based Environmental Screening Tool (Screening Tool).  

 

The details of the site sensitivity verification are noted below: 

 

Date of Site Visit 16-18 February 2018 

Specialist Name Dr Brian Colloty 

Professional Registration Number  400268/07 

Specialist Affiliation / Company Lead author of 2018 report 

 

Government Notice No. 320, dated 20 March 2020, includes the requirement that an Initial Site Sensitivity 

Verification Report must be produced for a development footprint. As per Part 1, Section 2.3, the outcome of 

the Initial Site Verification must be recorded in the form of a report that- 

(a) Confirms or disputes the current use of the land and environmental sensitivity as identified by the 

national web based environmental screening tool; 

(b) Contains a motivation and evidence of either the verified or different use of the land and environmental 

sensitivity;  

(c) Is submitted together with the relevant reports prepared in accordance with the requirements of the 

Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations.  

This report has been produced specifically to consider the aquatic biodiversity theme and addresses the content 

requirements of (a) and (b) above. The report will be appended to the respective specialist study included in the 

Amendment Report produced for the project.   

Site sensitivity based on the aquatic biodiversity theme included in the Screening Tool and specialist assessment  

Based on the DEFF Screening Tool, the site was rated LOW sensitivity due to the lack of any aquatic resources, 

(See Figure 1 below).  
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Figure 1. DEFF Screening Tool outcome for the aquatic biodiversity theme 

Based on the above outcomes, the specialist confirms the environmental sensitivities identified on site, 
informed by a site visit undertaken by Dr Brian Colloty in February 2018 as LOW. The photo plates below shows 
the various aquatic features present on site.  This information was then substantiated by the current wetland 
inventories, 1: 50 000 topocadastral surveys mapping and the site observations. 
 

 
Plate 1:  A view of the Olifants Estuary near the mouth, with expansive intertidal and supratidal salt marshes 
more than 10km from the site. 
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Plate 2:  The river bed of the Sandlaagte River, near the site, colonized mostly by terrestrial species, indicating 
the low levels of runoff found in this system will be avoided by any structures 

 
The Present Ecological State (PES) of the Rivers 

The Present Ecological State of a river represents the extent to which it has changed from the reference or near 
pristine condition (Category A) towards a highly impacted system where there has been an extensive loss of 
natural habit and biota, as well as ecosystem functioning (Category E). 
 
The national Present Ecological Score or PES scores have been revised for the country and based on the new 
models, aspects of functional importance, as well as direct and indirect impacts - have been included (DWS, 
2014).  The new PES system also incorporates EI (Ecological Importance) and ES (Ecological Sensitivity) separately 
as opposed to EIS (Ecological Importance and Sensitivity) in the old model.  Although the new model is still 
heavily centered on rating rivers using broad fish, invertebrate, riparian vegetation and water quality indicators.   
 
The Present Ecological State scores (PES) for the drainage lines and the rivers in the study area were rated as 
follows (DWS, 2014 – where D = Largely Modified and E= Critically modified): 

Subquaternary 

Catchment Number 

Present Ecological 

State 

Ecological 

Importance 

Ecological 

Sensitivity 

6629 Olifants D Moderate High 

6765 Sandlaagte E Moderate Very High 

 

It is thus evident that the study area systems, i.e., those adjacent to the WEF site are largely degraded and large-
scale impacts are affecting the Saadlaagte River in the catchment (>70% change within 500m of the catchments 
riverbanks). This was confirmed for several of the affected reaches located near the development footprint. 
With regard to Ecological Importance and Ecological Sensitivity, these were rated as Moderate and Very High, 
respectively for the Sandlaagte, and Moderate and High for the Olifants (transmission line crossing reach).  This 
is largely due to the fact that both these systems are sensitive to erosion and sedimentation, and any vegetation 
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clearing, or soils disturbances greatly affects these systems (Sensitivity).  This then affects the EI, as a number of 
important fish are known to occur in the Olifants and possible upper Sandlaagte, while the Olifants supports one 
of the region’s most important estuarine systems. 
 
