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1 objectives of the Comments and responses report

The Comments and Responses Report has the following objectives:
· To provide a formal and integrated record of all the issues raised by Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and stakeholders, the responses provided by the EIA Study Team and/or the Project Proponent  throughout the EIA process.

· To provide a mechanism that allows all parties participating in the process (including the environmental authorities) to check whether the issues raised have been considered and where appropriate, adequately addressed by the EIA Study Team.
2 how issues have been raised

Issues have been raised and recorded through a variety of mechanisms, these include:
· Discussions held personally or telephonically.

· Comments sheets received by fax, e-mail, post or at public and focus group meetings.

· Via e-mails.

· I&APs raising issues at public and focus group meetings.
3 format of comments and responses document

Numerous issues have been raised, many of these are similar in nature, but may appear to also be contradictory as I&APs do not necessarily agree on matters.  To effectively manage the issues raised, the issues have been divided into categories which would best reflect the nature of these issues.  There may also be some linkages between the different categories.  These are reflected in Table 3.1 below.  The responses and or action to be taken have also been provided in the “Response Column”.  
Table 3.1: Categories
	No.
	Category

	1.
	Agricultural Practices, Transmission Power lines and Compensation

	2.
	Social and safety issues

	3.
	Socio-economic development

	4.
	Nature reserves and Game farms 

	5.
	Traditional Land: Social and Cultural Practices, Compensation for loss of Homes and Land

	6.
	Aesthetic values/Visual impacts

	7.
	Technical and servitude management related to transmission power lines

	8.
	Strategic Planning Issues – in the study area

	9.
	Strategic Planning Issues – with regards to Eskom

	10.
	Environmental issues and Natural Environment

	11.
	Sense of Place

	12.
	Alternatives suggested

	13.
	Maps/other information


	14.
	Public Participation

	15.
	General/other issues.


4 identification of stakeholders

It has not always been possible to identify the individual stakeholders that raised an issue at the various meetings as they may not have identified themselves clearly, or the issue was distilled out of a conversation involving a number of people.  Where this has occurred, the following reference is made e.g. “Stakeholder – Lephalale Public Meeting”.  Where possible, an individual’s name has been provided or the organisation with whom he/she is affiliated is listed.  Written submissions have been referenced as such and copies are provided in Appendix ?.  The attendance registers of the various public meetings are attached as Appendix ?.  If however, I&APs feel that an issue has not been accurately captured and/or they wish to have their name attached to an issue, please contact the Public Participation Office.
	name / organisation
	issues raised 
	response

	1. Agricultural Practices and Transmission Power Lines and Compensation

	Mr. J. Motlhagodi (Rustenburg Agricultural Forum, Reply Slip received via Post)
	The Farmers and/or Traditional Authorities in the area should be given the opportunity to be responsible for clearing and keeping clean the servitudes in their area/on their farms, and be paid by Eskom to do so instead of bringing in outside companies who do not do the job correctly.
	Noted.  Comment passed onto Eskom for consideration.

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
Mr. P. Visser (Mahakala’s Game Ranch, fax received 07/07/2008)

Mr. C. Brown (Mahakala’s Game Ranch, email received 07/07/2008)

Ms. FH van der Heever (landowner, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Mr. G. Van Rooyen (landowner, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	The relative impact on small farms in and around this area will be huge.
	Comment acknowledged.  Impacts on properties as a result of the proposed project will be investigated as part of the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	
	What compensation will be available to the affected parties?
	The Eskom negotiator explained to the stakeholders that internal and external valuations are done on their farms, so that a total understanding of their farms and businesses can be obtained.  Compensation is based on current market-related prices and will be negotiated with each affected landowner.

	Mr. G. van Zyl (Agri Lephalale, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. J. Porini (landowner, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	It would be appreciated that once negotiations begin that the negotiations for settlements/compensation be held with organisations and not the individual farmers.  A general asking price should be agreed upon.  It is unfair that different prices are paid out for the same style/types of farms, people feel affronted by the different settlements.
	The negotiations are based on business principles and are personal transactions based on the unique situation on each affected property.  The Eskom negotiator explained to the stakeholders that internal and external valuations are done on their farms, so that a total understanding of their farms and businesses can be obtained.  

If a group of landowners would like compensation to be considered based on collective activities that are being undertaken, this could be considered during the negotiation phase.

It is important to note that there is a confidentiality issue in terms of negotiating collectively with affected landowners. Individuals may not wish their private business to be made public. However, the broad principles and criteria of the negotiation process could be discussed with the various representative organisations to ensure a fair and equitable process.

	
	The negotiations should be done with Eskom and the landowner individually and not through any organisations. 
	

	2. Social and Safety Issues

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	Displacement will affect the local villages and population.
	Acknowledged.  Impacts on local villages and populations will be investigated in the social impact assessment of the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.  Programmes to address displacement of populations will be implemented.

	Bakone, Batlokwa and Lebelo Traditional Councils (Bakone Traditional Office Meeting 10/06/2008)
Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	Protection must be provided on the towers so that the children can’t climb on them.  In 1980 three children died in Bakenburg after climbing on the tower and touching the cables.
	Acknowledged.  Eskom will ensure safety is a top priority during the construction and operation of the power line.

	
	All the villages have their cemeteries, grazing land and ploughing fields that must be considered when planning the transmission power line.
	Acknowledged.  Impacts on local villages, agricultural activities, heritage and cultural sites, etc will be investigated in specialist studies to be undertaken within the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	
	The amaKgosi request a donation from Eskom to build better schools. 
	Noted.  This request has been passed onto Eskom for consideration.

	Seleka Traditional Council (Seleka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	What will Eskom do if the clinics or schools are affected by the lines?
	Clinics or schools affected by the lines will be relocated as agreed with the affected parties.  Relocated parties will not be worse off than they were prior to being affected.

	Dikgale, Mashashane and Moletsi Traditional Councils (Capricorn District Municipality Meeting 12/06/2008)
Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
Shongoane Traditional Council (Shongoane Traditional Authority Office 30/07/2008)
Lekalakala Traditional Council (Lekalakala Traditional Office, 12/06/2008)
	The contractors must be introduced to the community.  Once they are introduced they will be informed of the rules of the area.  On the previous Eskom projects construction contractors damaged offices that the communities gave them to stay in.  It is up to the contractors if they want to build camps or they want to rent rooms from the community.
	Noted.  These issues will be addressed in the Environmental Management Plan (EMP) for the project.

	
	If any fence needs to be cut it must be fixed or gates must be put in.  All the gates must be closed all the time.  If they leave the gates open cattle will be lost or cattle will destroy farmlands.
	

	Lekalakala Traditional Council (Lekalakala Traditional Office, 12/06/2008)
Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	If the line passes through this Traditional area in what way is the community going to benefit?  The community does not have electricity and would like every household to have electricity.
	Query referred to Eskom Distribution.

	
	How is Eskom going to take care of the grazing land and farms during and after construction?
	During construction, the construction site will be fenced off and access will be restricted.  After construction, the site will be rehabilitated in order to make grazing and agricultural activities feasible, provided these do not interfere with Eskom infrastructure.

	
	Eskom must be responsible for any damages that they have caused during construction and maintenance.
	This will form part of the EMP.  The EMP will form part of the contract between Eskom and the construction and maintenance contractors.  The contractors will be responsible for the rehabilitation of any areas damaged as a result of their activities.

	Mapela, Mokopane and Bakenburg Traditional Councils (Langa Traditional Office Meeting 13/06/2008)
	A binding contract should be signed between Eskom and the communities before the construction starts.  Eskom must do proper investigations once the line has been selected because there are graves that may need to be moved and the proper process must be followed.
	Noted.
A Heritage Impact Assessment will be undertaken as part of the EIA process.  This study will also consider graves.  Information from the local communities on the location of these sites is invaluable as part of this process.

