Appendix G: Public participation information

The public participation process will comply with the requirements of the protection of personal information act,
2013 (act no. 14 of 2013) (POPIA) and the guidance document by the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the
Environment relating to registers of interested and affected parties and the inclusion of comments in reports.

ADVERTISEMENT

A preliminary advertisement was placed in the Eikestad Nuus on the 10 July 2025 notifying I&APs of the
unlawful development and of the opportunity to register for the public participation process.

NOTICE BOARD

A noticeboard was placed at the entrance on 10 October 2025.
INFORMATION AND REPORTING FOR THE FORMAL PROCESS - 30-DAY

A nofification letter will be sent to all I&APs/authorities on the project database to inform them of the
availability of the draft AR for a 30-day public review and comment period. A nofification letter will be sent
via e-mail to 1&APs. The noftification letters will provide a link where I&APs can access and download the draft
AR via the internet.

Should any I&AP contact GBE to indicate that they are not able to access the online project documentation
due to lack of internet connectivity, GBE willimplement suitable alternative means of providing the requested
project information to these I&APs. Such measures may include (but are not limited to) the following:

e Registered post or courier

e Sending hard copies of the comprehensive Executive Summary of the report (which will be able to serve
as a stand-alone document); or

e Sending a CD, which includes the report or Executive Summary.

e Having a telephonic discussion to answer any queries that the I&APs may have regarding the proposed
project.

All comments received in response to the draft reports will be collated and responded to in a Comments and
Responses Report, which will be appended to the final AR. The comments will duly be taken into consideration
in the process of updating the draft AR. The C&R table will be sent to all IKAPs who comments on the dAR for
review. Any additional comments will be included in the final AR. A copy of the final AR will be submitted o
the competent authority for decision-making. Thereafter, a noftification letter will be sent to all registered I&APs
on the project database to inform them of the submission. The nofification letter will be sent via e-mail, if not
indicated otherwise by I&APs.

The commenting period was from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.
INFORMATION AND REPORTING FOR THE FORMAL PROCESS - 21-DAY

A notification letter will be sent to all 1&APs/authorities on the project database to inform them of the
availability of the draft AR for a 30-day public review and comment period. A notification letter will be sent
via e-mail to I1&APs. The notification letters will provide a link where I&APs can access and download the draft
AR via the internet.

All comments received in response to the draft reports will be collated and responded to in a Comments and
Responses Report, which will be appended to the final AR. Any additional comments will be included in the
final AR. A copy of the final AR will be submitted to the competent authority for decision-making. Thereafter,
a notification letter will be sent to all registered I&APs on the project database to inform them of the
submission. The notification letter will be sent via e-maiil, if not indicated otherwise by I&APs.

The commenting period will be from 26 January 2026 until 16 February 2026.
1& AP DATABASE

The 1&AP database is compiled for registered and listed 1&APs. The database will be continuously updated to
include new I&APs that have registered and submitted comments on the Draft Assessment Report.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

The comments received on the Draft Report have been included in the final report.




Appendix G1.1: Proof of Preliminary advertisement

10 Julie 2025

Zara claims gold,
district colours

Yaél Malgas

10 Eik SKOLE SCHOOLS

At just seven-years-old gymnast Zara
Williams is proof that dynamite
comes in small packages.

The talented athlete from Ida’s Valley,
is a member of the Van Der Stel Gym-
nastics Club.

Despite only taking up the sport gym-
nastics in February, Zara has already
won two gold medals. She claimed first
place at the recent Western Cape Pro-
vincial Championship in Saldanha Bay
on the West Coast. “I found out about
gymnastics at age five and it is fun. My
favourite is the uneven bars, floor, beam
and floor pit,” she says.

The Delicuim Private School learn-
er had a strong start to her gymnastic
career, also winning gold when she
competed in her club’s competition and
achieved silver in the Winelands District
Competition held in Paarl.

Of the competition on the West Coast,
Zara says it felt good to compete and,
despite the scale of the competition, she
wasn’t nervous, but rather excited.

Proud mother Charne explains that

Maroon Mafia rocks on!

Theinaugural Band Battle rocked the nor sburbs of Cape Town on 27 June,

the best of high-school musical talent across the Western Cape. The competition drew 24 entries from13
schools, with finalists selected through a rigorous audition process judged by industry professionals, includ-
ing Mark Haze, Jurg Human and Francois van Coke. After two rounds of auditions, the top-three bands took
to the stage for a high-energy showdown in front of a packed Paul Roos 's Maroon
Mafia clinched the runner-up spot. From left are Nicholas Jacobs, Riaan Stroebel (executive head at Curro
Durbanville High), Kayden Phillips, Mynard Rademyer, Ffam:ms van Coke, Wynand Otto, Andre Boezaart,
Dian Lategan, Hendrik Heyl, Evert Theron and Isa of Curro jille High). An-
other Loud Thursday from Parel Vallei High SchnolmSomerset West claimed the top spot.

Jong klavierspélers skitter by Eisteddfod

the junior level at which Zara competes
means she doesn’t participate in national
competitions. However, her gold medal

Zara Williams (7) of Ida’s Valley dreams of becom-
ing an Olympic gymnast.

Verskeie leerders van Idasvallei Primér het vanjaar aan colours.
mde vesulute behaaL Ondev ings wat die leerd hn was goud plus, goud,
leerders wat hierdie puik behaal

het, is Autum n-Joy Scho(u X-zavier Adriaanse, Xavier Adonis, Liam Adams en Mallya Jacobs. Saam met die

leerders is Sam Sylvester (IVP-musiek).

Building together

secured her qualification for district

Even when she isn’t training, Zara
seems to be on the move doing cart-
wheels, jumping around and playing
games at home. She already has long-

term plans to continue her gymnastics
so she can one day visit the USA, Japan
and Italy to participate in international
competitions. “I want to go to America
one day, so I can take part in the Olym-
pics,” the little dynamite declared.

NOTICE OF LAND DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION
APPLICATION FOR REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIVE TITLE DEED
CONDITIONS AND SUBDIVISION ON ERF 6628,
STELLENBOSCH

The following land use application in terms of the Stellenbosch Land Use
Planning Bylaw refers:
Application Property Address: 12 De Wet Street Stellenbosch
Application Property Number: Erf 6628 Stellenbosch

Applicant: Maléne Campbell — MM Campbell

The team of Karate-Zen Cloetesvill held
afundraiser to help the dojo offer free classes to
youth in need. Sensei Garfield Mario Bergstedt said
the “humble fundraiser” is proof of the saying “If a
committed man falls a hundred times while trying
thenahundred lessons are learnt”. The Cloetesville
dojo, with the help of parents, holders of black
belts, children and friends, aimed to sell 100 rotis,
which was accomplished within a day. To the team
this meant things were moving in a positive direc-
tion. The dojo raised R1 000 on the day.

PRELIMINARY ADVERTISEMENT
Section 24G Application

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on
Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch.

The purpose of this advert is to afford ISAPs a registration
opportunity in terms of the Fine Regulations under the National
Environmental Management Act (NEMA)

(Reg. 698 of 20 Juy 2017)

English: The development consists of the unlawful clearance of
vegetation on the abovementioned property. The property is zoned

(maler @gmail.com)

Owner: Die Oosthuizen Familietrust

Application Reference: LU/18965 — TP1188/2025
Description of land development proposal:

« Application is made in terms of Section 15(2)(f) of the Stellenbosch
Land Use Planning By-law 2023 for the Removal of Restrictive Title
Deed (T31007/2023) Conditions B(5) and B(6)(a & b) to enable
more than one dwelling to be built and to remove the restrictive title
deed building lines.

« Application in terms of Section 15(2)(d) of the Stellenbosch Land Use
Planning By-law 2023 to subdivide Erf 6628, Stellenbosch into two
portions of Portion 1 (+668,7m?) and Portion 2 (+707m?).

Notice is hereby given in terms of the provisions of the said Bylaw that the
above-memloned appllwhon has been submitted to the Stellenbosch
Municij for The ication is for ir ion on
the Planning Portal of the Stellenbosch Municipal Website for the duration of

KENNISGEWING VAN GRONDONTWIKKELINGS AANSOEK
N BEPERKENDE TITELAKTE

S EN ONDERVERDELING VAN ERF 6628

STELLENBOSCH
Die volgende grondgebrulksaansoek in terme van Stellenbosch se
Ver ge op Gi ing verwys:
Adres van k D 12 osch

Aansoek eiendom beskrywing: Erf 6628 Stellenbosch
Aansoeker: Maléne Campbell — MM Campbell
(malenem.campbell@gmail.com)
Eienaar: Die Oosthuizen Familietrust
Aansoek Verwysing: LU/TP LU/1 8965 TP1188/2025
derhede van die g

« Aansoek mgevolge Artikel 15(2)(f) van die Stellenbosch
Verordeninge op Grondgebruikbeplanning 2023 vir die Opheffing
van Beperkende Titelakte (T31007/2023) Voorwaardes B(5) and
B(6)(a & b) sodat meer as een woning gebou mag word en die
beperkende boulyne gespesifiseer in die titelakte opgehef mag
word.
Aansoek ingevolge Artikel 15(2)(d) van die Stellenbosch
Verordeninge op Grondgebruikbeplanning 2023 om Erf 6628,
Stellenbosch onder te verdeel in twee gedeeltes naamlik Gedeelte
1 (£668,7m?) en Gedeelte 2 (+707m?).
Kennis word hiermee gegee in terme van die voorskrifte van dle genoemde
Verordeninge dat bovermelde by die
ingedien is vir oorweging. Die aansoek is beskikbaar vir insae op die
Beplannings Portaal van die Stellenbosch Munisipaliteit se Webtuiste vir die

the public participation process at the following address:
https://www.stellenbosch.gov.za/planning/documents/planning-

ydsduur van die publieke deell proses by die volgende adres:
hnps Hwww. slellenbosch gov za/plannlng/documenls/plannlng-

/land-use- Indien die b of

notices/land-use-applications-advertisements. If the website or d
cannot be accessed, an electronic copy of the application must be requested
from the Applicant. You are hereby invited to submit comments and / or

j onthe in terms of Section 50 of the said bylaw. Written

*Agriculture’. without
Authorisation and therefore a Section 24G Application in tems of the
NEMA is being undertaken.

Afrikaans: Die ontwikkeling bestaan uit die onwettige opruiming van
plantegroei op die bogenoemds eiendom. Die eiendom is ‘Landbou’
soneer. Die ontwikkeling s sonder omgewingsmagtiging onderneem
en daarom word 'n Artikel 24G-aansoek ingevalge die Nasionale Wet
op Omgewingsbestuur onderneem.

This advertisement serves as notification of the development, and for
I8APs to register should they wish to receive more information. The
registration period will run from 10 July 2025unti 29 July 2025.

the S24 lication and work be
available in the Draft Assessment Report (S24G), which will be made
available forcomment from cozaor the EAPin

comment, which must include the reference to the application, the name,
contact details and physical address of the person to submit the comments,
the reasons for the comments, and the interest of the person who submits
the comment in the application, may be submitted to the Applicant by
electronic mail as follows: Maléne Campbell
(malenem.campbell@gmail.com). By lodging an objection, comment or
representation, the person doing so acknowledges that information may be
made available to the public and to the applicant.The comments must be
submitted within 30 days from the date of this notice to be received on or
before the closing date of 11 August 2025. The Municipality, in terms of
Secllcn 50(5) of the said Bylaw, may refuse to accept any comments/

due course.

As per the listed activities below, the development intiated an S24G
Process. The folowing NEMA Iisted actiities are triggered: Listing
Notice (LN) 1: Activty 27 and LN3:Activity 12.

Date of this notice: 10July 2025

Details of EAP/OBP: Mische Molife

GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd: Private Bag X3036, Paarl, 7620;
Cell: 079 1117378;

E-mail: mische@groenbergenviro.co za;

Website: www.groenbergenviro. co.za

d after the closing date. For any enquiries on the
Application or the above requirements, or if you are unable to write and /or
submit your comments as provided for, you may contact the Applicant for
assistance at the e-mail address provided or telephonically at 076 273 9065
during normal office hours.