The proposed project would however not impact on these systems, directly or indirectly as shown in the 2018 
assessment, as no aquatic systems were found within the study site. This coupled to the fact that the remainder 
of the study area is impacted upon agriculture, which has altered the aquatic environment beyond levels of 
acceptable change.  However, this is not an issue that this project could rectify and / or exacerbate 
 
Motivation of the outcomes of the sensitivity map and key conclusions. 
 
In conclusion, the finding of the DEFF Screening Tool can be upheld, with regard the wind farm components will 
all be located within LOW aquatic sensitive areas. 
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Appendix 2: Compliance with the Aquatic Biodiversity Protocol (GN 320, 20 March 2020) 

 

COMPLIANCE WITH THE PROTOCOL FOR THE SPECIALIST ASSESSMENT AND 
MINIMUM REPORT CONTENT REQUIREMENTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ON 
AQUATIC BIODIVERSITY ISSUED 20 MARCH 2020, REPLACING REQUIREMENTS OF 
APPENDIX 6 – GN R326 EIA REGULATIONS OF 7 APRIL 2017  

Protocol for the Specialist Assessment and Minimum Report 

Content Requirements for Environmental Impacts on Aquatic 

Biodiversity 

Section where this has been 

addressed in the Specialist 

Report (Enviro Sci Pty Ltd, 

2018) 

2.3. The assessment must provide a baseline description of the site 

which includes, as a minimum, the following aspects: 

2.3.1. a description of the aquatic biodiversity and ecosystems on 

the site, including; 

a) aquatic ecosystem types; and 

b) presence of aquatic species, and composition of 

aquatic species communities, their habitat, distribution 

and movement patterns; 

Section 5, 6 and 7 of Specialist 

Assessment 

2.3.2. the threat status of the ecosystem and species as identified 

by the screening tool; 

Page 6 & 7 of this document 

2.3.3. an indication of the national and provincial priority status of 

the aquatic ecosystem, including a description of the 

criteria for the given status (i.e. if the site includes a wetland 

or a river freshwater ecosystem priority area or sub 

catchment, a strategic water source area, a priority estuary, 

whether or not they are free -flowing rivers, wetland 

clusters, a critical biodiversity or ecologically sensitivity 

area); and 

Not applicable as no water 

bodies were found within the 

site and or will be spanned 

thus remain unaffected 

2.3.4. a description of the ecological importance and sensitivity of 

the aquatic ecosystem including: 

a) the description (spatially, if possible) of the ecosystem 

processes that operate in relation to the aquatic 

ecosystems on and immediately adjacent to the site 

(e.g. movement of surface and subsurface water, 

recharge, discharge, sediment transport, etc.); and 

b) the historic ecological condition (reference) as well as 

present ecological state of rivers (in- stream, riparian 

and floodplain habitat), wetlands and/or estuaries in 

terms of possible changes to the channel and flow 

regime (surface and groundwater). 

Section 5, 6 and 7 of Specialist 

Assessment 

2.4.  The assessment must identify alternative development 

footprints within the preferred site which would be of a "low" 

sensitivity as identified by the screening tool and verified 

through the site sensitivity verification and which were not 

considered appropriate. 

All activities will be located 

within areas rated as LOW see 

Appendix 1 above 

2.5.  Related to impacts, a detailed assessment of the potential 

impacts of the proposed development on the following aspects 

must be undertaken to answer the following questions: 

2.5.1. Is the proposed development consistent with maintaining 

the priority aquatic ecosystem in its current state and 

according to the stated goal? 