Should Eskom be granted authorisation to construct the line, a walk-through survey of the power line route will be undertaken by a heritage specialist in order to ensure that there is minimum impact on heritage sites (including graves).

	3. Socio-economic development

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. G. van Zyl (Cambodia Overyssel Gemeenskapgroep, fax received 08/06/2008)
Mr. A. Swart (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. C. Mills (Tswana Game Reserve, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. D. Strydom & Mrs. B. Strydom (Mama Tau, email received 23/06/2008)

Mr. S. van Coller (Lindani Game Lodges, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	· Construction of such a transmission power line will have devastating effects on the potential for inward tourist cash flow and the ability to maintain the existing fauna.  
· Severe business impacts on the tourism and hunting industries – a loss of jobs and property value will drop.

· Tourists in this area come from Johannesburg and internationally, the transmission line will ruin the prime and pristine tourism area.
	Noted.  These issues will be investigated as part of the Social Impact Assessment in the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Mr. K. Basson & Mrs. E. Basson (Owners De Draai, fax received 08/06/2008)
Mr. A. Walker (Lapalala Wilderness, email received 25/06/2008)

Mr. J. Miller (Waterberg Nature Conservancy, 28/06/2008)
	· Consideration of what will happen to the value of the land and investments in the Waterberg Biosphere area.
· The permanent damage of a pristine area for the short-term gain of the limited lifespan of the mines in the area.
	These issues will be investigated as part of the detailed specialist studies to be undertaken within the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.
This project does not include any mining activities.

	Babirwa and Nkidikitlana Traditional Councils (Babirwa Traditional Office Meeting 11/06/208)
Seleka Traditional Council (Seleka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	How will the community benefit from the transmission power line?  The odd job must be done by local people.
	Construction and maintenance of a power line are generally highly skilled tasks.  However, where unskilled or semi-skilled labour is required, this labour would be sourced from the local communities, where possible during construction.

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008 and Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Two transmission power lines running next to each other will severely alter the landscape, and for some of the small farms in the servitude a lot more productive land will be displaced.  Many small farms will be totally out of income if two 765kV lines had to run through them.  Does Eskom have answers for these farmers on their current loss in income due to the proposal of these lines on their land.
	Acknowledged.  These issues will be investigated as part of the detailed specialist studies to be undertaken within the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Mr. G. van Zyl (Agri Lephalale, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. R. Louw (Lephalale Public Meeting20/06/2008)

Mr. J. Oosterhoff & Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
Mr. A. Myburgh (Tholo Bush Estate, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi Game farm, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
	This area is full of various industries, agricultural, wild animals/game reserves, hunting grounds and tourism lodges.  An estimated 70% of clientele is international.  The transmission power lines in this area could harm this industry.
	Noted.  These issues will be investigated as part of the Social Impact Assessment in the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Mr. A. Myburgh (Tholo Bush Estate, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. C. du Plessis (TOOG, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
	The hunting farms in this area attract a number of tourists as they are exempt farms, the international tourists can come there all year round.  Being exempt farms pertains to their permits to trade with game.  This is the Limpopo Province’s highest level of business.
	Noted.  These issues will be investigated as part of the Social Impact Assessment in the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Ms. FH van der Heever (landowner, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	· Their property was purchased with an existing 400kV line on it, if another line comes onto this property it will affect their eco-tourism business.

· Where can they get the servitude agreement and conditions for the existing line on their property?
	This issue will be investigated as part of the Social Impact Assessment. 

Mr Bobby Richardson (Lands and Rights, Eskom) gave his details to Ms van der Heever and he will assist her in obtaining the necessary information.

	Mr. L. de Beer (Mogalakwena Municipality, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008) 

Mr. J. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/06/2008)
	If he was a landowner whose property would be affected by the transmission power line, is it true that he cannot do anything underneath the lines i.e. farm?
	Eskom has certain restraints about what activities can occur in the servitude.

	Mr. R. Baber (Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	There is very little data available on the existing environment, eco-tourism and tourism in this area, will there be a thorough socio-economic study on a more detailed level than desktop level.
	This will be conducted during the EIA Phase of the process, and the social specialist will contact landowners who have indicated that they would be willing to be interviewed by her.

	Mr. K. Erasmus (EBB, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	The impact of the people should not be considered more than biodiversity.  There are many proclaimed conservation areas in the southern portion of the study area, but that does not mean that the northern portion has less ‘conservation’ areas.
	Stakeholders are encouraged to provide the Public Participation Office of all details regarding these conservation areas.

	Mr. W. Esterhuizen (Marken Safaris, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	The farms in this area are interdependent on each other, they having gaming/hunting rights on each others property therefore the directly affected farms are not only impacted, the line of site and surrounding farms are all affected.
	This will be investigated as part of the Social Impact Assessment.

	Mr. A. Myburgh (Tholo Bush Estate, Lephalale Focus Group 04/08/2008)

Mr. G. van Zyl (Agri Lephalale and TOOG, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	This proposed project is affecting his sales of property daily.  If there is a preferred option they need to know now so as to make decisions regarding their future planning.
	It has been determined that the Northern Route is the least impacted route, but the detailed EIA study will confirm this.

	4. Nature Reserves and Game Farms

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	The Northern Route for the proposed transmission power line, Route 2, passes potentially through Iganu Game Ranch and the surrounding based farms. 
	Noted.  Detailed maps of the study area and the proposed power line corridors will be made available shortly to the public.  These will assist in determining the exact properties which may be directly affected by the proposed alternative alignments.

	Mr. K. Maude (Swebeswebe Wildlife Estate, reply slip received and phone call taken by Terry Baker, 23/06/2008)

Mr. G. van Zyl (Tambotie Overyssel Gemeenskapgroep, fax received 08/06/2008)

Mr. K. Basson & Mrs. E. Basson (Owners De Draai, fax received 08/06/2008)

Mr. J. Oosterhoff & Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, email received 03/06/2008)
Mr. A. Myburgh (Tholo Bush Estate, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008) 

Mr. C. du Plessis (TOOG, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. A. Walker (Lapalala Wilderness, email received 25/06/2008)

Mr. J. Miller (Waterberg Biosphere Conservancy, telephone conversation 01/07/2008) 

Mr. P. Visser (Mahakala’s Game Ranch, fax received 07/07/2008)

Mr. C. Brown (Mahakala’s Game Ranch, email received 07/07/2008)
	· There are declared nature reserves in this study area, e.g. D’Nyala Nature Reserve.

· The Waterberg Biosphere runs through the middle section of the study area, and it would be a travesty to put Transmission Power Lines through it as it would impact on the plants, animals and birds.

· The Waterberg Biosphere is a pristine valley which has been rehabilitated after years of neglect, several millions of Rands in investments; unparalleled water coverage with wildlife and migratory birds and ducks will be negatively impacted if the Power Lines go through this area. 
· The Biosphere is a UN initiative, and is one of few in the world; it is a designated area over a core area which is considered bio-diverse in its natural state.  This is a project on a National Level, why does the Government not allow such an option to be possible?
	Noted.  Detailed maps of the study area and the proposed power line corridors will be made available shortly to the public.  These will assist in determining the exact properties which may be directly affected by the proposed alternative alignments.
Potential impacts on the Waterberg Biosphere and nature reserves in the area will be assessed as part of the EIA process.

	Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi Game farm, documents received 20/06/2008, Lephalale Public Meeting)
	· The Southern most proposed route runs right through the middle of the Shayamanzi Game Reserve.

· This is near the Save–the–Leopards Project which has been initiated since 2001; it is unthinkable that a transmission line go through this area. 

· A concern should be registered in terms of the lack on internal co-ordination and planning at Eskom that this route is even being considered: Eskom is one of the key contributors to this programme.