Yours faithfully
Maléne Campbell
MM Campbell Town Planner

nie is nie, moet die Aansoeker versoek
word om ‘n elektroniese kopie van die aansoek beskikbaar te stel.
Kommentaar en/ of besware kan vervolgens gedien word op die aansoek in
terms van Artikel 50 van die tersaaklike Verordening. Skriftelike
kommentaar, wat besonderhede ten opsigte van die verwysings nommer
van de aansoek, die name, fisiese adres en kontak besonderhede van die
persoon wat die kommentaar lewer, die redes vir die kommentaar, en die
belang van die persoon wat die kommentaar lewer in die aansoek, by die
Aansoeker ingedien word by wyse van elektroniese pos as volg: Maléne
Campbell (malenem.campbell@gmail.com). Deur 'n beswaar, kommentaar
of vertoéte rig, erken die persoon wat dit doen dat inligting aan die publiek en
aan die aansoeker beskikbaar gestel kanword. Die kommentaar moet binne
30 dae vanaf die datum van hierdie kennisgewing gestuur word en moet
ontvang word voor of op die laaste dag van die sluitings datum van 11
Augustus 2025. Daar moet kennis geneem word dat die Munisipaliteit, in
terme van Artikel 50(5) van die vermelde Verordeninge, mag weier om enige
kommentaar / beswaar te aanvaar wat na die sluitingsdatum ontvang word.
Indien daar enige navrae op die aansoek of bovermelde vereistes vir die
lewer van kommentaar is, of indien dit nie moontiik is om geskrewe
kommentaar te lewer of die kommentaar op die wyse te lewer soos
voorsienning gemaak is nie, kan die Aansoeker geskakel word vir bystand
by die vermelde elektroniese pos adres of telefonies by 076 273 9065
gedurende normale kantoor ure.

Die uwe
Maléne Campbell
MM Campbell Stadsbeplanner




Aplpendix G1.2: Advertisement Text

PRELIMINARY ADVERTISEMENT
Section 24G Application

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on
Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch.

The purpose of this advert is to afford I&APs a registration
opportunity in terms of the Fine Regulations under the National
Environmental Management Act (NEM
(Reg. 698 of 20 July 2017) )

g
English: The development consists of the unl clearance of
vegetation on the abovementioned property. Tlgm,u erty is zoned
‘Agriculture’. The development was underta iteut Environmental
Authorisation and therefore a Section 24G Qation in terms of the
NEMAis being undertaken.

Afrikaans: Die ontwikkeling bestaan ui
plantegroei op die bogenoemde eiendgm. IDie eiendom is 'Landbou'
soneer. Die ontwikkeling is sonder Ingsmagtiging ondemeem
en daarom word 'n Artikel 24G- ngevolge die Nasionale Wet
op Omgewingsbestuur ondern

wellige opruiming van

This advertisement serves tlon of the development, and for
I&APs to register should th to receive more information. The
registration period will run July 2025 until 29 July 2025.

More information on th Application and work undertaken will be
available in the Draft sment Report (S24G), which will be made

available for comm www.groenbergenviro.co.za or the EAP in
due course.

As per the li ?&iﬁes below, the development initiated an S24G
Qolip

Process. wing NEMA listed activities are triggered: Listing
Notice (LN) ThAglivity 27 and LN3: Activity 12.

Date of this notice: 10 July 2025

Details of EAP/OBP: Mische Molife

GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd; Private Bag X3036, Paarl, 7620;
Cell:079 1117378,

E-mail: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za;

Website: www.groenbergenviro.co.za

CYNOZ07-ENQ30725




Appendix G2: List of all the potential I&APs, including the Organs of State

Due to personal information being visible in this section, only authority details will be provided.



3/502, 1589

Representing Surname Initials Tel Fax Email Post Box Town Code
DEA&DP: Environmental Toefy z Zaidah.Toefy@wetsrncape.gov.
Governance: Rectification za
DEA&DP: Directorate: Marlene.Laros@westerncape
Biodiversity and Coastal Laros M : pe.g
ov.za
Management
DEA&DP: Directorate: John.Wilson@westerncape.gov
Biodiversity and Coastal Wilson J o pe.gov.
Management
Heritage Western Cape: Stephanie.Barnardt@westernca
. . Barnardt S
Heritage Resource Council pe.gov.za
Stellenbosch Municipality Van Der Merwe S schalk.vandermerwe @stellenbo
sch.gov.za
Stellenbosch Municipality Barnes A Anthony.Bares@stellenbosch.g
ov.za
Stellenbosch Municipality: . Katherine.Robinson@stellenbos
- Robinson K
Heritage Branch ch.gov.za
Stellenbosch Municipality: Joseph.joon@stellenbosch.gov.
. Joon J
Ward Councillor za
Cape Winelands District . quinton@capewinelands.gov.z
S Balie Q
Municipality a
Copg .Wln.elonds Disirict Williams P pietie@capewinelands.gov.za
Municipality
Cape Nature (Land Use aduffell-
Advice Unit) Duffel-Canham A canham@capenature.co.za
Department of Agriculture Van Der Wallt C gg\z.\z/gnderWolf@wesTemcope.
Department of Agriculture Layman B Brandon.Layman@westemcap
e.gov.za
Eskom Motsisi L MotsisL@ntcsa.co.za
Department of Water and Ndobeni N NdobeniN2@dws.gov.za
Sanitation
Department of Water and Mathaulula M Mathaululas@dws.gov.za
Sanitation
Spier Farm Management (Pty)
Ltd - 1530, 13/491, 6/491, 1404, [Filander o)




Vredenheim (Pty) Ltd — 954

Bezuidenhout

B&E

Vredenheim (Pty) Ltd — 954

Stellenbosch
RE/502 Municipality — leased

by G. Hanekom
ggs—ogoverby and leasing Hanekom G
De Zalze Golf Estate
Stellenbosch Flying Club
Stellenbosch Interest Group Lawrie T
Friends of the Mountain Eggers H

Friends of the Mountain




Appendix G3: List of registered I&APs



3/502, 1589

Representing Surname Initials Tel Fax Email Post Box Town Code
DEA&DP: Environmental Toefy z Zaidah.Toefy@wetsrncape.gov.
Governance: Rectification za
DEA&DP: Directorate: Marlene.Laros@westerncape
Biodiversity and Coastal Laros M : pe.g
ov.za
Management
DEA&DP: Directorate: John.Wilson@westerncape.gov
Biodiversity and Coastal Wilson J o pe.gov.
Management
Heritage Western Cape: Stephanie.Barnardt@westernca
. . Barnardt S
Heritage Resource Council pe.gov.za
Stellenbosch Municipality Van Der Merwe S schalk.vandermerwe @stellenbo
sch.gov.za
Stellenbosch Municipality Barnes A Anthony.Bares@stellenbosch.g
ov.za
Stellenbosch Municipality: . Katherine.Robinson@stellenbos
- Robinson K
Heritage Branch ch.gov.za
Stellenbosch Municipality: Joseph.joon@stellenbosch.gov.
. Joon J
Ward Councillor za
Cape Winelands District . quinton@capewinelands.gov.z
S Balie Q
Municipality a
Copg .Wln.elonds Disirict Williams P pietie@capewinelands.gov.za
Municipality
Cape Nature (Land Use aduffell-
Advice Unit) Duffel-Canham A canham@capenature.co.za
Department of Agriculture Van Der Wallt C gg\z.\z/gnderWolf@wesTemcope.
Department of Agriculture Layman B Brandon.Layman@westemcap
e.gov.za
Department of Water and Ndobeni N NdobeniN2@dws.gov.za
Sanitation
Department of Water and Mathaulula M Mathaululas@dws.gov.za
Sanitation
Eskom Motsisi L MotsisL@ntcsa.co.za
Spier Farm Management (Pty)
Ltd - 1530, 13/491, 6/491, 1404, [Filander o)




Stellenbosch Interest Group

Lawrie

Friends of the Mountain

Eggers

Friends of the Mountain




Appendix G4: Site Notice
Appendix G4.1: Site Notice
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Appendix G4.2: Site notice text

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS/PUBLIEKE DEELNAME PROSES
SECTION 24G APPLICATION

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch.
Notice is hereby given of a public participation process in terms of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of
1998) as amended, and the Section 24G Fine Regulations under NEMA (Reg. 698 of 20 July 2017).
24G APPLICATION: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

English:

The development consists of the unlawful clearance of vegetation on the above property. The
property is zoned ‘Agriculture’. The development was undertaken without Environmental
Authorisation, and therefore, a Section 24G Application in terms of the National Environmental
Management Act is being undertaken.

This advertisement serves as a notification of the development, and for I&APs to register should they
wish to receive more information. The 30-day Public Participation Process will run from
13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025. This letter also serves as notification of the availability of
the draft Assessment Report (dAR). The dAR may be accessed at www.groenbergenviro.co.za.

Afrikaans:

Die ontwikkeling bestaan uit die onwettige opruiming van plantegroei op op bogenoemde eiendom.
Die eiendom is gesoneer 'Landbou'. Die ontwikkeling is sonder omgewingsmagtiging onderneem en
daarom word 'n Artikel 24G-aansoek ingevolge die Nasionale Wet op Omgewingsbestuur onderneem.

Hierdie advertensie dien as 'n kennisgewing van die ontwikkeling en vir B&GP's om te registreer indien
hulle meer inligting wil ontvang. Die 30-dae Openbare Deelnameproses sal loop vanaf
13 Oktober 2025 tot 13 November 2025. Hierdie brief dien ook as kennisgewing van die
beskikbaarheid van die konsep-assesseringsverslag (dAR). Die dAR kan verkry word by
www.groenbergenviro.co.za.

As per the listed activities below, the development initiated an Assessment Process. The following
National Environmental Management Act (NEMA) listed activities are triggered: Listing Notice (LN) 1:
Activity 27 and LN 3: Activity 12.

Date of this notice: 11 October 2025

Details of EAF/OBP: GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd - Mische Molife
POSNET Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl, 7620
Cell: 079 111 7378; E-mail: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za, Website: www.groenbergenviro.co.za




Appendix G5: Proof of Notifications

Appendix G5.1: Notification Letters

Appendix G5.1.1: Proof of letters sent for draft report

Due to personal information being visible in this section, only authority emails will be included.

mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: '‘Naadiya.Wookey@westerncape.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf; Spier I&AP list.pdf

. >
Groenberg@nviro i) Lid

Postnet Suite #(6], Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

4

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: '‘Marlene.Laros@westerncape.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: 'John.Wilson@westerncape.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: 'Stephanie.Barnardt@westerncape.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: 'schalk.vandermerwe@stellenbosch.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: '‘Anthony.Barnes@stellenbosch.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: 'Katherine.Robinson@stellenbosch.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: 'Joseph.joon@stellenbosch.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: ‘quinton@capewinelands.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: 'pietie@capewinelands.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: ‘aduffell-canham@capenature.co.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: 'Cor.VanderWalt@westerncape.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: '‘Brandon.Layman@westerncape.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: ‘NdobeniN2@dws.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: '‘Mathaululas@dws.gov.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Sent: Friday, 10 October 2025 09:54

To: '‘MotsisL@ntcsa.co.za'

Subject: Notification of the availability of the draft Assessment Report: Rectification of
alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Attachments: Spier Clearance - 24G I&AP notice.pdf

g &
Groenberg@nviro iy Lid

Postnet Suite #161, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment
Report can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.

The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 November 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

i

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378



Appendix G5.1.2: Notification letters sent to Authorities and 1&APs - 30-day PPP

&>

Groenberg@nuiro oy i .

Postnet Sute #l61, Private Bag X3036, Paarl 7620

DATE: 10 October 2025 Reference: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Dear Interested and Affected Party

Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm
502, Stellenbosch

Official Draft Assessment Report

This letter serves as notice of the official Public Participation Process for the development. The draft Assessment Report
can be accessed at the following link:

https://www.groenbergenviro.co.za/projects/?dir=1886.
The commenting period will be from 13 October 2025 until 13 October 2025.

The following listed activities have been applied for:

Under NEMA EIA Regulations

Listing Notice 1: GN. R327 Activity 27
Listing Notice 2: GN. R325 None
Listing Notice 3: GN. R324 Activity 12

Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

4

Mische Molife

Environmental Assessment Practitioner
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd

Cell: 079 111 7378

Email: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za
POSNET Suite #161, Private Bag X3036
Paarl

7620

Director: P. Badenhorst ~ Email: pieter(@groenbergenviro.co.za Cotmpany: GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd 2015/328782/07




Appendix G5.1.3: Notification letters sent to Authorities and I1&APs - 21-day PPP
Will be included in the fAR.