Section, 5, 6 and 7 of aquatic 

assessment report, but in 

essence the proposed 

development will have little to 

no impact on the receiving 

aquatic environment if the 

proposed alignment coupled to 
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Protocol for the Specialist Assessment and Minimum Report 

Content Requirements for Environmental Impacts on Aquatic 

Biodiversity 

Section where this has been 

addressed in the Specialist 

Report (Enviro Sci Pty Ltd, 

2018) 

2.5.2. Is the proposed development consistent with maintaining 

the resource quality objectives for the aquatic ecosystems 

present? 

2.5.3. How will the proposed development impact on fixed and 

dynamic ecological processes that operate within or across 

the site? This must include: 

a) impacts on hydrological functioning at a landscape level 

and across the site which can arise from changes to 

flood regimes (e.g. suppression of floods, loss of flood 

attenuation capacity, unseasonal flooding or 

destruction of floodplain processes); 

b) will the proposed development change the sediment 

regime of the aquatic ecosystem and its sub -catchment 

(e.g. sand movement, meandering river mouth or 

estuary, flooding or sedimentation patterns); 

c) what will the extent of the modification in relation to the 

overall aquatic ecosystem be (e.g. at the source, 

upstream or downstream portion, in the temporary I 

seasonal I permanent zone of a wetland, in the riparian 

zone or within the channel of a watercourse, etc.); and 

d) to what extent will the risks associated with water uses 

and related activities change; 

the listed mitigations are 

adhered to. i.e. the risk to the 

aquatic environment are low 

due to the nature of the 

environment and the present 

disturbance already present 

2.5.4. how will the proposed development impact on the 

functioning of the aquatic feature? This must include: 

a) base flows (e.g. too little or too much water in terms of 

characteristics and requirements of the system); 

b) quantity of water including change in the hydrological 

regime or hydroperiod of the aquatic ecosystem (e.g. 

seasonal to temporary or permanent; impact of over -

abstraction or instream or off stream impoundment of a 

wetland or river); 

c) change in the hydrogeomorphic typing of the aquatic 

ecosystem (e.g. change from an unchannelled valley- 

bottom wetland to a channelled valley -bottom wetland); 

d) quality of water (e.g. due to increased sediment load, 

contamination by chemical and/or organic effluent, 

and/or eutrophication); 

e) fragmentation (e.g. road or pipeline crossing a wetland) 

and loss of ecological connectivity (lateral and 

longitudinal); and 

f) the loss or degradation of all or part of any unique or 

important features associated with or within the aquatic 

ecosystem (e.g. waterfalls, springs, oxbow lakes, 

meandering or braided channels, peat soils, etc.); 

Section, 5, 6 and 7 of this 

report, but in essence the 

proposed development will 

have little to no impact on the 

receiving aquatic environment 

if the proposed alignment 

coupled to the listed 

mitigations are adhered to. i.e. 

the risk to the aquatic 

environment are low due to the 

nature of the environment and 

the present disturbance 

already present 

2.5.5. how will the proposed development impact on key 

ecosystems regulating and supporting services especially: 

a) flood attenuation; 

b) streamflow regulation; 

Section, 5, 6 and 7 of this 

report, but in essence the 

proposed development will 

have little to no impact on the 
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Protocol for the Specialist Assessment and Minimum Report 

Content Requirements for Environmental Impacts on Aquatic 

Biodiversity 

Section where this has been 

addressed in the Specialist 

Report (Enviro Sci Pty Ltd, 

2018) 

c) sediment trapping; 

d) phosphate assimilation; 

e) nitrate assimilation; 

f) toxicant assimilation; 

g) erosion control; and 

h) carbon storage? 

receiving aquatic environment 

if the proposed alignment 

coupled to the listed 

mitigations are adhered to. i.e. 

the risk to the aquatic 

environment are low due to the 

nature of the environment and 

the present disturbance 

already present  

2.5.6. how will the proposed development impact community 

composition (numbers and density of species) and integrity 

(condition, viability, predator - prey ratios, dispersal rates, 

etc.) of the faunal and vegetation communities inhabiting 

the site? 