· A further concern is that even at desktop level in the early stages of the project no notice has been taken of the sensitive area such as this and the Waterberg Biosphere. What confidence is there in that these issues will be taken seriously?
	Noted.

	Mr. A. Walker (Lapalala Wilderness, email received 25/06/2008)
	The Lapalala Wilderness comprises of many farms and is 36 000 hectares in extent, and is situated in the core of the Biosphere.
	Noted.

	Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	If a power line is built through their farm, this will hinder their methods of herding their game, as they use helicopters to do this effectively.
	This matter is noted and will be investigated as part of the Social Impact assessment

	Mr. B. van der Merwe (Rivierdans, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)

Mr. J. Heyser (Rivierdans, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	· The Eskom helicopters which do the maintenance on the line creates stress on the animals and this affects the breeding of the game.

· They do a lot of exotic game breeding and the game are in camps and no helicopters are allowed onto their property.
	This matter is noted and will be investigated as part of the Social Impact assessment

	Mr. G. van Rooyen (landowner, fax received 21/08/2008)
	· Owner of a 3 060 hectare land, which is a Game Farm and Eco-Tourism.  Two transmission lines going through the farm will ruin the natural ecological state of the land.
	Noted.

	5. Traditional Land: Social and Cultural Practices, Compensation for Loss of Homes and Land

	Babirwa and Nkidikitlana Traditional Councils (Babirwa Traditional Office Meeting 11/06/208)
Seleka Traditional Council (Seleka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	If the transmission power line passes on the uncultivated farms, the Kgosi must be compensated.
	Noted.

	Dikgale, Mashashane and Moletsi Traditional Councils (Capricorn District Municipality Meeting 12/06/2008)
Seleka Traditional Council (Seleka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	A fair fee must be paid for the required servitude.  The negotiations must be done with Makgoshi.  The communal land belongs to Makgoshi and the compensation must be given to traditional council account not Department of Land Affairs.
	Noted.

	Mapela, Mokopane and Bakenburg Traditional Councils (Langa Traditional Office Meeting 13/06/2008)
Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
Shongoane Traditional Council (Shongoane Traditional Council Office 30/07/2008)
Seleka Traditional Council (Seleka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)

	What is going to happen to the houses within the servitude?  Will the line take away some of the farms and will some houses be moved?  Eskom must take full responsibility to remove a house; affected parties must be compensated for any land that Eskom will take.  Compensation can be a once off payment or a monthly payment.  MTN and Vodacom pay communities annually where they have put their towers.


	Noted.  Impacts on local villages and populations will be investigated in the social impact assessment of the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.  This will include the need to relocate any houses located within the proposed servitude.

Eskom will negotiate with each affected party in terms of compensation to be paid.  A once-off compensation payment will be made based on market value.  Eskom does not pay monthly compensation.



	
	A once-off payment is not good for them because the line will be there for the rest of their lives.
	

	Mr. M. Moatshe (Manager Infrastructure Development, Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
Shongoane Traditional Council (Shongoane Traditional Council Office 30/07/2008)
	Does compensation take into account that the line does cross some land where land claims are being processed?
	The team has been notified of areas where land claims are currently in process.

	Ms. J. Mqashoge (Manager of Social Services, Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)

Ms. D. Mafa (Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)

Mr. P. Molebaloa (Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
	Has the assessment of compensation and relocation been investigated in terms of the community structure of the Traditional Authorities?  The Municipality should be involved in consultation with the Traditional Authorities.
	This matter is noted and will be investigated as part of the Social Impact assessment.  

Further consultation will also take place during the EIA phase. There are also standard procedures that Eskom has to follow in terms of dealing with these issues. 

	Seleka Traditional Council (Seleka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	· Eskom must come up with a package for the affected parties and then they will decide if it is fair.  Will Eskom pay per tower?  What are the proceeds that will go to the Kgosi if the line passes his area?  We need a signing fee.

· Will they get the same house if removed off their land?  Eskom must buy an alternative land for the affected area, moving from one area to another can cause emotional stress.

· What will Eskom do if there is a particular portion of land that the community does not want to be disturbed?
	· Eskom will appoint an independent property valuator for the proposed project, who will provide compensation costs for the different land uses in the study area.  Eskom will use these values as the basis for negotiation.  Each affected landowner will be negotiated with individually and an agreement reached.  In the Traditional Authority areas, Eskom will agree with the Department of Land Affairs (who are the custodians of the land) with regards to compensation.  A community meeting will then be held and agreement will be reached with the community regarding the compensation to be paid.  The compensation will be paid to the DLA who will place the money in trust for the community.

· No affected party that needs to be relocated will be worse off than before they were relocated.

· ??Eskom to respond???

	Shongoane Traditional Council (Shongoane Traditional Council Office 30/07/2008)

	· It seems that Eskom wants to make the white people richer by taking the line through their land, why do more lines pass through the white farms?  Expect that Eskom give the traditional authorities the same compensation as they do the white farmers. 
	The route corridor with the least environmental (biophysical, social and economic) impacts will be selected. These corridors will also have to be technically feasible. The same principles of compensation have to be implemented for all communities / landowners.


	6. Aesthetic values / visual impacts

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	The visual eyesore on the flat topography could be much greater that that in hilly terrain.
	Noted.  A Visual Impact Assessment will be undertaken as part of the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Ms. M. Coetzee (Keta, Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	As you drive along the road from Marken to Ellisras, the number of transmission power lines along there is already an eyesore.
	Noted.  A Visual Impact Assessment will be undertaken as part of the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.  This will also include consideration of the existing visual impact in the area (i.e. cumulative impacts).

	Mr. A. Swart (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)


	If the transmission power line had to follow the roads it would be a constant eyesore and the prime tourism areas will be affected if it follows any one of the options.
	Noted.  A Visual Impact Assessment will be undertaken as part of the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Mr. J. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
	They have moved here from Europe to retire on their farm which has a lovely and unspoilt view, can see for more than 50 kms to Botswana on a bright day.  Their farm is high up on a hill and if transmission lines were to be erected here it would not only ruin their business but their view as well.
	Noted.  A Visual Impact Assessment will be undertaken as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment Phase of the study.  Impacts on businesses will be considered within the social impact assessment to be undertaken within the EIA.



	Mr. S. Mathunyane (Manager of Planning Development, Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
	Vodacom and MTN construct their towers in a more visually friendly manner, has Eskom investigated these options especially in areas of high environmental and biological significance like the Waterberg Biosphere.
	These visually friendly towers would require more maintenance, and due to the nature of the high voltage of these lines will make the maintenance more difficult.

	7. Technical & servitude management related to the Transmission Power Lines

	Mr. R. Bronkhorst (Marken Primary School – Principal, Marken 19/06/2008)

Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
Mr. L. Le Grange (Entabeni, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)

	Clarification on the project, and that it is two 765kV transmission power lines running in one corridor, whichever is chosen.
	This is confirmed.

	
	What will the servitude be if the two transmission lines are running next to each other? 
	Eskom confirmed that the servitude would then be 160 m.

	Mr. J. Motlhagodi (Rustenburg Agricultural Forum, Reply Slip received via Post)
	Request that all Traditional Authorities and farmers be involved about the servitudes and give all the relevant parties the information, especially regarding payments of servitude.
	Traditional Authorities have been involved in the process.  Farmers Associations are being contacted again to further involve them.  Consultation with these parties will be on-going throughout the process.

	Lekalakala Traditional Council (Lekalakala Traditional Office, 12/06/2008)
Seleka Traditional Council (Seleka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	Who will have ownership of the servitude?
	Eskom will register a Right of Way for the use of the servitude and will pay compensation for this property.  The landowner will, however, retain ownership of the land.

	
	The community should be compensated monthly or annually if the line passes through their area.
	Compensation will be negotiated with each affected landowner and will be based on current market value.  A once-off compensation payment will be made.  Eskom does not pay monthly or annual compensation.