Appendix Gé6: Comments Received
Appendix Gé6.1: Comments received on the preliminary advertisement

misch:e@ﬂruerl herlﬂ enviro.co.za

From: ' ]

Sent: Saturday, 12 July 2025 1307

Ta: mische@groenbergenviro.coza

Subject: Re: Notification of the Amended dBAR: Proposed installation of solar panels and
associated infrastructure on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Follew Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Good morning Mische Maolife

| was astonished to read the tiny insert in the 10 June issue of Eikestadnuus regarding a Section 24G
process regarding Farm 502/10 (Spier). No details were provided, and there is no mention of this on the
groenbergenviro.co.za website.

I will assume that the relevant 524G Draft Assessment Report as well as the Eikestadnuus notice of 10 June
2025 will be sent out to all IAPs im the FBAR process? So far, | have not seen any email from you on this.

F5M of course provided detailed comments both on the first two Draft BARs.

Could you please also explain the difference between "groenbergenviro.co.za" and "EAP" as mentioned in
the Eikestadnuus notice? Did | misunderstand that you are infact the EAP? Or is there someone else?

Regards
HC Eggers
Friends of Stellenbosch Mountain

On 2025/04/11 15:24, mische@groenbergenyiro,.co.za wrote:




mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: . -

Sent: Monday, 14 July 2025 10:42

Te: mische @groenbergenviro.coza

Ce: ‘hendri badenhorst’

Subject: Re: Motification of the Amended dBAR: Proposed installation of solar panels and

associated infrastructure on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Good marning,

yes, | wish to register but as a representative of Friends of Stellenbosch Mountain (FEM) not in my
personal capacity.

| alzo request that the “further information™ mentioned be provided. | was astonished because it is
normal practice to put such infarmation up on the EAP website, which in this case has not happened.
If it is still being compiled, then what is the purpose of this notice?

| also understand from the notice that the formal public participation process is still to be initiated.
Surely persons and bodies can still register and/or provide comments in that later PPP process also,
asis normal practice?

Regards,
HC Eggers

Secretary: Friends of Stellenbosch Mountain

On 2025/07/14 08:48, mische@groenbergenviro.co.za wrote:
Dear Hans

Please refer to the advert in the newspaper, which provides details on why the 24G process is
required.

The advert is placed in the newspaper for |&APs to register if they wish to receive further
information. This is clearly stated in the advert.

Itis further stated in the advert that the draft Assessment Report will be made available in due
course, The advert is for the public to register as an |&AP. Do you wish to register as an |&AP?

The 24G process is a separate process from the Basic Assessment process that you've
provided comments on. The draft Assessment Report will be sent to those who registered as an
1&AP, neighbouring property owners and Organs of Stata.

Please refer to the bottom of the advert, which clearly provides my details as the EAP.
“groenbergenviro.co.za" is the website. To clarify, the report could either be sent to
registered |&APs directly by the EAP or could be downloaded from the said website,

Vriendelike groete [ Kind regards,



mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

From: .

Sent: Monday, 14 July 2025 1310

Te: mische @groenbergenviro.coza

Ce: ‘hendri badenhorst’

Subject: Re: Motification of the Amended dBAR: Proposed installation of solar panels and
associated infrastructure on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Thank you.

Can you confirm that the information will be available for at least 30 days on the website, and that the
comment period for the 524G PPP will be 30 days or more, counted from the date of notice of
commencement of the PPP?

H

On 2025/07/14 11:12, mische@groenbergenviro.co.za wrote:
Dear Hans

Friznds of Stellenbosch Mountain will be registered as an 1&AP.

Az previously stated, the advert is for 1&APs to register. The report will be made available in
the public participation process and will be placed on the website.

Vriendelike groete [ Kind regards,

. Mische Molife
EAP/Woter license Consultant

EAPASA Reg No.: 2020/1410

cell: 079111 7378
Fax: 0BG 476 7139

Email: mische @groenbergenyiro,co.13
www.groenbergenviro.co.za

From: Hans Eggers <heggers@pm.me>

Sent: Monday, 14 July 2025 10:42

To: mische @groenbergenviro.co.2a

Cc: "hendri badenhorst’ <hendri@groenbergenviro.co.za>

Subject: Re: Motification of the Amended dBAR: Proposed installation of solar panels and associated
infrastructure on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch

Good morning,

ves, |wish to register but as a representative of Friends of Stellenbosch Mountain (FSM)
not in my personal capacity.



Appendix G6.2: Comments received on the draft report - 30-day PPP

:.él’z,@

.l Water & sanitation

Department:
Water and Sanitation
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA
WESTERN CAPE REGION
Private Bag X 16, hof, 7532/ 52 V kker Road, Bellville 7530

Tel #: (021)941 6000 Fax #: (021) 9416077

Enquiries : M. Mathaulula

Tel # 1(021) 941 6122

Email : MathauluaM@dws gov.za
Reference :16/27IG22HIAI

GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd
Private Bag x3036

Paarl

7602

Attention: Mische Molife

Dear SirfMadam

SECTION 24G APPLICATION/DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE
RECTIFICATION OF ALLEGED CLEARANCE OF VEGETATION ON PORTION 10 OF FARM
502, STELLENBOSCH, WESTERN CAPE PROVINCE.

Reference is made to the above-mentioned document dated October 2025 with DEA&DP
Reference Number: (14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25).

This Department has perused the submitted application and has the following comments:

Note that no abstraction of surface or groundwater may be done or storage of water be created
without prior authorisation from this Department, unless it is Schedule 1 or Existing Lawful use
as described in the National Water Act 1998 (Act No. 36 of 1998).

No surface, ground or storm water may be polluted as a result of activities on the site. In the event
that pollution does occur, this Department must be informed immediately.

The person who owns, controls, occupies or uses the land in question is responsible for taking
measures to prevent any occurrence of pollution to water resources.

The comments issued shall not be construed as exempting the developer from compliance with
the provisions of any other applicable Act, Ordinance, Regulation or By-law.

All the requirements of the National Water Act, 1998 (Act 36 of 1998) regarding water use and
pollution prevention must be adhered to at all times.

Please note that this Department reserves the right to amend and/or add to the comments
made above in the light of subsequent information received.

ﬁ

\/

2030

Dp NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Our Future - make it work



=& Water & sanitation

YR Department:
EJg | Water and Sanitation
w REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Please do not hesitate to contact the above office should there be any queries.

Sincerely,
PROVINCIAL HEAD: WESTERN CAPE
Signed by: Nelisa Ndobeni
Designation: Control Environmental Officer
Date: 12 November 2025
ﬁ

W2

np NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
Our Future - make it work



& CapeNature

CONSERVATION INTELLIGENCE: LANDSCAPE
CENTRAL

postal Private Bag X5014 Stellenbosch 7599
physical Assegaaibosch Nature Reserve Jonkershoek
website www.capenature.co.za

enquiries Leandra Knoetze

telephone +27 21 866 8022 cell +27 83 278 0949

email Iknoetze @capenature.co.za
reference SSD14/2/6/1/9/4/502-10_S24G_Veg Clearing_Spier_Stellenbosch
date 20 November 2025

Mische Molife

GroenbergEnviro

P O Box 1058

Wellington

7654

By email: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Dear Ms Molife

RE: Rectification of alleged clearance of vegetation on Portion 10 of Farm 502, Stellenbosch
- Section 24G Application/Draft Assessment Report

Consultation Reference Number: 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25

Application Ref No: TBD

CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Section 24G Application
or Draft Assessment Report. Please note that our comments pertain primarily to impacts on biodiversity
and not to the overall desirability of the project.

|I. CapeNature provided comment on the Draft Basic Assessment Report for the establishment of
a Vineyard on 12 October 2020. These comments still have reference (see comment letter
attached in email).

2. According to the the South African Vegetation Map (2018), the area supports Swartland Granite
Renosterveld, which is listed as an Endangered Vegetation Type. Given that Swartland Granite
Renosterveld has less than 12% of its original extent remaining (which is well below the
conservation threshold of 26%), this area has been identified as a priority conservation area based
on the mapping in the past. The area appears to be transformed through previous cultivation or
disturbance; however, no cultivation took place in the past 20 years, and some natural pioneer
vegetation seems to be returning. Any area that has not been cultivated for more than 10 years
is legally considered as natural vegetation and needs to be treated as such.

3. The unlawfully cleared areas are situated within a Critical Biodiversity Area (CBA: Terrestrial) —
which include areas that are usually, but not always in a natural condition that are required to
meet biodiversity targets for species, ecosystems or ecological processes and ecological
infrastructure. The CBA was determined due to the presence of the Threatened Vegetation
Type, Threatened Plant Species and Water Source Protection (Eerste River). No further loss of
natural habitat should occur in CBAs, degraded areas should ideally be rehabilitated, and only
low-impact, biodiversity-sensitive land uses should be allowed. Additionally, the area is situated
within a Strategic Water Source Area (SWSA) for Surface Water (Boland).

4. According to the Section 24G Report, an Environmental Authorisation (EA) was issued (April
2021) to Spier Wine Estate Pty Ltd for the establishment of a vineyard between the areas that
were illegally cleared. Approximately 2 ha of indigenous vegetation were unlawfully cleared
outside of the authorized footprint. Apparently, the clearance were done erroneously because
the approved development area was not demarcated prior to commencement of the vineyard
preparation and the owner is now rectifying the area cleared illegally either side of the approved
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5. The Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment indicated that the EA authorized the development of a
10 ha vineyard and identified additional areas to be set aside for conservation under a Biodiversity
Agreement with CapeNature. These included a | | ha Buffer zone, a 10 ha conservation area and
an existing conservation area of approximately 10 ha (which amounts to 3| ha in total). The
Assessment also indicated that Plant Species and Animal Species Theme have a Medium sensitivity
rating, while the Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme sensitivity was Very High. The Very High rating
is due to the Endangered Ecosystem (Swartland Granite Renosterveld), Terrestrial CBAs and
SWSA for Surface Water. The Specialist disputes these sensitivity ratings due to the small size
and low ecological impacts of the 2 ha unlawfully cleared areas. However, areas can be considered
important, irrespective of their size and CBA mapping and Vegetation Types are mapped for a
reason (depending on remaining extent, and type — like Renosterveld which has less than 5% of
the vegetation type left - more than 95% of the original lowland renosterveld habitat has been
lost).

6. Furthermore, Page 38 of the Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment states that “Given the disturbed
and secondary nature of the vegetation, it is considered unlikely that viable populations of Species
of Conservation Concern (SCCs) were present within the areas that were cleared.” CapeNature
does not entirely agree with this statement, because individual Plant Species can also be important
or valuable and not only entire populations of SCCs. Please see the Plant Species or SCC’s that
were encountered during the 2020 CapeNature site visit (Figure |, 12 October 2020, Comment
Letter). We do however agree with the recommendations made by the Specialist: To implement
the approved Restoration Plan; To conduct ongoing alien plant control and monitoring — to
ensure that alien species do not establish and that secondary vegetation recovers and that the
cleared areas should be incorporated into the existing Conservation commitments under the
Biodiversity Agreement with CapeNature as per the EA dated April 2021.

7. The Rehabilitation Plan (Appendix H2) or Restoration Plan (Holmes 2021) was written before
clearing took place. CapeNature supports this Rehabilitation Plan, and the same principles should
apply for the rehabilitation and restoration of the unauthorized/illegally cleared areas, even if it’s
not considered “true” Renosterveld. Furthermore, the impacts of the new vineyard (i.e. edge
effects) should be considered with regard to rehabilitation and restoration success. Success of
the rehabilitation and restoration should also be monitored for a minimum of 3 years.

8. Please note that conditions linked to other Environmental Authorizations (EA) for the same
property is still relevant. Cumulative impacts for the entire property should be considered and
remediation measures, such as rehabilitation, as well as protective measures such as biodiversity
stewardship should be implemented for existing authorised projects before further disturbance
is authorised. Additionally, please provide us with a detailed update regarding the stewardship
processes (that have arisen not only out of the vineyard application but out of previous
development applications on the property as well).

9. CapeNature recommends that the Biodiversity Agreement (for the Conservation areas) is
finalized within one year of the Environmental Authorization (EA) being issued and that
Rehabilitation of the area must commence immediately.

CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information based on any
additional information that may be received.