Section, 5, 6 and 7 of this 

report, but in essence the 

proposed development will 

have little to no impact on the 

receiving aquatic environment 

if the proposed alignment 

coupled to the listed 

mitigations are adhered to. i.e. 

the risk to the aquatic 

environment are low due to the 

nature of the environment and 

the present disturbance 

already  

2.6.  In addition to the above, where applicable, impacts to the 

frequency of estuary mouth closure should be considered, in 

relation to: 

a) size of the estuary; 

b) availability of sediment; 

c) wave action in the mouth; 

d) protection of the mouth; 

e) beach slope; 

f) volume of mean annual runoff; and 

g) extent of saline intrusion (especially relevant to 

permanently open systems). 

N/A as none of these 

environments were found 

present or will be affected 

2.7.  The findings of the specialist assessment must be written up 

in an Aquatic Biodiversity Specialist Assessment Report that 

contains, as a minimum, the following information:  

Yes 

2.7.1. contact details of the specialist, their SACNASP 

registration number, their field of expertise and a 

curriculum vitae; 

Page 3 of specialist 

assessment 

2.7.2. a signed statement of independence by the specialist; Attached 

2.7.3. a statement on the duration, date and season of the site 

inspection and the relevance of the season to the outcome 

of the assessment; 

N/A as no aquatic systems 

were observed within the site 

2.7.4. the methodology used to undertake the site inspection and 

the specialist assessment, including equipment and 

modelling used, where relevant; 

Section 6 pg 12 of specialist 

assessment 

2.7.5. a description of the assumptions made, any uncertainties 

or gaps in knowledge or data; 

Section 3 pg 8 of specialist 

assessment 
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Protocol for the Specialist Assessment and Minimum Report 

Content Requirements for Environmental Impacts on Aquatic 

Biodiversity 

Section where this has been 

addressed in the Specialist 

Report (Enviro Sci Pty Ltd, 

2018) 

2.7.6. the location of areas not suitable for development, which 

are to be avoided during construction and operation, where 

relevant; 

N/A 

2.7.7. additional environmental impacts expected from the 

proposed development; 

Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.7.8. any direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of the proposed 

development on site; 

Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.7.9. the degree to which impacts and risks can be mitigated; Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.7.10. the degree to which the impacts and risks can be reversed; Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.7.11. the degree to which the impacts and risks can cause loss 

of irreplaceable resources; 

Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.7.12. a suitable construction and operational buffer for the 

aquatic ecosystem, using the accepted methodologies; 

Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.7.13. proposed impact management actions and impact 

management outcomes for inclusion in the Environmental 

Management Programme (EMPr); 

Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.7.14. a motivation must be provided if there were development 

footprints identified as per paragraph 2.4 above that were 

identified as having a "low" aquatic biodiversity sensitivity 

and that were not considered appropriate; 

N/A 

2.7.15. a substantiated statement, based on the findings of the 

specialist assessment, regarding the acceptability or not of 

the proposed development and if the proposed 

development should receive approval or not; and 

Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.7.16. any conditions to which this statement is subjected. Section 9, 10 and 11 of 

specialist assessment and 

above 

2.8. The findings of the Aquatic Biodiversity Specialist Assessment 

must be incorporated into the Basic Assessment Report or the 

Environmental Impact Assessment Report including the 

mitigation and monitoring measures as identified, that are to be 

included in the EMPr. 

Yes 

2.9. A signed copy of the assessment must be appended to the 

Basic Assessment Report or Environmental Impact 

Assessment Report. 