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008 and Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Why are only 1km deviations allowed on the route?
	In previous Eskom projects, corridors of 2 km in width have been investigated as alternatives.  Due to the nature of this study area, the project team has agreed to investigate 5 km wide corridors within which a final route can be negotiated by Eskom if environmental authorisation is received.

	
	Now that the deviation has been changed to 5km, does that mean that the corridor is set in stone?  
	If, during the EIA phase a more environmentally and technically feasible route that falls outside of this corridor is identified, this would have to be investigated . The final route corridor that will be recommended to DEAT will however be limited to 1km width as DEAT will not authorise a wider corridor.

	Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi Game Reserve, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. R. Baber (Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)

Mr. P. Bezuidenhout (landowner, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Why are the proposed lines straight, but the northern route goes straight out of Lephalale and then widens? What is the reason for this trajectory?
	The proposed lines are to link Medupi and the Mokopane and Polokwane areas.  The route selection is dependent on the land use, environmental impact, topography, etc of the area and are determined by various parties within Eskom (e.g. Negotiator, Surveyor, Planner, Geotechnician and GIS Specialist).

	Mr. S. van Coller (Lindani Game Lodge, email received 04/07/208)
	What is the significance of the buffer zone as reflected on the maps.
	The buffer zone as reflected on the maps indicates the study area for the proposed power lines for the EIA process.  This means that re-alignment of the proposed power lines can be investigated within this buffer area.  Should the need to realign the proposed power lines outside of this buffer area be raised, this can also be investigated through the EIA process.

	Mr. D. van der Merwe (Landowner, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Ms. M. Coetzee (Keta, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Why is Eskom not considering using HVDC lines in these corridors now?
	Eskom to respond

	Mr. C. Gagiano (ESS, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	How important is the economic aspect of such a development?  The Northern Line passes over a much greater distance than the other two lines and therefore will be more expensive to build.  Will the financial aspects not shift Eskom’s decision on the recommended route?
	The EIA Team trusts that all options provided to them for the study by Eskom are technically and financially feasible, and hence their assessment will concentrate more on the environmental and socio-economic feasibility of the lines.

	Mr. J. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	Can they have the information of which types of towers are being planned to be used on this line?
	This information will be passed onto the stakeholders once agreed upon by Eskom and the EIA team.

	Ms. K. Abram (Waterberg Biosphere Conservancy, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/06/2008)
	Will the size of the servitude change with each different tower design?
	No, the servitude is a standard width of 80m for one 765kV transmission power line.

	Mr. K. Erasmus (EBB, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)


	Technology improves every year, is it feasible in the future to investigate the option of underground servitudes. 
	Eskom to respond?

	
	Has there been provision made for the assessment of what affect the compensation will have on the Regional economy.
	This issue will be assessed within the SIA to be undertaken in the detailed EIA phase.

	Mr. C.F. Ackermann and Mr. M.F. Ackermann (landowner, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Concerned about the new Expropriation Act and how it affects the landowners in this situation with Eskom.
	There is currently a new Expropriation Bill before Parliament. Will Eskom be acting in terms of this new ACT or will it continue to negotiate in terms of  NERSA (Electricity Act?  Eskom to respond

	Mr. F. Mabotja (IDP Officer, Lephalale Local Municipality Focus Group Meeting 04/05/2008)
	What will be the total project output of the lines be once constructed?
	Eskom to respond

	Mr. M. Moatshe (Manager Infrastructure Development, Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
	Post construction the access roads will need to be maintained, does Eskom have any plans to employ locals to do this?
	Eskom to respond

	Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)

	The contractors must build their own tents after they have requested the land from the Kgosi.
	Noted.

	Mr. G. van Rooyen (landowner, fax received 21/08/2008)
	Hunting occurs on his farm, and he will not be held responsible for any accidents which may occur regarding Eskom staff and maintenance crew.  Hunting weekends are booked long in advance, and will not compromise his clients for Eskom’s needs.
	Noted.

	8.  Strategic planning issues – in the study area

	Mr. D. Smit (Anglo Coal, hand delivered letter 20/06/2008, public meeting 20/06/2008).

Mr. J. Koekemoer (Anglo Coal, email received 01/06/2008, hand delivered letter 20/06/2008, Lephalale public meeting 20/06/2008).

	Anglo Operations Limited has substantial prospecting and exploration interests for coal/coal bed methane in the area North of Lephalale and it seems that Option 2 will impact its rights.  Details on the specifics of the Anglo – Gas Project is not known yet, but there will be wells and pumps on the surface.  It is unknown as yet if the gas lines and pipelines will be underground or above ground, but will cross a transmission power line if it follows that route as they have 80 000 - 
85 000 hectares of land.
	This has been noted.  AOL will be notified once the new map is available for further meetings.  Impacts on land use (including coal resources) will be assessed as part of the Social Impact Assessment to be undertaken as part of the EIA phase of the process.

	Mr. J. Koekemoer (Anglo Coal, Focus Group Meeting 18/07/2008)
	Anglo indicated that the western section of the northern route could impact on Anglo’s proposed future gas and coal developments.   It was suggested that the northern alternative be amended to follow the existing Matimba–Witkop lines (2 x 400kV).  The intention is to run their gas pipelines underneath existing and future power lines.  The footprint of the area of concern is about 5 000 ha.  Anglo is not opposed to the project, but rather that their approach is to find alternatives that do not conflict with mining plans.  They have no objection to the power line in general.
	Noted.

	Mr. J. Koekemoer (Anglo Coal, email received 01/06/2008)
	In terms of the three options available for the line going from Medupi to Mokopane, would option 1 and 3 be suitable. Option 2 is a no go as this would cross our gas prospecting rights area as well as other mining companies who hold rights over shallow coal areas in the east of the Waterberg Basin which is a target for open cast coal mining. The same is applicable for the west of the Basin towards Steenbokpan and this was taken into account when the servitude was established and applied for the lines incoming from Mmamabula in Botswana towards Medupi. Now, the same situation is repeating itself in the east.
	A Focus Group Meeting has been set up with Eskom and Anglo Coal for the 15 July 2008.

	Babirwa and Nkidikitlana Traditional Councils (Babirwa Traditional Office Meeting 11/06/2008)
	There are two sections in Babirwa and Nkidikitlana that do not have electricity.
	Noted.

	Mr. A. Myburgh (Tholo Bush Estate, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
	The Tholo Bush Estate is a housing development where the marketing is focused on a clear and natural area, an ECO ESTATE.  49 Houses are to be built on 1921 hectares of land; the first house is expected to be built by August 2008.  This development is situated in the proposed green route (Corridor 3), and both the marketing and aesthetic value of this will be negatively affected.
	Noted.  A Visual Impact Assessment will be undertaken as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment Phase of the study.  Impacts on businesses and land use will be considered within the social impact assessment to be undertaken within the EIA.

	Mr. T. Mufamadi (EXXARO, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
	There is a shortage of houses for their workers and have bought farms in the area to build accommodation and need to know if the transmission lines will run through them.
	The public participation consultant will liaise with EXXARO on identifying their land.
Impacts on land use will be assessed as part of the Social Impact Assessment to be undertaken as part of the EIA phase of the process.

	Mr. P. Molebaloa (Divisional Strategic Planning Officer, Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
	There are three new development projects in the study area:

· SDF reviewed.

· Meander Route.

· Lephalale Agricultural Corridor.
	The Waterberg District Municipality provided the team with their revised IDP with details of these new projects.

	9. Strategic planning issues – with regards to Eskom

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	· Why choose a route that affects so many people?

· Why not use existing corridors to save scarring and damaging virgin bushveld?
	The route that the transmission power lines will follow has not been chosen as yet.  This is the beginning stages of the project and all alternatives are being investigated.  The option of following existing power lines in the area will be considered within the EIA process.