Yours sincerely

e

Leandra Knoetze
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CapeNature

CONSERVATION INTELLIGENCE:
LANDSCAPE CENTRAL

postal Private Bag X5014 Stellenbosch 7599
physical Assegaaibosch Nature Reserve Jonkershoek
website www.capenature.co.za

enquiries Alana Duffell-Canham

telephone +27 21866 8000 fax +27 21 866 1523

email aduffell-canham@capenature.co.za
reference SSD14/2/6/1/9/4/502-10_Cult_Speir
date 12 October 2020

Mische Molife
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd
PO Box 1058

Wellington

7654

By email: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Dear Ms Molife

RE: Proposed clearance of vegetation for the establishment of a vineyard on the
remaining extent of portion 10 of Farm 502 (Spier), Stellenbosch - Draft Basic
Assessment Report.

DEA&DP Ref: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B4/45/1140/20

CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Basic
Assessment Report (DBAR) and wish to make the following comments:

1. The preferred development site for a new vineyard on Spier (farm 502/10) is located
within an area which has been mapped as Swartland Granite Renosterveld. Given that
Swartland Granite Renosterveld has less than 12% of its original extent remaining
(which is well below the conservation threshold of 26%), this area has been identified
as a priority conservation area in the past and as a Critical Biodiversity Area more
recently, it was decided to do further investigation of the site from a species and
condition perspective. The site was visited by myself and Arnelle Collison from
CapeNature as well as botanist Stuart Hall on the 5" of October 2020. The application
area as well as some of the surrounding area was quite thoroughly surveyed on foot
and by vehicle.

2. In addition to Species of Conservation Concern (SCC) recorded by CREW, several
other species were identified on site (these are indicated in Figure 1 below). In
addition, parts of the site, although supporting a lot of secondary vegetation, can still
be considered as important habitat and there is a possibility that the diversity on site
would increase following a fire. Several insect species were observed as well as some
small mammal burrows. Overall, the northern part of the study area was more densely
covered and SCC were identified in this area. The eastern part of the study area was
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observed to be wetter and also supported some SCC. These areas are considered to
have conservation value and should not be developed.

3. From a biodiversity perspective, alternative 2 located in the old plum orchards would be
strongly preferred. However, we understand that this is not truly a viable option due to
previous ploughing practices having changed the soil structure significantly.

4. Thus, ifit is determined that it is necessary to establish an additional vineyard on Farm
502/10, Figure 1 below indicates the area that is acceptable from a biodiversity impact
perspective as it is more heavily degraded, very little indigenous vegetation
representative of Swartland Granite Renosterved remains and no SCC were located
on the site.
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Figure 1: Extract from Google Earth imagery dated July 2020: The yellow pins indicate locations of
SCC found on 05/10/2020. The light pink shaded area is the area which was determined to be of lower
conservation importance in which the vineyard could be located (approx. 10ha). The orange area is the
area identified in the DBAR as a buffer area. The area north of the pink shaded area is considered
conservation worthy as well as the area to the east which is wetter.

5. Even developing within the “acceptable area” indicated in Figure 1 will still result in loss
of biodiversity both directly on site and indirectly through edge effects and cause loss
of ecological connectivity. However, if the remainder of the site is formally conserved
this will mitigate for these impacts to some extent and help to ensure persistence of the
remaining habitat in the long term. Therefore conditions should include the remainder
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of the study area being declared and managed as a conservation area. This should
include the buffer area (which must be extended northwards), the existing conservation
area and the areas north and east of the “acceptable area” indicated in Figure 1 above.
These areas should also be burnt prior to a new vineyard being established.

CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information
based on any additional information that may be received.

Yours sincerely

Alana Duffell-Canham

The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature
Board Members: Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairperson), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite Loubser, Mr Mervyn Burton, Dr
Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack
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FRIENDS OF STELLENBOSCH MOUNTAIN

Web fsmountain.org

Section 24G Application: Clearance of vegetation on Portion 10
of Farm 502, Stellenbosch (Spier)
Consultation Reference Number 14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017 /25

Comments on S24G Draft Assessment Report of October 2025
13 November 2025

A Parameters laid down in 2020 and 2021

A.1 The various areas under discussion are reproduced in App 2.1} taken from the 2025 Draft Assessment
Report (DAR) Appendix H1. This is a reproduction of the original “Agricultural and Conservation
Map" of 2021. They are: Vineyard (blue), Buffer area (orange), Conservation site (green), Additional
Conservation Area (yellow) and unlawful ploughing area of 2ha (cyan). The pins show waypoints of
the 2025 Biodiversity Assessment which will be discussed separately.

A.2 The “orange” Buffer Area and the “yellow” Additional Conservation Area (see App 2.1) are the subject
of the “"SPECIFIC CONDITIONS" of the April 2021 DEADP authorisation (cf its Section E Item 22)
and should by law therefore have been conserved since that time in additional to the “green” original
conservatoin area to the west, while the “development area” constitutes the approved “blue” Vineyard

polygon:

22. The remainder of the area north and east of the development site, the buffer area, the
proposed conservation area and existing conservation areas must be entered into a minimum
of a biodiversity agreement with CapeNature within one year of the clearing of the authorised
area commencing.

A.3 The DEADP condition E22 refers to a conservation agreement between CapeNature and Spier
in which the latter apparently undertake to conserve these areas. As the Agreement was never included
in any EAP documentation, no specifics are available to us, but there is no doubt that the “green”,
“orange” and “yellow" polygons fall under this agreement and the conservation undertakings of Spier.

A.4 Likewise, the 2020 Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) states on Figure 2 Page
12: The conservation and buffer areas proposed will be undertaken and managed in concert with the
conservation initiatives which are currently implemented by Spier Estate, as detailed below . .., and
in Section 10 Item 3: The active conservation of other parts of Spier, Stellenbosch Municipality to
actively encourage the retumn of natural Swartland Granite Renosterveld as opposed to simply leaving
the land to lie fallow and to permit the dominance of such species as Stoebe plumosa (slangbos).
Fire would be an important tool in this management process and controlled burns are advocated with
permission from the relevant authorities.

FSM Comments on S24G Appeal, Nov 2025 Page 1



A.5 Rehabilitation and the Holmes Restoration Plan: Also explicitly required by the DEADP is re-
habilitation, as mentioned throughout the Authorisation, including implementing the updated 2021
Holmes Restoration Plan (see DEADP Authorisation Heading “Management of Activities”, ltem 10).
The Holmes Plan can be found in Appendix H2 of the October 2025 S24G DAR (incorrectly called
"Rehabilitation Plan” by the EAP). Important elements and recommendations of the Plan include:

(a) The Plan applies to the “green” Conservation Area, the “yellow" Additional Conservation Area, and
the “orange” Buffer Area, which she calls “Corridor Area”: See Fig 2 in the Plan.

(b) Holmes divides the Buffer Area into three subareas as per the Plan’s Figure 1, which are each
subject to different restoration measures.

(c) Part of the measures are a controlled burn to stimulate regrowth and geophytes.

(d) below summarises the Holmes Plan’s areawide measures and timeline for restoration, includ-
ing control of kikuyu and kweek grass, control of alien and invasive trees, sowing and planting of
restoration fynbos species after a controlled burn, and monitoring.

B Noncompliance: unlawful ploughing, but much more

We summarise this section as follows:

The Section 24G process must address not only the unlawful ploughing, but the implementation of
the other activities and conservation measures which were explicitly required in the 2021 DEADP
Authorisation. This section tries to raise some of the required measures which seem to have
been implemented not at all or very incompletely. Our assessment is based on the incomplete
information provided by the Applicant and EAP, which itself contravenes the rules of Public
Participation.

Bl Additional areas ploughed

B1.1 The S24G application itself merely refers to “2 hectares” which have been unlawfully ploughed, as
outlined in the cyan polygon in [App 2.1} see also the airphotos in the Appendices below.

B1.2 An additional separate area of 0.22ha had been unlawfully ploughed in the northern part of Farm 501
Portion 10 already in October 2022, i.e. after the Vineyard application and authorisation in the south,
but well before the 2024/2025 Solar Panel application (Ref No 16/3/3/1/B4/45/1086/24). Since
then, it has been planted by something (vines, or by what?). It is visible already in the 2025 BARs
for the Solar Panel process (Appendix B Site Development Plan, Fig 2; shown in and falls

outside the area approved for that process.

B1.3 Listed Activity 12 of Listing Notice does apply to this additional area, because it must be added to
the above 2 hectares.

B1.4 There has been no independent verification that the remainder of the area burnt in 2024 was not
ploughed in other parts too (re the 2024 burn, see item “Fire” in subsection [B2).

B2 Noncompliance with the 2021 DEADP Special Conditions

B2.1 By the DEADP 2021 Authorisation, all of the measures and undertakings set out in Section
[Al were legally required. They should have been implemented by Spier, and should also all have
been under continual monitoring by the 2021 Environmental Control Officer (ECO). Any deviations
and violations should have been reported and rectified as per DEADP conditions.

B2.2 We are not referring to promises for the future, as again made by the 2025 DAR, but to imple-
mentation since 2021. Very little is said in the DAR on what has actually been done or achieved in
the period 2021 to 2025. Implementation of past 2021 requirements is critical for assessment of the
present DAR and its components, because nonimplementation of past promises and requirements is
not only unlawful but implies that the 2025 DAR undertakings have no credibility.
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B2.3 We are forced to make inferences on implementation during 2021 to 2025 based on circumstantial
evidence such as the physical condition on the ground and the absence of information and references
in the S24G DAR.

B2.4 We have no insight into the doings and communications of the 2021 Environmental Control Officer;
no information was provided. It is unclear what Monitoring, Auditing and reporting to DEADP was
done as per Section E Items 12 to 18 of the DEADP Authorisation.

B2.5 Based on what information we have, it appears that very little implementation was actually undertaken
in 2021 to 2025 as set out below. If the Applicant and EAP want to dispute this, then full details of
the ECO reports and audits must be made public.

B2.6 Nonimplementation or partial implementation of Holmes, CapeNature Agreement

(2) Not one of the documents in the S24G DAR mention or consider any of the specific implementa-
tion of restoration measures within the Holmes Plan. Were the Plan’s restoration measures of [App|
applied in full? What evidence is there for that? Why were those implementations not mentioned
anywhere in the S24G reports? We can only infer that very little or nothing was implemented.

(b) Why does the 2025 2025 Biodiversity Assessment not refer to the implementaton of the
Holmes Plan and CapeNature agreement and its specific areas and consequences? We infer that
much of the Plan was never implemented.

(c) The 2025 EMPr likewise makes no mention of implementation of restoration work done under
the Holmes Plan in the time 2021 to 2025, as undertaken by the 2020 EMPr and required by the
2021 DEADP authorisation.

(d) The previous 2020 EMPr lists “Rehabilitation Plan” as Section 11 in its Table of Contents and
refers to it, but Section 11 itself is missing. Clearly it was not considered important. The 2020 BAR
also never provides details of the Spier-CapeNature agreement and its mandatory requirements.

B2.7 Nonimplementation of Alien Clearing

There is zero information on alien clearing of invasive species in all the S24G DAR reports. The
air photos appended below show that even in 2025 many large pines survive in the “conserved” areas.
Also, the Biodiversity Assessment makes a big deal of the invasive species still found there, meaning
that no measures were taken during 2021-2025 to combat these as per Holmes Plan.

The Biodiversity Assessment does not criticise or even notice nonimplementation of the 2021 alien
clearing promises, but merely recommends conducting ongoing alien plant control, and integrating
the cleared area into the estate's conservation agreement with CapeNature as per the Environmental
Authorisation dated April 2021.

The same goes for the 2025 EMPr and DAR main report: no mention of the fact that the purported
dire state of the area is due to nonimplementation during 2021-2025, followed by promises for the
future which therefore have no credibility.

B2.8 Fire

(a) While the Holmes Plan does recommend that a controlled burn be conducted, the S24G DAR and
Appendices does not consider at all the effect of any past fires; again, it only makes promises with
regard to future fire management.

(b) The S24G DAR and all its appendices fail to even mention that apparently there was a wildfire,
just about at the time when the unlawful ploughing was done in January or February 2024. See
photos in (Situation in January 2024), [App 2.5/ and [App 2.6| (a month later in February
2024) and (October 2025).

(c) In the result, the DAR fails to provide critical information to DEADP and the public. It must
explain whether that fire was a controlled burn or an accident. It and the Biodiversity Assessment
must then explain the consequences of that fire in relation to the DEADP Special Condition E 22.