Yes 
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Appendix 3: Specialist CV 

 

 CURRICULUM VITAE 

Dr Brian Michael Colloty 
7212215031083 

1 Rossini Rd  
Pari Park  
Port Elizabeth, 6070 
b.colloty@gmail.com 
083 498 3299 

 
Profession:           Ecologist & (Pr. Sci. Nat.    400268/07) &  Member of the South African Wetland Society 
Specialisation:        Ecology and conservation importance rating of terrestrial habitats, wetlands, rivers & 

estuaries 
Years experience:  25 years 
 
SKILLS BASE AND CORE COMPETENCIES 

• 25 years experience in environmental sensitivity and conservation assessment of aquatic and terrestrial 
systems.  With the past 10 years focused on the assessment of various renewable projects in Southern 
Africa (ca 165 projects).  

• 15 years experience in the coordination and management of multi-disciplinary teams, such as specialist 
teams for small to large scale EIAs and environmental monitoring programmes, throughout Africa and 
inclusive of marine, coastal and inland systems.  This includes project and budget management, specialist 
team management, client and stakeholder engagement and project reporting.  

• GIS mapping and sensitivity analysis 
 
TERTIARY EDUCATION 

• 1994: B Sc Degree (Botany & Zoology) - NMU 

• 1995: B Sc Hon (Zoology – restoration ecology) - NMU 

• 1996: M Sc (Botany – Rivers conservation importance and restoration) - NMU 

• 2000: Ph D (Botany – Estuaries & Mangroves conservation rating and management plan) – NMU 
 
EMPLOYMENT HISTORY 

• 1996 – 2000  Researcher at Nelson Mandela University – SAB institute for Coastal Research & 
Management.  Funded by the WRC to develop estuarine importance rating methods for South African 
Estuaries 

• 2001 – January 2003 Training development officer AVK SA (reason for leaving – sought work back in the 
environmental field rather than engineering sector) 

• February 2003- June 2005 Project manager & Ecologist for Strategic Environmental Focus (Pretoria) – 
(reason for leaving – sought work related more to experience in the coastal environment) 

• July 2005 – June 2009 Principal Environmental Consultant Coastal & Environmental Services (reason for 
leaving – company restructuring) 

• June 2009 – August 2018 Owner / Ecologist of Scherman Colloty & Associates cc 

• August 2018 Owner / Ecologist -  EnviroSci (Pty) Ltd 
 
SELECTED RELEVANT PROJECT EXPERIENCE 
World Bank IFC Standards 

• Botswana South Africa 400kv transmission line (400km) biodiversity assessment on behalf of Aurecon - current 

• Farim phosphate mine and port development, Guinea Bissau – biodiversity and estuarine assessment on behalf 
of Knight Piesold Canada – 2016. 

• Tema LNG offshore pipeline EIA – marine and estuarine assessment for Quantum Power (2015). 

• Colluli Potash South Boulder, Eritrea, SEIA marine baseline and hydrodynamic surveys co-ordinator and coastal 
vegetation specialist (coastal lagoon and marine) (on-going). 

• Wetland, estuarine and riverine assessment for Addax Biofeuls Sierra Leone, Makeni for Coastal & Environmental 
Services: 2009  

• ESHIA Project manager and long-term rehabilitation and monitoring phase coordinator with regards the dredge 
works required in Luanda bay, Angola. Monitoring included water quality and biological changes in the bay and at 
the offshore disposal outfall site, 2005-2011 
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South African (selection) 

• Plant and animal search and rescue for the Karusa, Soetwater, Nxuba, Oyster Bay and Garob Wind Farms on 
behalf of Enel Green Power, 2018 – 2021.  This now includes the 130km transmission lines as well as develvoping 
pragmatic rehabilitation plans 

• Plant and Animal Search and Rescue for the Port of Ngqura, Transnet Landside infrastructure Project, with 
development and management of on site nursery (Current). 

• Plant and Animal Search and Rescue for the Port of Ngqura, OTGC Tank Farm Project (2019) 

• Plant search and rescue, for NMBM (Driftsands sewer, Glen Hurd Drive), Department of Social Development 
(Military veterans housing, Despatch), - current 

• Wetland specialist appointed to update the Eastern Cape Biodiversity Conservation Plan, for the Province on 
behalf of EOH CES appointment by SANBI – current.  This includes updating the National Wetland Inventory for 
the province, submitting the new data to CSIR/SANBI. 