	Mr. H. Nel (Waterberg Sanctuary, email received 03/06/2008)
	Eskom needs to look at the rest of South Africa and where there is a need for energy and plan better in the future.
	Noted.  Eskom does planning for adequacy and security of supply for South Africa.  The location of power station is based on where the generation fuel is located, how much the project would cost and how sustainable it would be, as well as how feasible it would be to transmit and distribute the power.

	Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi Game Reserve, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
	The Save-the-Leopards project is a joint initiative with Government as well as companies such as Telkom and Eskom.  How can they allow for this to even be an option?
	Shayamanzi is within the scoping area.  The purpose of the scoping study is to identify such issues and to refine the alternatives for detailed investigation.

	Mr. C. du Plessis (TOOG, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. B. Kerr (Shamburu, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	Stakeholders are only being notified now of these proposed transmission power lines, but Eskom did not recently decide this.  There needs to be more transparency, Eskom needs to notify stakeholders if they are planning future development in their areas especially in areas such as this which is currently booming in tourism.
	The need for these power lines is based on the load growth in the Mokopane and Polokwane area.  Eskom responds to this load growth in terms of the demand, which is determined by mining houses in this area (such as Xstrata, Anglo), etc. were identified once Eskom determined that there are more coal reserves in the Lephalale area than initially thought.  Therefore, should any new generation come out of the Lephalale area, the servitudes would need to be acquired at this stage such that Eskom does not need to go back to the landowners again at a later stage.  This is part of the long-term planning for the area. 


	Mr. L. Le Grange (Entabeni, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Mr. L. de Beer (Mogalakwena Municipality, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	· What criteria did Eskom use to determine the substation sites, was it specific to supplying the mines with power?
· The new Entabeni Game Reserve development will require power, this application has been submitted to Eskom has it been considered as well in the substation sites locations?
	Eskom’s choice of substation sites is influenced by future mines, smelters and urban growth in the area.

	Mr. K. Erasmus (EBB, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Is this project establishing servitudes for the future?
	This project will begin construction by beginning 2011.

	Ms. K. Abram (Leopard Creek, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/05/2008)
	Does Eskom have a preferred route?
	Eskom will be guided by the findings of the EIA consultant. The EIA consultant has proceeded with the investigation of all of the routes currently on the table based on the assumption that Eskom has approved them from a purely technical perspective, i.e. before any environmental issues have been taken into account.   Does Eskom need to elaborate on this?

	Mr. S. Mathunyane (Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
	Eskom should encourage communication and participation with the Municipalities from the planning stages so as to ensure that locals will not hate Eskom.
	This issue is noted and passed on to Eskom. Communication will be maintained by the EIA consultants through the EIA phase.

	10. Environmental issues and Natural Environment

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	The effects on the high fauna populations in this area, especially mammals and birds.
	Impacts on biodiversity (including terrestrial fauna and avifauna) will be assessed in the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Dr. M. van Staden (Marken Public Meeting 19?06/2008)
	Requests a definition of environmental sustainability, and the impact of the transmission lines on the environment.
	These issues will be addressed within the environmental reports to be prepared as part of the EIA process.

Eskom will establish a working programme for the life-span of the line for the lifetime of the power lines together with the landowners in order to ensure that landowners’ concerns are addressed.

	Mr. K. Maude (Swebeswebe Wildlife Estate, reply slip received and phone call taken by Terry Baker, 23/06/2008)
	There has been little consideration of the terrain in the area.  There are deep gorges and hilly topography.
	Issues associated with topography and the associated impacts will be assessed through the EIA process. 

	Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi Game farm, documents received 20/06/2008)
	The Save-the-Leopards Project is a sensitive area, and the disturbance of a transmission power line in this area will be destructive during construction as well as operation phase.
	Noted.  Impacts on biodiversity (including sensitive areas) will be assessed in the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Mr. A. Swart (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. D. van der Heever (Iganu Game Rand, Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mrs. M. Lochner and Mr. P. Lochner (landowners, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Should they make peace with the fact that if money is an issue then environmental considerations will be taking a backseat?  What weighs more, the cost of the transmission line or the environmental issues?
	The EIA process is required to assess technically feasible alternatives proposed by the project proponent in terms of environmental aspects.  The purpose of the impact assessment is to assess whether the impact on the environment can be mitigated to an acceptable level or not.

	
	Apparently the high powered transmission power lines make the wildlife sterile.
	Eskom has conducted a study in this regard which indicates that this is not the case.  A copy of this study is available from the public participation consultant on request.


	Mr. D. Rosema (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	There are many dangerous animals on their game farms.  They will not sell their animals if the transmission power line is to go through it.
	Potential impacts on properties will be assessed as part of the social impact assessment to be undertaken within the EIA process.

	Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, Lephalale Public Meetings 20/06/2008)
	The animals in these areas will lose their natural habitat if transmission power lines are constructed; it is a continued interruption of the animals’ natural habitat.
	Impacts on biodiversity (including impacts on habitats) will be assessed in the Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	Mr. R. Louw (Lephalale Public Meeting20/06/2008)
	He already has two transmission lines on his land, and the bushes along the servitude of the 400kV line are all dead.  If Eskom puts another transmission line on his farm, they can have it.
	Noted.

	Mr. J. Oosterhoff & Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, email received 17/07/2008)
	An EIA is not an on-time-occasion study, it should cover at least all the seasons of the year.
	Noted.

	Ms. B. Somo (Environmental Officer, Lephalale Local Municipality Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	Would like clarification on the avifauna and agricultural impacts of the transmission line, there is great concern for the environmental impacts on the area.
	These matters will be further investigated during the EIA phase.

	Mr. B. Kerr (Shamburu, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)

Mr. C. du Plessis (landowner, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)

Mr. H. Hayward (Thaba Nkulu, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	How can the landowners be asked to fill in the specialist questionnaire, the lay person does not know if they have red data species on their land, and don’t know the definition of heritage sites as per the NEMA.  The stakeholders do not mind participation, but would like evidence that the specialists will be in the field. 
	The questionnaire is there to assist the specialists in their assessment of the study area and will not be used as the sole investigation of the area.

	Mr. J. Coetzee (landowner, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	There has been no mention of the impact that the lines will have on low-level aviation flying.  There have been incidents where helicopters/small planes have hit the lines and this has a tragic result.  There should be a marking of these lines on the aviation maps, should contact the Civil Aviation Authority.
	This potential impact will be added to the scope of work.

	Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	Mr. Parsons read out a statement by Professor Bothma in the meeting:

· That transmission lines are dangerous to helicopters flying in the area.

· That there is a sterilization zone that the CAA have noted about flying levels about the lines.

· That the harvesting of game can be affected by the lines, and that the maintenance of the lines after being built can also have an affect on the game.
	All these issues will be investigated further in the EIA Phase.  The document on EMFs will be passed onto those stakeholders interested in reading it.

	11. Sense of Place

	Mr. R. Baber (Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	There are only 5 major areas of attracting tourism in South Africa, and this area is one of them.  People are affected by the sense of place that they are visiting; if a transmission power line had to come through this area it would affect an entire economic market.  The people in this area, and within the Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, have worked very hard to attract the international tourists.
	These issues will be forwarded to the Social specialist.

	12. Alternatives suggested

	Mr. D. Rosema (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. R. Baber (Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	How were the alternatives decided upon?
	Route selections are done using by different specialist within Eskom (Negotiator, Surveyor, Planner, Geotechnician and GIS Specialist).  Different aspects such as topography; access, land features, constructability and integration into the grid are considered.  Only technically feasible alternatives are provided to the EIA team to be considered within the EIA process.