B2.9 The 2025 Biodiversity Assessment (DAR Appendix H1)

(a) To start with the positive: 2025 Biodiversity Assessment is a big improvement over the assessments
by Dr McDonald, using, amongst others, a detailed Natural Land Cover Map, the 2021 SANBI
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Threatened Ecosystems, the Western Cape Spatial Biodiversity Spatial Plan of 2023 and even
inaturalist. All of those were missing in Dr McDonald's work.

(b) The 2025 Assessment remains deficient in the number of waypoints (see below) and sample days
(only one) but at least did their work during spring.

(c) It is not incorrect to say that strictly only the cyan polygon (ploughed areas) should be assessed in
the Section 24G process, because by definition of ploughing, little or nothing of importance would
be found there anyway.

(d) The 2025 Assessment fails in the critical issue of awareness of implementation or nonimplementation
of the DEADP Special Conditions and taking those as pointers where to look and what to look
for in terms of the botany.

(e) For example, the 2025 Biodiversity Assessment should have made a point of looking at the restora-
tion plants, including geophytes, and the results of the 2024 fire. Omission of those amounts to
failure to answer critical questions on the state of the area.

(f) Hence: Why did the Assessment not sample those areas inside the orange and yellow polygons in
which conservation and restoration were supposed to have been implemented 2021-20257 Compare
the Waypoints in and ask why the Biodiversity Assessment bothered to sample the green
polygon (which was hardly mentioned by Holmes et al), while completely neglecting the yellow
polygon north of the Vineyard area and looking only at Buffer Area (orange polygon) waypoints in
the its extreme east?

(g) Species List and Species of Conservation Concern: Why did the Biodiversity Assessment
not take into account the information within the 2021 CapeNature comments and
complementary species lists Again, the argument that these did not all fall into the
ploughed areas does not invalidate the fact that Species of Conservation Concern were found by
these previous assessments, very close to the present assessment’s waypoints. The 2025 Assessment
claims there are no SCC is biased in not taking such information into account.

C Arguments in aggravation of Section 24G fines

C.1 We shall repeat our statements on nonimplementation in Section [D] below. Nonimplementation is a
highly aggravating argument which must influence fines (but not only fines).

By the DEADP 2021 Authorisation, all of the measures and undertakings set out in Section
A were legally required. They should have been implemented by Spier, and should also all have
been under continual monitoring by the 2021 Environmental Control Officer (ECO). Any deviations
and violations should have been reported and rectified as per DEADP conditions.

If all these measures and undertakings by Spier, the EAP and even the ECO were not implemented,
C.2 The additional area of 0.22ha referred to in Section [Bl was not mentioned or added to the unlawful

ploughing which is the subject of the 2025 Section 24G process. Also its present and future legal status
must be determined: is this just the start of an unlawful vineyard or plantation?

C.3 If on investigation it becomes clear that any one or more of the conditions of the 2021 DEADP
authorisation (eg Condition E 22, the Holmes Restoration Plan, the regular ECO reports and audits
etc) were not complied with, that must count heavily in determining an appropriate sanction and may
even be a criminal transgression.

C.4 Fines of up to R10million are allowed. Given the very large annual income of Spier Estates, the
maximum fine would be appropriate.

D Legal imperative: Environmental remedying of unauthorised envi-
ronmental activities

D.1 To repeat our central claim in these comments: The Section 24G process must address not only the
unlawful ploughing, but the implementation of all the other activities and conservation measures which
were explicitly required in the 2021 DEADP Authorisation.
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D.2 A mere fine is not enough, because then noncompliance would in effect be accepted and amount to
(ex post facto authorisation of unlawful activities). The DEADP decision and conditions must ensure
that the environmental damage is addressed also with environmentally relevant measures.

D.3 The above “must” is imperative. Refer specifically to NEMA Section 24G, subsection (1)(c)(aa)(C)
which reads (quoting only the relevant passages):

(1) On application by a person who . .. (c) is in control of or successor in title to land on which
a person ... (i) has commenced with a listed or specified activity without an environmental
authorisation, the Minister (aa) MUST direct the applicant to ... (C) remedy any adverse
effects of the activity on the environment.

where DEADP is of course acting under delegation of the Minister or MEC.

D.4 Furthermore, the conditions to be imposed by DEADP in this S24G application cannot be limited
to just the ploughed areas only, but must encompass the entire eastern area of Portion 10 of Farm
502 and noncompliance with the 2021 Authorisation plus all environmental measures required in it,
as per its own 2021 Authorisation. All the items in Section [A] must be implemented and monitored:
Conservation and Restoration on the green, orange and yellow polygons.

D.5 If the Applicant and EAP want to dispute our claim that most of the 2021 DEADP Special Condition
22 were never implemented, then full details of the ECO reports and audits must be made public, and
the second Public Participation Process must allow for comment on that additional information.

E The Vineyard, S24G and Solar Panel applications constitute “phased
activities”

E.1 We repeat here that the present Section 24G process is linked to the Solar Panel application (Ref No
16/3/3/1/B4/45/1086/24) and that both should be assessed and judged in conjunction as phased
activities.

E.2 See Item 7 in Section D.3 in our Appeal dated 29 September 2025, where we quoted the definition of
phased activity in the 2017 EIA Regulations:

“phased activities” means an activity that is developed in phases over time on the same or
adjacent properties to create a single or linked entity, but excludes any activity for which an
environmental authorisation has been obtained in terms of the Act

E.3 The Solar Panel application area, the Vineyard area and the Section 24G area all fall “on the same
property” being Portion 10 of Farm 502. They constitute a “linked entity” in that they are in the
same biodiversity area and they are in close physical proximity of one another. And no “‘environmental
authorisation in terms of the Act” was ever given for any activity except the Vineyard before the Solar
Panel application was brought.

E.4 We reject the assessment of the claim (as made in the 20 October comments on the FSM Appeal by
a DEADRP officer) that there is no functional or operational link between the cultivation activity and
the development of the solar facility. Of course vines are not solar panels, but the underlying nature
areas are very much linked physically. Linking does not refer exclusively to linked land use, but can
and does refer to the land itself.

E.5 The situation is not changed by the 20 October 2025 Appeal Comments on the interpretation of the
term "Geographic Area”’ in Activity 26 of Listing Notice 3. Both the S24G area and the Solar Panel
area fall into the same “geographic area” if that is taken to be “Western Cape”.

E.6 We therefore repeat that the footprints of the two 2024 /25 activities (ploughing as per S24G and the
Solar Panel application) must therefore be considered in unison, that they together exceed 20 hectares.
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Appendices

App 1 2021 Holmes Restoration Plan annual operations
Summary of Appendix 1 of the 2021 Restoration Plan by Prof Patricia Holmes:

Table of annual operations for the conservation areas:

2020 to 2021 (pre-burn year)
1 Control of Kikuyu (if needed)
2 Initial control of invasive alien trees and shrubs

3 Identify source sites for SGR species to be re-introduced and plan for seed and cutting collecting field
trips.

4 Collect seed and cuttings for propagation
5 Map most degraded areas in block for targeted sowing and planting
6 Pre-treat seeds and prepare seed mixes
From pre-burn year onwards
7 Conduct prescribed burn

8 Cynodon dactylon control patches planned for sowing (spot herbicide spraying before indigenous species
emerge)

9 Sow pre-treated seed mixes in predetermined areas; embed in soil (rake in or provide cover by applying
sparse wood chip mulch)

10 Plant hardened-off rooted material in mixed clumps in predetermined areas once soil moist

11 Monitor sown and planted areas according to objectives (repeat following year); recommend further
interventions if needed
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App 2 Historical air photos 2020-2025

App 2.1 2021 Polygons, 2025 Biodiversity Assessment

Arwa 10 S nOuSed oo onsenyation
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L Propoved Buffer Ares

Updated polygons as of 2021 Agricultural and Conservation Map, reproduced in Biodiversity Assessment
(DAR Appendix H1): Vineyard (blue), Buffer area (orange), conservation site (green), additional conser-
vation area (yellow) and unlawful ploughing area of 2ha (cyan). The pins show waypoints of the 2025
Biodiversity Assessment.

App 2.2  October 2022: Additional ploughed site (0.22ha) in the north

¢ HelioScope

Additional area ploughed in the north in October 2022 (khaki), along with Phase 1 of the Solar Panel project
(blue). (Fig 2 of Appendix B, 2025 FBAR for solar panels).
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App 2.3 Species identified, CapeNature 12 October 2021

The pins shown include species of conservation concern. Compare to the above image with waypoints of

the 2025 Biodiversity Assessment as per [App 2.1ICompare also the CapeNature species list in [App 2.9] to
the list of the 2025 Biodiversity Assessment. According to the CapeNature comment of App there
is an additional CREW species list.

App 2.4 January 2024 airphoto

January 2024, before the “fire” over about 36ha. ploughing.
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App 2.5 February 2024 airphoto

February 2024, after the “fire” (about 36ha) including ploughed area.

App 2.6 February 2024 zoomed airphoto

4 Google Earth

1020 eyealt 1.14 km

February 2024 zoomed view, showing ploughing of part of the authorised Vineyard plus the unlawful plough-
ing on the northeast side.

FSM Comments on S24G Appeal, Nov 2025 Page 9



App 2.7 October 2025 airphoto

October 2025 status: Full Vineyard area ploughed; all burnt unploughed areas recovered well: Buffer
(orange), Additional conservation area (yellow) as per |App 2.1

FSM Comments on S24G Appeal, Nov 2025 Page 10



App 2.8 Cape Nature Comment, 12 October 2021

& CapeNature

CONSERVATION INTELLIGENCE:
LANDSCAPE CENTRAL

postal Private Bag X5014 Stellenbosch 7599

physical Assegaaibosch Nature Reserve Jonkershoek

website www.capenature.co.za
enquiries Alana Duffell-Canham
telephone +27 218668000 fax +27 21866 1523

email aduffell-canham@capenature.co.za
reference SSD14/2/6/1/9/4/502-10_Cult_Speir
date 12 October 2020

Mische Molife
GroenbergEnviro (Pty) Ltd
PO Box 1058

Wellington

7654

By email: mische@groenbergenviro.co.za

Dear Ms Molife

RE: Proposed clearance of vegetation for the establishment of a vineyard on the
remaining extent of portion 10 of Farm 502 (Spier), Stellenbosch — Draft Basic
Assessment Report.

DEA&DP Ref: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B4/45/1140/20

CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Basic
Assessment Report (DBAR) and wish to make the following comments:

1. The preferred development site for a new vineyard on Spier (farm 502/10) is located
within an area which has been mapped as Swartland Granite Renosterveld. Given that
Swartland Granite Renosterveld has less than 12% of its original extent remaining
(which is well below the conservation threshold of 26%), this area has been identified
as a priority conservation area in the past and as a Critical Biodiversity Area more
recently, it was decided to do further investigation of the site from a species and
condition perspective. The site was visited by myself and Arnelle Collison from
CapeNature as well as botanist Stuart Hall on the 5% of October 2020. The application
area as well as some of the surrounding area was quite thoroughly surveyed on foot
and by vehicle.

2. In addition to Species of Conservation Concern (SCC) recorded by CREW, several
other species were identified on site (these are indicated in Figure 1 below). In
addition, parts of the site, although supporting a lot of secondary vegetation, can still
be considered as important habitat and there is a possibility that the diversity on site
would increase following a fire. Several insect species were observed as well as some
small mammal burrows. Overall, the northem part of the study area was more densely
covered and SCC were identified in this area. The eastern part of the study area was

The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature
Board Members: Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairpersen), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite Loubser, Mr Mervyn Burton, Dr
Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack
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observed to be wetter and also supported some SCC. These areas are considered to
have conservation value and should not be developed.

3. From a biodiversity perspective, alternative 2 located in the old plum orchards would be
strongly preferred. However, we understand that this is not truly a viable option due to
previous ploughing practices having changed the soil structure significantly.

4. Thus, if it is determined that it is necessary to establish an additional vineyard on Farm
502/10, Figure 1 below indicates the area that is acceptable from a biodiversity impact
perspective as it is more heavily degraded, very little indigenous vegetation
representative of Swartland Granite Renosterved remains and no SCC were located
on the site.

Gladiolus alatus
Monsonia’speciosa

-
-
-
-
-

Hermapnia alnifolia -

. W
S cordata dLobostemon fruticos
?nhemum hispifolium

ca sp

~ iProtea laurifolia =
berruria- fascifiora IA‘g o ‘%hasmanthe aethiopica

cfl Pterygodium,Spshacasms Restio sp.