• CDC IDZ Alien eradication plans for three renewable projects Coega Wind Farm, Sonop Wind Farm and Coega 
PV, on behalf of JG Afrika (2016 – 2017). 

• Nelson Mandela Bay Municipality Baakens River Integrated Wetland Assessment (Inclusive of Rehabilitation and 
Monitoring Plans) for CEN IEM Unit - 2017 

• Rangers Biomass Gasification Project (Uitenhage), biodiversity and wetland assessment and wetland 
rehabilitation / monitoring plans for CEM IEM Unit – 2017. 

• Gibson Bay Wind Farm implementation of the wetland management plan during the construction and operation of 
the wind farm (includes surface / groundwater as well wetland rehabilitation & monitoring plan) on behalf of Enel 
Green Power - current 

• Gibson Bay Wind Farm 133kV Transmission Line wetland management plan during the construction of the 
transmission line (includes wetland rehabilitation & monitoring plan) on behalf of Eskom – 2016. 

• Tsitsikamma Community Wind Farm implementation of the wetland management plan during the construction of 
the wind farm (includes surface / biomonitoring, as well wetland rehabilitation & monitoring plan) on behalf of 
Cennergi – completed May 2016. 

• Alicedale bulk sewer pipeline for Cacadu District, wetland and water quality assessment, 2016 

• Mogalakwena 33kv transmission line in the Limpopo Province, on behlaf of Aurecon, 2016 

• Cape St Francis WWTW expansion wetland and passive treatment system for the Kouga Municipality, 2015 

• Macindane bulk water and sewer pipelines wetland and wetland rehabilitation plan 2015 

• Eskom Prieska to Copperton 132kV transmission line aquatic assessment, Northern Cape on behalf of Savannah 
Environmental 2015. 

• Joe Slovo sewer pipeline upgrade wetland assessment for Nelson Mandela Bay Municipality 2014 

• Cape Recife Waste Water Treatment Works expansion and pipeline aquatic assessment for Nelson Mandela Bay 
Municipality 2013 

• Pola park bulk sewer line upgrade aquatic assessment for Nelson Mandela Bay Municipality 2013 

• Transnet Freight Rail – Swazi Rail Link (Current) wetland and ecological assessment on behalf of Aurecon for the 
proposed rail upgrade from Ermelo to Richards Bay 

• Eskom Transmission wetland and ecological assessment for the proposed transmission line between 
Pietermaritzburg and Richards Bay on behalf of Aurecon (2012). 

• Port Durnford Exarro Sands biodiversity assessment for the proposed mineral sands mine on behalf of Exxaro 
(2009) 

• Fairbreeze Mine Exxaro (Mtunzini) wetland assessment on behalf of Strategic Environmental Services (2007). 

• Wetland assessment for Richards Bay Minerals (2013) – Zulti North haul road on behalf of RBM. 

• Biodiversity and aquatic assessments for 165 renewable projects in the past 10 years in the Western, Eastern, 
Northern Cape, KwaZulu-Natal and Free State provinces.  Clients included RES-SA, Red Cap, ACED 
Renewables, Mainstream Renewable, GDF Suez, Globeleq, ENEL, Abengoa amongst others.  Particular aquatic 
sensitivity assessment and Water Use License Applications on behalf of Mainstream Renewable Energy (12 wind 
farms and 5 PV facilities.), Cennergi / Exxaro (2 Wind farms), WKN Wind current (2 wind farms & 2 PV facilities), 
ACED (6 wind farms) and Windlab (3 Wind farms) were also conducted.  Several of these projects also required 
the assessment of the proposed transmission lines and switching stations, which were conducted on behalf of 
Eskom. 