	Ms. R. Hennop (Marken BV, Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. R. Bronkhorst (Marken Primary School – Principal, Marken 19/06/2008)

Mr. R. Baber (Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008) 

Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Can the current 400kV transmission power lines in the area not be converted into 765kV Lines? And if not, why not?  Why is it not a viable alternative?  It alleviates the cost implications as the lines are already up and hence the existing infrastructure can be utilised, and will allow for future integration.
	The existing transmission power lines in the area transmit power from the Matimba power station into the transmission grid.  The proposed new 765kV lines are proposed to transmit the power generated at the new Medupi Power Station (currently under construction) to the transmission grid.  Therefore, the conversion of these existing lines to 765kV will not meet the objectives of the proposed project.

	Mr. K. Maude (Swebeswebe Wildlife Estate, reply slip received and phone call taken by Terry Baker, 23/06/2008)
Mr. D. Rosema (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi Game Reserve, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. C. Gagiano (ESS, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Mr. F. Lubbe (Temba Safaris, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Why can the proposed line not follow the existing roads and power lines?
	This alternative will be considered in the EIA process.

	
	The scope of study for the specialists now includes the investigation of the viability of following the existing route.
	

	Mr. K. Maude (Swebeswebe Wildlife Estate, reply slip received and phone call taken by Terry Baker, 23/06/2008)
	The Northern proposed route has the least impact on ecology and biodiversity in comparison to the other two transmission power lines, which have hillier terrain.
	Potential impacts on the environment associated with all proposed alternatives will be considered within the EIA process and a preferred option nominated on the basis of all environmental aspects under consideration.

	Mr. H. Nel (Waterberg Sanctuary, email received 03/06/2008)
	The Platinum Mines are in need of electricity.  Why not build the Power Station and transmission power lines on their land.
	Power stations are located in accordance with the location of the fuel source, in this case coal.  

The power generated and transmitted is not solely for the use by Platinum mines, but also for the strengthening of the power supply to towns in the region.

	
	If during the study there is evidence of any “no go” options, please scrap that route and notify the stakeholders in that area to avoid further upsetting stakeholders.
	Noted.  Stakeholders will be informed of the progress of the studies, including any recommendations made, on an on-going basis throughout the EIA process.

	Bakone, Batlokwa and Lebelo Traditional Councils (Bakone Traditional Office Meeting 10/06/2008)
	Are there any substations between Medupi and Mokopane?
	No.

	
	Can the substation be built in Bakenburg or Mapela to provide support to Anglo Platinum?
	The location of the substation is within the Bakenburg area.

	
	Is Eskom not thinking about establishing solar energy alternatives to strengthen the current energy?
	Eskom is considering various power generation supply options as part of its strategic planning to meet the power demand within the country.  Eskom is currently researching the use of solar power as an option.  Medupi Power Station is a baseload power station to supply power to the transmission grid on an on-going basis.  Solar power cannot fulfil this role.

	Mr. H. Nel (Waterberg Sanctuary, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
	Instead of taking electricity to Mokopane can they not take coal, using the existing rail routes?  Why do they have to pay the price for the benefit of Polokwane and Mokopane?
	It should be noted that this transmission power line will strengthen the grid in the entire study area.

	Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. J. De Kock (Shelanti Game Reserve, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	Why does Eskom not look into burying the line?
	The cost of underground power lines is approximately 20 times the cost of overhead power lines due to the type of insulation, ventilation shafts along the route, intensive construction methodology, etc.  There are no underground 400 kV or 765 kV lines anywhere in the world.
An underground power line would also have a more significant environmental impact as the entire servitude would have to be cleared of vegetation and kept clear for maintenance purposes rather than just the tower positions.  In addition, the land within this servitude would be sterilised and would not be available for any land use.

	
	Which form of electricity is stronger?  Underground or transmission lines?
	The transmission lines which are being proposed (i.e. 765kV lines) are the largest power lines which are currently constructed by Eskom.  No 765kV or 400kV transmission lines have been constructed anywhere internationally.  

	Mr. J. Koekemoer (Anglo Coal, Focus Group Meeting 18/07/2008)
	It is suggested that the Northern route be amended to follow the existing Matimba-Witkop lines.
	Noted, these amendments will be looked at in the EIA phase.

	Mr. J. Heyser (Rivierdans, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	Can Eskom not take the power from Matimba to Medupi then to Polokwane, and hence using the existing lines?
	The Matimba Power Station is at its capacity currently, hence the need for Medupi power station.  This is not a feasible option.

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	If this project is matching the demand needs, then why can the existing 400kV lines not be decommissioned and the proposed new 765kV lines be built in its place.
	Eskom to respond?

	Mr. J. De Kock (Shelanti Game Reserve, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Why does Eskom not build the power station at Polokwane and cut out the need for the lines to come from Medupi.
	If a power station where to be built in Polokwane, the coal would need to be transported from Lephalale.

	13. Maps/Other Information

	Mr. J. Motlhagodi (Rustenburg Agricultural Forum, Reply Slip received via Post)
	The legend on the Project Map does not have a separate category for the Farmers in the area, it has been suggested that this be a separate category so as the farmers can identify themselves easier on the Map.
	Detailed maps of the study area are being prepared in order to facilitate the identification of directly affected properties.  These will be made available shortly.

	Mr. O. Baloyi (Sasol  Mining, email received 02/06/2008)

Mr. J. du Plessis (Sasol Mining: email received 19/06/2008)
	Requested better maps to identify if their mining rights will be affected by any of the proposed routes.
	Detailed maps of the study area are being prepared in order to facilitate the identification of directly affected properties.  These will be made available shortly.

	Bakone, Batlokwa and Lebelo Traditional Councils (Bakone Traditional Office Meeting 10/06/2008)

Babirwa and Nkidikitlana Traditional Councils (Babirwa Traditional Office Meeting 11/06/208)

Mapela, Mokopane and Bakenburg Traditional Councils (Langa Traditional Office Meeting 13/06/2008)
Ms. R. Hennop (Marken BV, Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. D. Smit (Anglo Coal, hand delivered letter 20/06/2008, present at Lephalale public meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. A. Myburgh (Tholo Game Reserve, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008) 

Mr. B. Mostert (DLU Vaalwater, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
Mr. R. Baber (Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
Mr. J. Oosterhoff & Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, email received 17/07/2008)
	A better map is requested to ensure that they can better identify their property.
	Detailed maps of the study area are being prepared in order to facilitate the identification of directly affected properties.  These will be made available shortly.

	Bakone, Batlokwa and Lebelo Traditional Councils (Bakone Traditional Office Meeting 10/06/2008)
	Some documents must be written in Sepedi for the communities to understand the project better.
	Noted.  The Executive Summary of the Reports will be translated into Sepedi in order to facilitate the involvement of local communities.  When the findings of the environmental studies are presented, a Sepedi translator will be present at the meetings.

	Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi Game Reserve, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
	Correspondence and documents have to be available in Afrikaans.
	Noted.  The Executive Summary of the Reports will be translated into Afrikaans in order to facilitate the involvement of local communities.  When the findings of the environmental studies are presented, an Afrikaans translator will be present at the meetings.

	Mr. C. du Plessis (TOOG, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. A. Swart (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. J. De Kock (Shelanti Game Reserve, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Where are the specialists who have been conducting the specialist’s studies? They have not been seen in the area, helicopter rides are not sufficient to study the area.
	The EIA process is currently in the Scoping phase.  This phase involves the identification of issues through desk-top studies and consultation with local landowners and stakeholders.  Detailed field work and specialist studies will be undertaken in the EIA phase of the study.

The Terms of Reference for the detailed specialist studies will form part of the Plan of Study for EIA to be included in the Draft Scoping Report.  A list of the names of the specialists involved in the project has been attached with the documents accompanying this report.  