Figure 1: Extract from Google Earth imagery dated July 2020: The yellow pins indicate locations of
SCC found on 05/10/2020. The light pink shaded area is the area which was determined to be of lower
conservation importance in which the vineyard could be located (approx. 10ha). The orange area is the
area identified in the DBAR as a buffer area. The area north of the pink shaded area is considered
conservation worthy as well as the area to the east which is wetter.

5. Even developing within the “acceptable area” indicated in Figure 1 will still result in loss
of biodiversity both directly on site and indirectly through edge effects and cause loss
of ecological connectivity. However, if the remainder of the site is formally conserved
this will mitigate for these impacts to some extent and help to ensure persistence of the
remaining habitat in the long term. Therefore conditions should include the remainder

The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature

Board Members: Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairperson), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite Loubser, Mr Mervyn Burton, Dr
Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack
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of the study area being declared and managed as a conservation area. This should
include the buffer area (which must be extended northwards), the existing conservation
area and the areas north and east of the “acceptable area” indicated in Figure 1 above.
These areas should also be burnt prior to a new vineyard being established.

CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information
based on any additional information that may be received.

Yours sincerely

Alana Duffell-Canham

The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature
Board Members: Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairperson), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite Loubser, Mr Mervyn Burton, Dr
Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack
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App 2.9

2020/10/05 10:51 533.97815 E18.81074
2020/10/05 10:54 533.97822 E18.81019
2020/10/05 11:20533.97787 E18.81344
2020/10/05 11:21533.97776 E18.81343
2020/10/05 11:23 533.97750 E18.81344
2020/10/05 11:23 533.97750 E18.81344
2020/10/05 11:47 $33.98188 E18.81353
2020/10/05 11:58 $33.98153 E18.81371
2020/10/05 12:03 533.98175 E18.81442
2020/10/05 12:03 533.98175 E18.81442
2020/10/05 12:03 533.98175 E18.81442
2020/10/05 12:17 $33.97868 E18.80902
2020/10/05 12:17 $33.97868 E18.80902
2020/10/05 12:19 533.97823 E18.80862
2020/10/05 12:30533.97446 E18.80908
2020/10/05 12:30533.97446 E18.80908
2020/10/05 12:54 533.98177 E18.80806
2020/10/05 12:54 $33.98177 E18.80806
2020/10/05 12:57 $33.98198 E18.80867

102 m
104 m
95.8m
93.9m
93.1m
93.1m
88.6m
92.7m
90.0m
90.0m
90.0m
103 m
103 m
102 m
88.1m
88.1m
93.6m
93.6m
934m

Cyphia
Aspalathus
Lobostemon
Ischyrolepis
Phylica
Hermannia
Chasmanthe
Protea

Drosera

Restio
Aspalathus
Chironia

Albuca
Drosanthemum
Monsonia
Gladiolus
Serruria
Aspalathus

cf. Pterygodium sp.

Aristea
Eriocephalus
Helichrysum
Athanasia
Osteospermum
Stoebe
Elytropappus
Senecio
Passerina
Geissorhiza

2020 Species list by CapeNature and Dr Hall

volubilis
cordata
fruticosus
sp.

cf. thunbergiana
alnifolia
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trinervia
sp.
ericifolia
baccifera
sp.
hispifolium
speciosa
alatus
fasciflora
sp.

africana
africanus
petiolare
trifurcata
moniliferum
plumosa
rhinocerotus
hastatus
corymbosa
aspera

EN

VU
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Buffer site?
Buffer site?

Outside of footprint?
Outside of footprint
Outside of footprint
Within conservation site
Within conservation site

Buffer site?

FSM Comments on S24G Appeal, Nov 2025

Page 14



Appendix G6.3: Comments received on the draft report - 21-day PPP

Will be included in the fAR.



Appendix G7: Comments and Response Table
Appendix G7.1: Comments and Response Table - Preliminary advert

Date

Comments
from

Comments received

Response from

Response received

COMMENTS RECEIVED ON PRELIMINARY ADVERT

| was astonished to read the finy insert in the 10 June issue of Eikestadnuus regarding a Section 24G process regarding Farm

Please refer to the advert in the newspaper, which provides details on why the 24G

12/07/2025 E?e”ndsb h of 502/10 (Spier). No details were provided, and there is no mention of this on the groenbergenviro.co.za website. GBE process is required.
ellenbosc | will assume that the relevant S24G Draft Assessment Report as well as the Eikestadnuus notice of 10 June 2025 will be sent out
Mountain . . . . .
fo all IAPs in the FBAR process? So far, | have not seen any email from you on this. FSM of course provided detailed comments The advert is placed in the newspaper for I&APs to register if they wish to receive
both on the first two Draff BARs. ) ) ] ) ) further information. This is clearly stated in the advert.
Could you please also explain the difference between "groenbergenviro.co.za" and "EAP" as mentioned in the Eikestadnuus
2y . . O o
nofice? Did | misunderstand that you are infact the EAP2 Or is there someone else? It is further stated in the advert that the draft Assessment Report will be made
available in due course. The advert is for the public to register as an I&AP. Do you
wish to register as an I&AP?2
The 24G process is a separate process from the Basic Assessment process that
you've provided comments on. The draft Assessment Report will be sent to those
who registered as an I&AP, neighbouring property owners and Organs of Stafe.
Please refer to the bottom of the advert, which clearly provides my details as the
EAP. "groenbergenviro.co.za" is the website. To clarify, the report could either be
sent to registered I&APs directly by the EAP or could be downloaded from the said
website.
. Good morning, Friends of Stellenbosch Mountain will be registered as an I&AP.
14/07/2025 ;le”ncﬁb h of yes, | wish to register but as a representative of Friends of Stellenbosch Mountain (FSM) not in my personal capacity. GBE
Me ef os¢ | also request that the "further information” mentioned be provided. | was astonished because it is normal practice to put As previously stated, the advert is for 1&APs to register. The report will be made
ountain such information up on the EAP website, which in this case has not happened. If it is still being compiled, then what is the available in the public participation process and will be placed on the website.
purpose of this notice?
| also understand from the notice that the formal public participation process is still to be initiated. Surely persons and bodies
can still register and/or provide comments in that later PPP process also, as is normal practice?
14/07/2025 Friends of Thank you. GBE The report will be made available for a 30-day commenting period. The

Stellenbosch
Mountain

Can you confirm that the information will be available for at least 30 days on the website, and that the comment period for
the $24G PPP will be 30 days or more, counted from the date of notice of commencement of the PPP?2

commenting period date will be included in the nofification letter that you wiill
receive.




Appendix G7.2: Comments and Response Table - Draft Assessment Report — 30-day PPP

Date Comments from Comments received Response Response received
from
COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE DRAFT REPORT
12/11/2025 DWS Reference is made to the above-mentioned document dafed October 2025 with DEA&DP Reference Number: | GBE
(14/2/4/1/B4/39/0017/25).
This Department has perused the submitted application and has the following comments:
1. Note that no abstraction of surface or groundwater may be done or storage of water be created without prior 1. Noted. The development does not require abstraction or storage of water.
authorisation from this Department, unless it is Schedule 1 or Existing Lawful use as described in the National Water Act
1998 [ActNo. 36 of 1998). 2. Noted. The development requires the restoration of vegetation and therefore the
2. No surface, ground or storm water may be polluted as a result of activities on the site. In the event that pollution does potential of impacting ground, surface or stormwater is not affected.
occur, this Department must be informed immediately.
3. The person who owns, controls, occupies or uses the land in question is responsible for faking measures to prevent any 3. Noted. The development requires the restoration of vegetation.
occurrence of pollution fo water resources.
4. The comments issued shall not be construed as exempting the developer from compliance with the provisions of any 4. Noted. All comments received are included in the report to be submitted to the
other applicable Act, Ordinance, Regulation or By-law. competent authority.
5. All the requirements of the National Water Act, 1998 (Act 36 of 1998) regarding water use and pollution prevention 5. Noted.
must be adhered to at all times.
6. Please note that this Department reserves the right to amend and/or add to the comments made above in the light 6. Noted
of subsequent information received. ) )
Please do not hesitate to contact the above office should there be any queries.
13/11/2025 ESM A Parameters laid down in 2020 and 2021 GBE A. The comments are addressed in the sections below.

A.1 The various areas under discussion are reproduced in App 2.1, taken from the 2025 Draft Assessment Report (DAR)
Appendix H1. This is a reproduction of the original “Agricultural and Conservation Map” of 2021. They are: Vineyard
(blue), Buffer area (orange), Conservation site (green), Additional Conservation Area (yellow) and unlawful ploughing
area of 2ha (cyan). The pins show waypoints of the 2025 Biodiversity Assessment which will be discussed separately.

A.2 The "orange” Buffer Area and the “yellow” Additional Conservation Area (see App 2.1) are the subject of the
“SPECIFIC CONDITIONS" of the April 2021 DEADP authorisation (cf its Section E Item 22) and should by law therefore have
been conserved since that time in additional to the “green” original conservation area to the west, while the
“development area” constitutes the approved “blue” Vineyard polygon:

22. The remainder of the area north and east of the development site, the buffer area, the proposed conservation area
and existing conservation areas must be entered info a minimum of a biodiversity agreement with CapeNature within
one year of the clearing of the authorised area commencing.

A.3 The DEADP condition E22 refers to a conservation agreement between CapeNature and Spier in which the latter
apparently undertake to conserve these areas. As the Agreement was never included in any EAP documentation, no

specifics are available to us, but there is no doubt that the “green”, “orange"” and "yellow" polygons fall under this
agreement and the conservation undertakings of Spier.

A.4 Likewise, the 2020 Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) states on Figure 2 Page 12: The conservation and
buffer areas proposed will be undertaken and managed in concert with the conservation initiatives which are currently
implemented by Spier Estate, as detailed below . . ., and in Section 10 ltem 3: The active conservation of other parts of
Spier, Stellenbosch Municipality to actively encourage the return of natural Swartland Granite Renosterveld as opposed
to simply leaving the land to lie fallow and to permit the dominance of such species as Stoebe plumosa (slangbos).Fire
would be an important tool in this management process and controlled burns are advocated with permission from the
relevant authorities.

A.5 Rehabilitation and the Holmes Restoration Plan: Also explicitly required by the DEADP is rehabilitation, as mentioned
throughout the Authorisation, including implementing the updated 2021 Holmes Restoration Plan (see DEADP
Authorisation Heading “Management of Activities”, Item 10). The Holmes Plan can be found in Appendix H2 of the
October 2025 524G DAR (incorrectly called “Rehabilitation Plan” by the EAP). Important elements and recommendations
of the Plan include:

(a) The Plan applies to the “green” Conservation Areq, the “yellow” Additional Conservation Area, and the “orange”
Buffer Area, which she calls “Corridor Area”: See Fig 2 in the Plan.

(b) Holmes divides the Buffer Area into three subareas as per the Plan’s Figure 1, which are each subject to different
restoration measures.

(c) Part of the measures are a controlled burn to stimulate regrowth and geophytes.

56




Date

Comments from

Comments received

Response
from

Response received

(d) App 1 below summarises the Holmes Plan’s areawide measures and timeline for restoration, including control of
kikuyu and kweek grass, confrol of alien and invasive frees, sowing and planfing of restoration fynbos species after a
confrolled burn, and monitoring.

B Noncompliance: unlawful ploughing, but much more We summarise this section as follows:

The Section 24G process must address not only the unlawful ploughing, but the implementation of the other activities
and conservation measures which were explicitly required in the 2021 DEADP Authorisation. This section tries to raise some
of the required measures which seem to have been implemented not at all or very incompletely. Our assessment is
based on the incomplete information provided by the Applicant and EAP, which itself contravenes the rules of Public
Participation.

B1 Additional areas ploughed

B1.1 The S24G application itself merely refers to "2 hectares” which have been unlawfully ploughed, as outlined in the
cyan polygon in App 2.1; see also the airphotos in the Appendices below.

B1.2 An additional separate area of 0.22ha had been unlawfully ploughed in the northern part of Farm 501 Portion 10
already in October 2022, i.e. after the Vineyard application and authorisation in the south, but well before the 2024/2025
Solar Panel application (Ref No 16/3/3/1/B4/45/1086/24). Since then, it has been planted by something (vines, or by
whate). It is visible already in the 2025 BARs for the Solar Panel process (Appendix B Site Development Plan, Fig 2; shown
in App 2.2) and falls outside the area approved for that process.