• Vegetation assessments on the Great Brak rivers for Department of Water and Sanitation, 2006 and the Gouritz 
Water Management Area (2014) 

• Proposed FibreCo fibre optic cable vegetation assessment along the PE to George, George to Graaf Reinet, PE 
to Colesburg, and East London to Bloemfontein on behalf of SRK (2013-2015). 
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Departnrent.
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REPUBLIC OF SO{JTH AFRICA

DETAILS OF THE SPECIALIST, DECLARATION OF INTEREST AND UNDERTAKING UNDER OATH

File Reference Number:

NEAS Reference Number:

Date Received:

Application for authorisation in terms of the National Environmental Management Act, Act No. 107 of 1998, as amended

and the Environmental lmpact Assessment (ElA) Regutations, 2014, as amended (the Regulations)

PROJECT

Kindly note the following:

1. This form must always be used for applications that must be subjected to Basic Assessment or Scoping &

Environmental lmpact Repofting where this Depafiment is the Competent Authority.

2. This form is current as of 01 September 2018. lt is the responsibility of the Applicant I 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.zaldocumentslforms.

3. A copy of this form containing original signatures must be appended to all Draft and Final Reports submitted to the

depafi ment for consideration.

4. All documentation delivered to the physical address contained in this form must be delivered during the official

Departmental Officer Hours which is visible on the Departmentalgate.

5. All EIA related documents (includes application forms, reports 0r any EIA related submissions) that are faxed;

emailed; delivered to Security or placed in the Departmental Tender Box will not be accepted, only hardcopy

submissions are accepted.

Details

N-

DEA/EIA/

Postal addrese;
Department of Envirsnmental Affairs
Attention: Chief Director Integrated Envirunrnental Authorisations
Private BagX447
Pretoria

0001

Physical address:
Department of Envirsnmental Affairs
Attention: Chief Director: lntegrated Environmental Authorisations

Environment House
473 SEve Biko Road

Arcdia

Quenes must be directed to the Directorate: Coordination, Strategic Planning and Support at:
Email: .za

Details of Specialist, Declaration and Undertaking Under 0ath to?/
.:>.

use



2.

1, SPECIALIST INFORMATION

Specialist Company Narne:

B.BBEE

Specialist name:

Specialist Qualifications:

Professional

affiliation/reg istration :

Scientific Organisation

Regiskation / l\dember Number

Status of Registration /
Membership

Physical address:

Postal address:

Postal code:

Telephone:

E-mail:

I realise that a

the Act.

Signature of the

r 

tY 
THE

ffi?*t, declare that -

I act as the independent specialist in this application;

I will perform the work relating to the application in an objective manner, even if this results in views and findings

that are not favourable to the applicant;

I declare that there are no circumstances that may compromise my objectivity in performing such work;

I have expertise in conducting the specialist report relevant to this application, including knowledge of the Act,

Regulations and any guidelines that have relevance to the proposed activity;

I will comply with the Act, Regulations and all other applicable legislation;

I have no, and will not engage in, conflicting interests in the undertaking of the activity;

I undertake to disclose to the applicant and the cornpetent authority all material information in my possession that

reasonably has or may have the potential of influencing - any decision to be taken with respect to the application by

the competent authority; and - the objectivig of any report, plan or document to be prepared by myself for

submission to the competent authority;

all the pafticulars furnished by me in this form are true and correct; and
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a

a

a

a is an offence in terms of regulation 48 and is punishable in terms of section 24F ol
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Fax:

Name of Company:

b)i
Date

Details of Specialist, Declaration and Undertaking Under Oath
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sig

U U OATH/ AFFIRMATION

of application is true and conect.

swear under oath / afiirm that all the information submitted or to be

submitted

Specialist

hO s"
Name of Company

zrfs f,,,
Date

nature ofthe 0aths

Date

<2

<
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Details of Specialist, Declaration and Undertaking Under Oath
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