	Mr. S. van Coller (Lindani Game Lodges, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)

Mr. J. Heyser (Rivierdans, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	They are not prepared to give the specialists any personal/contact information of their international clients but are prepared to give them a questionnaire to fill in when they are at the lodge.  They will provide the specialists with the sufficient statistical information.
	This will be followed up by the Social specialist in the EIA Phase.

	Mr. P. Bezuidenhout (landowner, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Mr. J. De Kock (Shelanti Game Reserve, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)

Mr. B. Smit (landowner, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	The biodiversity sensitivity map does not correctly depict areas of biodiversity/ecological issues in the northern area.  Questions were raised regarding some of the high sensitive areas of biodiversity indicated on the map.
	This issue will be forwarded to the relevant specialist for response. Landowners were asked to mark any additional information on the maps provided; this too would be forwarded.

	Mr. K. Erasmus (EBB, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Requested a map with the existing Eskom servitudes and lines in this area, including road reserves or any planned road routes in the area and new infrastructure.
	These requests will be met by the EIA Consultant and PP Office.

	14.  Public Participation

	Mr. D. Rosema (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
Mr. A. Myburgh (Tholo Bush Estate, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008) 

Mr. C. du Plessis (TOOG, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. J. Parsons (Shayamanzi Game Reserve, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. D. Strydom and Mrs. B. Strydom (Mama Tau, email received 23/06/2008)

Ms. I. Snyman (landowner, email received 22/08/2008)
	Take issue with the fact that many landowners are not present and that they were not individually notified.  This creates a feeling of distrust and an impression that the consultants do not want to consult with everyone.
	One of the objectives of the announcement phase of the EIA is to start identifying people that could potentially be affected by the proposed project.  One this project this was done by placing advertisements in newspapers, on-site notices and posters in public places and sending Background Information Documents and requests to register as an I&AP to stakeholders who have been involved in previous Eskom projects in the study area.  The public participation team will evaluate how successful the identification and notification of landowners has been as the project progresses and will implement additional actions as required.  The project is expected to take more than a year to complete, and additional I&APs still have a number of opportunities to participate in the project.  Landowners are urged to provide contact information for their neighbours and friends in the area to the public participation team.

	Mr. D. van der Heever (Iganu Game Rand, Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	There are a lot of Traditional Authorities in the study area.  Have they been consulted?
	The Traditional Authorities were met in meetings the week of 9 June 2008.  Joseph Masilela from Karin Bowler Enterprises facilitated these meetings.

	Mr. G. Lamprecht (Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
	Requested that further notice be given for the next round of meetings.
	Noted.

	Mr. K. Maude (Swebeswebe Wildlife Estate, reply slip received and phone call taken by Terry Baker, 23/06/2008)
	More people needed to be notified and invited to the public meetings.  Offered to assist PPP team in getting contact details in the area.
	Noted, with thanks.

	Mr. J. Oosterhoff & Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, email received 16/07/2008)
Mr. R. Baber (Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	Why does Eskom not give the project team all the information of all the landowners in each of the proposed lines?
	Electricity bills are controlled by Eskom Distribution and this project is an Eskom Transmission project. This option has been investigated and the relevant measures have been put into place by Eskom Transmission to achieve this.

	
	Please can the Draft Scoping Report be posted by CD?
	Any stakeholders who require that the Draft Scoping Report be available to them via CD should notify the Public Participation Office.

	Mr. B. van der Merwe (Rivierdans, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/06/2008)
	There is a request that stakeholders be notified by sms with regards to any further developments in the project and meetings.
	This has been investigated, and will be initiated for the rest of the process.

	Mr. K. Erasmus (EBB, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)

Mr. F. Mabotja (IDP Officer, Lephalale Local Municipality Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008) 

Ms. B. Somo (Environmental Officer, Lephalale Local Municipality Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	The traditional authority consultation should not be considered as complete, the consultation with the heads of the different Traditional Authorities does not necessarily reflect the social structure of the community.
	This has been noted and will be taken into account with regards to further consultation with the Traditional Authorities.

	Mr. K. Erasmus (EBB, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)

Ms. R. Hennop (landowner, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)

Mr. W. Botha (Nyabi, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Requested the farm names for the entire study area and stakeholder database thus far to assist in filling the gaps.
	This will be sent to them as soon as possible.

	Shongoane Traditional Council (Shongoane Traditional Council Office 30/07/2008)
	The communication should not/must not stop at this point.   They expect to see the consultant again.
	Noted, consultation will continue until the end of the EIA process.

	15.  General / other issues

	Mr. J. Motlhagodi (Rustenburg Agricultural Forum, Reply Slip received via Post)
	Would like to see Eskom upgrading its power supply and power stations to the entire country.  Load shedding should also come to an end, as the locals will lose hope and trust in Eskom.
	Eskom is currently addressing the power shortage in the country through the implementation of various power generation and transmission options.  This project is one of those that will address the generation shortages in the country.

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

	Effects on the accessibility to underground water supplies.
	Noted.  Impacts on land use will be investigated as part of the social impact assessment to be undertaken within the Environmental Impact Assessment Phase of the study.

	
	Why does Proposed Route 2 extend so far North, at such additional expense when Eskom is struggling for adequate funding?
	The proposed lines are to link Medupi and the Mokopane and Polokwane areas.  The route selection is dependent on the land use, environmental impact, topography, etc of the area and are determined by various parties within Eskom (e.g. Negotiator, Surveyor, Planner, Geotechnician and GIS Specialist).

	Mr. C. Thompson (Iganu Game Ranch, attended Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)
Ms. R. Hennop (Marken BV, Marken Public Meeting 19/06/2008)

Mr. C. du Plessis (TOOG, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. P. Both (Mahakala’s Game Ranch, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)
Babirwa and Nkidikitlana Traditional Councils (Babirwa Traditional Office Meeting 11/06/208)
Mr. G. Van Rooyen (landowner, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Mr. J. Heyser (Rivierdans, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
Mr. F. Lubbe (Temba Safaris, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Mr. D. Kunneke (landowner, Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
Mr. S. Siebe (Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
Ms. I. Snyman (landowner, e-mail received 22/08/2008)
	What are the timescales of this project?  When will the construction start?
	The EIA Process will take approximately 18 months (i.e. Up to the end of 2009).  Should Authorisation be given by DEAT, another year will be taken for the Land Negotiations phase.  Construction will then commence.  Construction of these proposed power lines is expected to start in early 2011.  The lines are expected to be in service by early 2013 to assist the integration of Medupi Power Station.

	Mr. J. Mathieu (Mathieu Project Management, fax received 08/06/2008)
	Would like to register their construction company to be a part of any electrical activities, already registered with Eskom Distribution in the area.
	Mr. Mathieu should contact Eskom Transmission directly for Vendor Registration.

	Bakone, Batlokwa and Lebelo Traditional Councils (Bakone Traditional Office Meeting 10/06/2008)
Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
Shongoane Traditional Council (Shongoane Traditional Council Office 30/07/2008)
Lekalakala Traditional Council (Lekalakala Traditional Office, 12/06/2008)
Mapela, Mokopane and Bakenburg Traditional Councils (Langa Traditional Office Meeting 13/06/2008)
	It would be appreciated if Eskom can build a technical college as the benefit to the tribal areas through which the transmission power lines will pass, but with good planning.  Early 1990 Eskom built a bakery at Makobe and Uitsuige but they did not train the people to work in the bakery. Eskom can build one of the following: schools/traditional office/stadium/shopping complex/post office/technical college/market for selling vegetables or construct roads in the village.

	Noted.  Suggestion will be passed onto Eskom for consideration. 

	
	The purchase points where electricity tokens are bought force people to travel long distances.  Is it not possible for Eskom to look at bringing this service closer to communities?
	Noted.  Suggestion will be passed onto Eskom for consideration.

	
	Is it possible that a member of the public can buy Eskom shares?
	Eskom is not a listed company, but is a State-owned Enterprise.