B1.3 Listed Activity 12 of Listing Notice does apply to this additional area, because it must be added to the above 2
hectares.

B1.4 There has been no independent verification that the remainder of the area burnt in 2024 was not ploughed in other
parts too (re the 2024 burn, see item "Fire” in subsection B2).

B2 Noncompliance with the 2021 DEADP Special Conditions

B2.1 By the DEADP 2021 Authorisation, all of the measures and undertakings set out in Section A were legally required.
They should have been implemented by Spier, and should also all have been under continual monitoring by the 2021
Environmental Control Officer (ECO). Any deviations and violations should have been reported and rectified as per
DEADP conditions.

B. Note that the unlawful clearance of vegetation outside of the approved vineyard
area (within the still applicable EA), triggered a listed activity in the area that was not
part of the EA. Only the impact of the unlawful activity is what is addressed in this $24G
process.

BI.

B1.1. Correct, the application relates to the unlawful clearance of approximately 2ha
of vegetation outside of the approved vineyard area.

B.1.2. Note that the area referred to does not form part of this application and was not
conducted by the applicant, but rather by Farmer Angus.

Also note that the referred to area is approximately 0.16ha. Activity 27 of Listing notice
1 was not triggered, since the cleared area is less than Tha. Activity 12 of Listing Notice
3 was not triggered since the vegetation within that area is not endangered or critically
endangered. According to the botanical specialist (who conducted the botanical
assessment for the Solar Development), the proposed development area consists of
secondary vegetation which is not classified as endangered or critically endangered.

The following is taken from the Botanical and Biodiversity Assessment of a part of
Remainder of Portion 10 of Farm Louw's Bos 502, Stellenbosch conducted by Dr Dave
McDonald (October 2024):

“The area proposed for the development of the Spier Solar Energy facility is part of a
larger area of land that has been subject to agricultural practices since early colonial
times (1652 onwards). Historically the study area would have supported Swartland
Granite Renosterveld, a species-rich shrubland formation. This vegetatfion was all
removed and striations indicative of ploughing were noted around Waypoint SPE0004
(see below).

The vegetation that is now found on the site is indisputably secondary shrubland.
Although most of the area proposed for solar energy infrastructure development is
within a CBA1 area, based on my field survey | have concluded that (a) this is old but
secondary vegetation and is not undisturbed Swartland Granite Renosterveld; (b) NO
threatened species occur; (c) the vegetation consists mainly of common species that
are ruderals or common weedy species of very low importance; the species-richness
of the site is low to very low and (d) there is an insignificant presence of geophytes
(virtually none) even though the survey was done at an optimal fime in spring. There is
also very low probability that the habitat would restore to renosterveld representative
of the original type.”

B1.3. Activity 12 of Listing Notice 3 was noft triggered by the unlawful clearance of the
2ha vegetation as the vegetation is deemed secondary vegetation and not critically
endangered or endangered. Activity 12 of Listing Notice 3 was not friggered by the
clearance of 0.16ha of vegetation since the vegetation within that area is not
endangered nor critically endangered.

B1.4 The area was not cleared but was burnt as part of the annual ecological burns
that Spier conducts. Burn permits are obtained for such events. An ecological
prescribed burn was done during April 2023. Special Burn Permit no BPST23022401 was
issued by CWDM.

B2.

B2.1 Note that activities relating to the Vineyard EA (2021), only commenced in
February 2024 no monitoring was required prior to commencement of the EA. The
unlawful clearance was reported to DEA&DP: Directorate: Development
Management in an ECO report. The development area (for the vineyard) was
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B2.2 We are not referring to promises for the future, as again made by the 2025 DAR, but to implementation since 2021.
Very little is said in the DAR on what has actually been done or achieved in the period 2021 to 2025. Implementation of
past 2021 requirements is critical for assessment of the present DAR and its components, because nonimplementation
of past promises and requirements is not only unlawful but implies that the 2025 DAR undertakings have no credibility.

demarcated and the applicant is in the process of obtaining the biodiversity
agreement with CapeNature.

B2.2. Note that activities relating to the 2021 EA only commenced in 2024 within the
validity period of the EA.

The following information is provided by the applicant and serves as responses to the
comments relating to the restoration of vegetation, alien clearing and fire:

Prescribed burn

An ecological prescribed burn was done during April 2023. Special Burn Permit no
BPST23022401 was issued by CWDM. Approximately 36 ha were included in the burn
supported by CWFPA, Limitless Fire. The picture below indicates start of the controlled
burn.

Legend

Map Center: Lon

Scale:

Date created: 202

Western Cape
Government

Areas were prepared with firebreaks, and alien trees were removed before the burn.

Alien clearing:

Pre- and post-burn alien clearing are done. Post-burn removal of Mature Stone Pines
was postponed after allegations of veld clearance due fo felling and chipping of these
large frees. Management of grasses is ongoing.

Rehabilitation and monitoring:

Post-burn seasonal monitoring is being done, and the following species have been
identified with reference to the rehabilitation plan over the 3x sections (Either self-
emergent or intfroduced via seeding or planting).

Tall Shrubs: Dodonaea viscosa var. angustifolia, Chrysanthemoides monilifera,
Passerina corymbosa, Searsia angustifolia, S, tomentosa

Low Shrubs: Elytropapus rhinocerotis, Eriophalus africanus var. africanus, Aspalathus
hispida, Athanasia frifurcata, Chironia baccifera, Lobostemon argentus, Oftia
Africana, Stoebe cinerea, Aspalathus alata, Clifortia ruscifolia, Euryops abrotanifolius,
Otholobium hirsuta

Shrublets: Polygala garcinia, Otholobium decumbens, Carpobrotus edulis, Ruschia
macowanii, Hermania almanifolia, Chrysocoma ciliata

Herbs: Helichrysem crispum, Helichrysum pandulifolium  Helichrysum  teretifolium
Chironia baccifera, Wahlenbergia capensis, Senecio erosus.

Geophytic Herbs: Oxalis pes-caprae, O.purpurea, Moraea fugax, Moraea gaweri,
Horonthrix villosa, Ceratandra grandiflora, Pterygodium catholicum, Pterogodium
orobandicoides, cynella hyacinthoides

Graminoids: Restio capensis
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B2.3 We are forced to make inferences on implementation during 2021 to 2025 based on circumstantial evidence such
as the physical condition on the ground and the absence of information and references in the $24G DAR.

B2.4 We have no insight into the doings and communications of the 2021 Environmental Control Officer; no information
was provided. It is unclear what Monitoring, Auditing and reporting to DEADP was done as per Section E Items 12 1o 18
of the DEADP Authorisation.

B2.5 Based on what information we have, it appears that very little implementation was actually undertaken in 2021 to
2025 as set out below. If the Applicant and EAP want to dispute this, then full details of the ECO reports and audits must
be made public.

B2.6 Nonimplementation or partial implementation of Holmes, CapeNature Agreement

(a) Not one of the documents in the S24G DAR mention or consider any of the specific implementation of restoration
measures within the Holmes Plan. Were the Plan’s restoration measures of App 1 applied in full?2 What evidence is there
for that2 Why were those implementations not mentioned anywhere in the 524G reports? We can only infer that very
little or nothing was implemented.

(b) Why does the 2025 2025 Biodiversity Assessment not refer to the implementaton of the Holmes Plan and CapeNature
agreement and its specific areas and consequencese We infer that much of the Plan was never implemented.

(c) The 2025 EMPr likewise makes no mention of implementation of restoration work done under the Holmes Plan in the
time 2021 to 2025, as undertaken by the 2020 EMPr and required by the 2021 DEADP authorisation.

Rhizomatous: Aristea africana, Bulbine praemorsa

The following plants we are propagating in our nursery, earmarked for planting next
season, April 2026 onwards.

Tall Shrubs: Euclea racemosa, Olea europaea, Putterlickia pyracanta, Seasia
laevigata, Diospyros glabra, Dodonaea viscosa, Myrsine Africana, Protea burchellii,
Protea repens, Protea neriifolia

Low Shrubs: Felicia filifolia, Leucadendron lanigerum, Perlagonium capitatum, Salvia
africana, Podalyria argentea, Metalasia muricata

Geophytic Herbs: Watsonia borbonica, W. amabilis, Babiana villosula, Wachendorfia
paniculata, Gladiolus maculatus. Chasmnthe Aethopica

B2.3. Refer to point B2.2.

B2.4. Please note that commencement of the EA only occurred in 2024, no activity
commenced prior to that. Hence no information is available for that fime. ECO
monitoring and ECO reports have been conducted since the EA commenced in 2024
and submitted to DEA&DP: Directorate: Development Management, even though it is
not a requirement in terms of the Conditions of the EA.

B2.5. Note that activities relating to the 2021 EA only commenced in 2024 within the
validity period of the EA. ECO reports have been conducted and submitted to
DEA&DP: Directorate: Development Management, even though it is not a requirement
in ferms of the Conditions of the EA. It is not a requirement for ECO reports fo be made
available to the public.
Also refer to point B2.2.

B2.6.
(a) Refer to point B2.2.

(b) The 2025 Biodiversity Assessment assessed the impacts of the clearance on the site
at that present time. The restoration plan was not yet implemented at the time when
the unlawful clearance commenced (for the 2021 EA). Should the restoration plan
(reinfroduction of nafural vegetation) have been implemented prior fo
commencement of the 2021 EA then the impact of the unlawful clearance would
most-likely have been greater.

Refer to point B2.2, for the actions conducted in terms of the restoration plan.

The scope of the 2025 Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment was limited to assessing the
ecological impacts associated with the unlawful vegetation clearance, as required
under the Section 24G process. Our mandate did not include evaluating the
effectiveness of past restoration efforts, auditing compliance with the Holmes Plan or
CapeNature agreement, or assessing the implementation status of those agreements.

For this reason, while historical context was considered where relevant, the assessment
focuses specifically on:

e Determining the likely ecological status of the impacted area,

* Quantifying the impacts of the unlawful clearance,

e Detfermining significance,

e Identifying Species of Conservation Concern and sensitive habitats, and

e recommending appropriate mitigation and rehabilitation measures going

forward.

Please refer to Section 1.2. for the detailed objectives of the 2025 Terrestrial Biodiversity
Assessment.

(c) The 2025 EMPr relates to the unlawful clearance of vegetation, measures on how it
would be restored and managed. The EMPr is not a report to update implementation
and monitoring progress. The restoration plan is being implemented. Implementation
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(d) The previous 2020 EMPr lists “Rehabilitation Plan” as Section 11 in its Table of Contents and refers fo it, but Section 11
itself is missing. Clearly it was not considered important. The 2020 BAR also never provides details of the Spier-CapeNature
agreement and its mandatory requirements.

B2.7 Nonimplementation of Alien Clearing

There is zero information on alien clearing of invasive species in all the $24G DAR reports. The air photos appended below
show that even in 2025 many large pines survive in the “conserved” areas. Also, the Biodiversity Assessment makes a big
deal of the invasive species still found there, meaning that no measures were taken during 2021-2025 to combat these
as per Holmes Plan.

The Biodiversity Assessment does not criticise or even notice nonimplementation of the 2021 alien clearing promises, but
merely recommends conducting ongoing alien plant control, and integrating the cleared area into the estate’s
conservation agreement with CapeNature as per the Environmental Authorisation dated April 2021. The same goes for
the 2025 EMPr and DAR main report: no mention of the fact that the purported dire state of the area is due to
nonimplementation during 2021-2025, followed by promises for the future which therefore have no credibility.

B2.8 Fire

(a) While the Holmes Plan does recommend that a controlled burn be conducted, the $24G DAR and Appendices does
not consider at all the effect of any past fires; again, it only makes promises with regard to future fire management.

(b) The S24G DAR and all its appendices fail to even mention that apparently there was a wildfire, just about at the time
when the unlawful ploughing was done in January or February 2024. See photos in App 2.4 (Situation in January 2024),
App 2.5 and App 2.6 (a month later in February 2024) and App 2.7 (October 2025).

(c) In the result, the DAR fails to provide critical information to DEADP and the public. It must explain whether that fire
was a controlled burn or an accident. It and the Biodiversity Assessment must then explain the consequences of that fire
in relation to the DEADP Special Condition E 22.

of the restoration plan can be seen under point B2.2. The restoration plan has also been
included in the 2025 EMPr as measure for restoring the unlawfully cleared area.