	Babirwa and Nkidikitlana Traditional Councils (Babirwa Traditional Office Meeting 11/06/208)

Mapela, Mokopane and Bakenburg Traditional Councils (Langa Traditional Office Meeting 13/06/2008)
	The project is accepted because it is going to improve the power of electricity.  If it was a mining project the community would have a problem.  Mines take up too much space and it becomes dangerous when the mining stops.
	Noted. 

	
	The route must be presented so that the Kgosi can inform the affected people.
	Noted.  Consultation with all potentially affected parties will be on-going throughout the EIA process.

	
	Communication between Eskom and community must continue until the end of the construction of the transmission power line and building of the substation.
	Noted.  This will be included as part of the EMP.

	Dikgale, Mashashane and Moletsi Traditional Councils (Capricorn District Municipality Meeting 12/06/2008)
	This project is good because some areas without electricity will now receive it.  Distribution said that there is not enough electricity to electrify all the villages. This is also going to be good for the industries and the villages’ growth will need more electricity.
	Noted.

	
	On the 3rd March 2008 a man from Collen du Plessis Company said that two mini substations will be built at Dikgale to supply twenty-nine villages.  The power will be from Witkop substation.
	These mini-substations will more than likely be distribution substations to be constructed by Eskom Distribution.

	
	The community would like to thank Rejoice Makaba from Land and Property Management who sorted the problem we had with Witkop line.  An EIA was done for one line but two lines were built and the community was told that the second line is a Distribution line.
	Noted.

	
	Is a transmission line similar to the Distribution line?
	Transmission lines (i.e. 765kV or 400kV transmission lines) transmit power generated at power stations to Eskom’s major substations.  At these major substations, the voltage is reduced, and distributed to smaller substations all over the country through distribution lines (i.e. 132kV, 88kV or 66kV Distribution lines).  Here the voltage is reduced and distributed to local substations, which distribute the power via numerous small lines (i.e. 22kV and 11kV lines) to local users. 

	Mr. J. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap, Lephalale Public Meeting 20/06/2008)

Mr. J. Oosterhoff & Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, email received 17/07/2008)
	What is Eskom’s budget for this EIA?
	The EIA costs pay for the consultants’ work to identify an environmentally feasible route for the proposed power lines.  The costs are based on the consultant’s professional charges.

	
	They feel that this initial response is not a serious enough answer in terms of indicating Eskom’s seriousness about these studies.
	Eskom to respond.

	Mr. R. Louw (Lephalale Public Meeting, 20/06/2008)
	Are the proposed routes on the map coloured in an order of preference?
	No.  The colour of the routes on the maps is purely by random choice. 

	Mr. J. Oosterhoff & Mrs. M. Oosterhoff (Leopard Leap Lodge, email received 16/07/2008)
	The meetings are handicapped in that some representatives such as Eskom planning division are not present, and that those representatives of the study team present have limited knowledge and judgment to their own specialities.
	Noted.  This was amended for the second round of Focus Group Meetings where there was an Eskom planning presentation and the EIA Project Manager was present.

	Mr. M. Ledwaba (Manager Environmental Division, Polokwane Local Municipality Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)
	The Polokwane Municipality IDP indicates growth to the south of Polokwane.
	Noted.

	Mr. G. Van Rooyen (Landowner, Potgietusrus DLU Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008) 
	Will there be any further lines coming out of Witkop substation?  As a contractor has already come onto his property to negotiate a servitude.
	It was established in the meeting that this contractor was on their property for another Eskom project where the authorisation has been granted.

	Mr. R. Baber (Waterberg Biosphere Reserve, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/08/2008)

Ms. R. Poole (Moonriver, Vaalwater Farmers Hall Focus Group Meeting 05/06/2008)

Mr. J. De Kock (Shelanti Game Reserve, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
Ms. E. Greyling (Media and Agri Lephalale, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	There is another Eskom project in the area, where the EIA came to a decision about the location of the substation site but it was moved.  Why did this occur? What guarantee do they have that the recommendations of this EIA will not be changed/ignored by Eskom?  They need to have confidence that this is going to be a fair process and that their participation is going to be taken into account in the recommendations of this project.
	This is an important process issue. Eskom should provide a robust answer here and also one from the EIA consultant who was responsible for the process if possible

	Mr. K. Erasmus (EBB, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	Requested a copy of the presentation, which was presented at the Focus Group Meeting.
	This will be available on the Savannah Environmental website: www.savannahsa.com

	
	The independence of the EIA Consultant is questioned, if before the Scoping Report is reviewed or the Plan of Study for EIA a preferred route has been chosen.
	This preferred route has been determined through the initial desktop studies by the specialists, it was presented to the stakeholders at this stage as requested from the first round of public meetings.  The EIA Phase will have a more detailed assessment of the corridor options.

	Ms. M. Coetzee (Keta, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	· How does these proceeding work, when will they get the opportunity to raise their concerns/issues if the preferred route is already chosen.

· Does Eskom think that Marken is a little farm town that they can just dump the lines through, because they do not want the line through their land.
	The purpose of this round of meetings was to come back to the stakeholders as requested by them with more information about which option would be the most preferred, the preliminary studies have shown that the route with the least impact (ecologically/socially) is the Northern option.  However, all options will be studied in detail in the EIA phase.

	Ms. R. Hennop (landowner, Marken Focus Group Meeting 06/08/2008)
	· They would prefer to have face-to-face interviews with the specialists, they would like to put a face to a name. 

· They would like to know who from Eskom worked on the existing 400kV line in the area, as they would prefer if that team was not working on this line as they do not want to go through this process in another 2-3years time.


	The SIA specialist will be conducting focus group meetings during the EIA phase.

This matter is noted and forwarded to Eskom for its attention

	Mr. F. Mabotja (IDP Officer, Lephalale Local Municipality Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008) 
	Would like an information package, including large set of maps to present this project to the IDP team.
	This will be arranged and posted to Mr. Mabotja.

	Mr. K. Maude (Swebeswebe, Lephalale Focus Group Meeting 04/08/2008)
	It was irresponsible for the team to distribute the names of all the farms in the study area, as this created quite a stir amongst all the landowners especially the international landowners.
	It is necessary for all potential landowners in the study area to be notified of the proposed project at the beginning of the EIA process.

	Ms. S. Raboshaba (DEAT, Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)

Ms. D. Mafa (Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)

Mr. S. Siebe (Regional Manager Development Planning, Waterberg District Municipality Focus Group Meeting 07/08/2008)
	Request for the Draft Scoping Report for comment and all other reports distributed for this project.

Request the EMP, RoD and Air Quality study for the Medupi substation.

Request notification once the authorization is received for this project.
	These requests will be fulfilled by the PP Office once information has been gathered and available.

	Seleka Traditional Council (Seleka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	Do these power lines have electro pollution?
	Electric magnetic fields (EMFs) are known to be associated with power lines.  The power lines are designed and constructed to ensure that the effect of the EMFs on the ground are zero and are contained within the servitude. 

	Laka Traditional Council (Laka Traditional Authority Office 29/07/2008)
	· Their electricity is weak and goes off when it rains or windy days.

· Eskom takes too long to respond when fault was lodged, the house ended up burning down.
	These issues are associated with th Distribution network in the area and will be forwarded to Eskom Distribution for action.

	Shongoane Traditional Council (Shongoane Traditional Council Office 30/07/2008)
	· Is this project the second or third phase of the Eskom project which was completed in 2004?  During the EIA of that project they were promised that the line will pass in their area but it was later taken away from them.
	The power line constructed in 2004 was to evacuate power form the Matimba Power Station.  This project proposes the construction of power lines to evacuate power from the new Medupi Power Station currently being constructed in the Lephalale area.  The two projects are not related to one another.
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