(d) The Rehabilitation Plain is included in the 2020 EMPr (page 64). The biodiversity
agreement isincluded in the EA. CapeNature was also an I&AP for this process and did
not provide more conditions.

B2.7. Refer to point B2.2.

The 2025 Biodiversity Assessment assessed the impacts of the clearance on the site at
that present time.

Based on the applicant:

Alien clearing:

Pre- and post-burn alien clearing are done. Post-burn removal of Mature Stone Pines
was postponed after allegations of veld clearance due to felling and chipping of these
large trees. Management of grasses is ongoing.

Alien clearing in terms of the pine fress will confinue once the 524G process has been
completed.

B2.8.

(a) The area was burnt as part of the annual ecological burns that Spier conducts. Burn
permits are obtained for such events. Special Burn Permit no BPST23022401 was issued
by CWDM

(b) & (c) An ecological prescribed burn was done during April 2023. Special Burn Permit
no BPST23022401 was issued by CWDM. Approximately 36 ha were included in the burn
supported by CWFPA, Limitless Fire. The picture below indicates start of the controlled
burn.
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Areas were prepared with firebreaks, and alien trees were removed before the burmn.

A fire appears to have occurred on the property in early 2024; however, no information
was provided by the landowner regarding whether this was a confrolled burn or an
accidental wildfire. While the event was noted during desktop imagery review, the
findings of the 2025 Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment were supported by mulfiple
additional information sources including the 2020 botanical assessment by McDonald,
a review of historical spatial datasets and literature, and a field survey, which together




B2.9 The 2025 Biodiversity Assessment (DAR Appendix H1)

(a) To start with the positive: 2025 Biodiversity Assessment is a big improvement over the assessments by Dr McDonald,
using, amongst others, a detailed Natural Land Cover Map, the 2021 SANBI Threatened Ecosystems, the Western Cape
Spatial Biodiversity Spatial Plan of 2023 and even inaturalist. All of those were missing in Dr McDonald’s work.

(b) The 2025 Assessment remains deficient in the number of waypoints (see below) and sample days (only one) but at
least did their work during spring.

(c) Itis not incorrect to say that strictly only the cyan polygon (ploughed areas) should be assessed in the Section 24G
process, because by definition of ploughing, little or nothing of importance would be found there anyway.

(d) The 2025 Assessment fails in the critical issue of awareness of implementation or nonimplementation of the DEADP
Special Conditions and taking those as pointers where to look and what to look for in terms of the botany.

(e) For example, the 2025 Biodiversity Assessment should have made a point of looking at the restoration plants, including
geophytes, and the results of the 2024 fire. Omission of those amounts to failure to answer critical questions on the state
of the area.

provide a reliable baseline which informed the assessment of impacts associated with
the unlawful clearance of vegetation.

Please note this is not applicable to the 24G process, please ensure your comments
refer to the clearance of vegetation outside of the approved EA.

B2.9.

(a) Note that the 2020 Biodiversity Assessment report did not include maps of 2021 and
2023 as the assessment was conducted in 2020. Furthermore, the findings of the 2025
Biodiversity Assessment confirms the findings of the 2020 report (by Dr. Dave McDonald)
by the same specialist. The following is taken from the 2025 Biodiversity Assessment
report: “ The refrospective ecological assessment of the 2 ha unlawfully cleared area
within Spier Wine Estate indicates that the impacts to terrestrial biodiversity, plant and
animal species are minimal to low. The project area is ecologically degraded and
primarily consists of secondary vegetation.”

(b) The specialist conducted their assessment, in terms of the relevant legislation,
requirements and protocols. The number of waypoints and sample days by which an
assessment must be conducted are not legislated.

It should be noted that while sample poinfs are shown on Figure 2.1 of the 2025
Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment, sampling was not restricted to these points alone.
Species and vegetation condition were assessed along the full length of the specialist’s
meander within and outside the clearance areas (see red lines in Figure 2.1).
Conclusions regarding the historical condition of the site and the potential impacts of
the unauthorised activities were drawn from the best available information, including
the 2020 botanical assessment by McDonald (2020) and relevant spatial datasets.
Given the scale of the unlawful clearance and the secondary nature of the vegetation
within and surrounding the affected areaq, the specialist is confident that the field survey
duration, combined with the desktop assessment, was adequate to determine the
ecological status and sensitivity of the site prior to clearance and to assess the likely
impacts associated with the unauthorised vegetation removal.

(c) The S24G process/application relates to the unlawful activity that commenced
without obtaining environmental authorisation, therefore it only assessed the unlawfully
cleared areas.

Please note that while the Section 24G process focuses on the cleared areas, proxy
sample sites outside of these areas were also included and assessed fo provide context
on the likely baseline condition of the vegetation and habitat condition. Conclusions
regarding the historical condition of the site and the potential impacts of the
unauthorised clearance were drawn from the best available information, including the
2020 botanical assessment by McDonald and relevant spatial datasets.

(d) The 2021 EA, Rehabilitation plan, and the 2020 Botanical Assessment were provided
to the specialist to conduct their assessment.

As per the response to comment B2.6(b) above, the 2025 Terrestrial Biodiversity
Assessment focused on evaluating the ecological impacts of the unlawful vegetation
clearance, rather than auditing implementation or compliance with DEADP Special
Conditions. The specialist was fully prepared for the site visit, having conducted a
desktop assessment of historical vegetation types, potential Species of Conservation
Concern (SCC), and priority biodiversity areas, informed by the 2020 McDonald
assessment, iNaturalist, and relevant spatial datasets. Key resources that were
consulted are summarised in Section 2.2.1 to 2.2.3 of the 2025 assessment. All plant
species observed were systematically recorded during the field survey. App 2.3 of the
Friends of Stellenbosch Mountain (Nov. 2025) further supports the findings, confirming
that no SCC occur within or near the unauthorised cleared areas.

(e) Refer to point 2.2.

The 2025 Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment systematically recorded all plant species
observed on site, including geophytes, during the field survey. While the occurrence of
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(f) Hence: Why did the Assessment not sample those areas inside the orange and yellow polygons in which conservation
and restoration were supposed to have been implemented 2021-20252 Compare the Waypoints in App 2.3 and ask why
the Biodiversity Assessment bothered to sample the green polygon (which was hardly mentioned by Holmes et al), while
completely neglecting the yellow polygon north of the Vineyard area and looking only at Buffer Area (orange polygon)
waypoints in the its extreme east?

(g) Species List and Species of Conservation Concern: Why did the Biodiversity Assessment not take into account the
information within the 2021 CapeNature comments (App 2.8) and complementary species lists (App 2.3¢2 Again, the
argument that these did not all fall into the ploughed areas does not invalidate the fact that Species of Conservation
Concern were found by these previous assessments, very close to the present assessment’'s waypoints. The 2025
Assessment claims there are no SCC is biased in not taking such information into account.

C Arguments in aggravation of Section 24G fines

C.1 We shall repeat our statements on nonimplementation in Section D below. Nonimplementation is a highly
aggravating argument which must influence fines (but not only fines).

By the DEADP 2021 Authorisation, all of the measures and undertakings set out in Section A were legally required. They
should have been implemented by Spier, and should also all have been under continual monitoring by the 2021
Environmental Control Officer (ECO). Any deviations and violations should have been reported and rectified as per
DEADP conditions.

If all these measures and undertakings by Spier, the EAP and even the ECO were not implemented,
C.2 The additional area of 0.22ha referred to in Section B was not mentioned or added to the unlawful ploughing which

is the subject of the 2025 Section 24G process. Also its present and future legal status must be determined: is this just the
start of an unlawful vineyard or plantatfion?@

a fire in early 2024 was noted from desktop imagery, no information was provided by
the landowner regarding its origin or extent. Importantly, the findings of the 2025
assessment were supported by multiple sources (please refer to Chapter 2 of the
report) including the 2020 McDonald botanical assessment, historical spatial datasets,
available literature and consultation of citizen science platforms. It is with a high level
of confidence that the specialist can state that the duration of time spent in the field,
and the data collected from both the field survey and desktop assessment, were
adequate to ascertain the likely ecological status and sensitivity of the study site prior
fo vegetation clearance/transformation and assess the likely impacts associated with
the unauthorised vegetation clearance.

(f) Sample points were located within both the orange and yellow polygons (refer to
Figure 2.1 of the 2025 Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment). The purpose of the assessment
was to evaluate the ecological impacts associated with the unlawful vegetation
clearance, as required under the Section 24G process. Additional sample points were
assessed in the green polygon, which represented intact vegetation and provided a
reference for what the vegetation within and surrounding the affected areas would
have looked like prior to historical clearance/disturbance. This comparison confirmed
the secondary nature and condition of the vegetation within the orange and yellow

polygons.

(g) The information contained in the 2021 CapeNatfure comments was not provided to
the specialist and was therefore not known at the time of the assessment. Nonetheless,
multiple data sources including citizen science platforms, spatial datasets, the DFFE
Screening Tool Report, and the original botanical assessment by McDonald (2020) (see
Section 2.2.2 of the 2025 Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment), were used to identify
potential plant Species of Conservation Concern (SCC) present or likely to occur within
the project area. Furthermore, App 2.3 of the Friends of Stellenbosch Mountain (Nov.
2025) supports the assessment’s findings, confirming that no SCC occurred within or
directly adjacent to the unauthorised cleared areas.

C.

C.1. Note that activities relating to the 2021 EA only commenced in 2024 within the
validity period of the EA. The non-compliance with the conditions of the EA was
reported to DEA&DP: Directorate: Development Management in the ECO report. The
development area (for the vineyard) was demarcated and the applicant is in the
process of obtaining the biodiversity agreement with CapeNature. Rectification of the
unlawful activity (2ha) is currently being conducted. The Applicant was already
awaiting the specialist fo conduct the assessment before the $24G process
commenced.

C.2. Note that the area referred to does not form part of this application and was not
conducted by the applicant, but rather by Farmer Angus. Also note that the referred
to area is approximately 0.16ha. Activity 27 of Listing notice 1 was not friggered since
the cleared area is less than Tha. Activity 12 of Listing Notice 3 was not triggered since
the vegetation within that area is not endangered or critically endangered. According
to the botanical specialist (who conducted the botanical assessment for the Solar
Development), the proposed development area consists of secondary vegetation
which is not classified as endangered or critically endangered.

The following is taken from the Botanical and Biodiversity Assessment of a part of
Remainder of Portion 10 of Farm Louw'’s Bos 502, Stellenbosch conducted by Dr Dave
McDonald (October 2024):

“The area proposed for the development of the Spier Solar Energy facility is part of a
larger area of land that has been subject to agricultural practices since early colonial
times (1652 onwards). Historically the study area would have supported Swartland
Granite Renosterveld, a species-rich shrubland formation. This vegetation was all
removed and striations indicative of ploughing were noted around Waypoint SPE0004
(see below).

The vegetation that is now found on the site is indisputably secondary shrubland.
Although most of the area proposed for solar energy infrastructure development is
within a CBAT area, based on my field survey | have concluded that (a) this is old but
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C.3 If on investigation it becomes clear that any one or more of the conditions of the 2021 DEADP authorisation (eg
Condition E 22, the Holmes Restoration Plan, the regular ECO reports and audits etc) were not complied with, that must
count heavily in determining an appropriate sanction and may even be a criminal tfransgression.

C.4 Fines of up to R10million are allowed. Given the very large annual income of Spier Estates, the maximum fine would
be appropriate.

D Legal imperative: Environmental remedying of unauthorised environmental activities

D.1 To repeat our central claim in these comments: The Section 24G process must address not only the unlawful
ploughing, but the implementation of all the other activities and conservation measures which were explicitly required
in the 2021 DEADP Authorisation.

D.2 A mere fine is not enough, because then noncompliance would in effect be accepted and amount to (ex post
facto authorisation of unlawful activities). The DEADP decision and conditions must ensure that the environmental
damage is addressed also with environmentally relevant measures.

D.3 The above “must” is imperative. Refer specifically to NEMA Section 24G, subsection (1)(c)(aa)(C) which reads
(quoting only the relevant passages):

(1) On application by a person who . . . (c) is in control of or successor in title to land on which a person . . . (i) has
commenced with a listed or specified activity without an environmental authorisation, the Minister (aa) MUST direct the
applicant to . . . (C) remedy any adverse effects of the activity on the environment. where DEADP is of course acting
under delegation of the Minister or MEC.

D.4 Furthermore, the conditions to be imposed by DEADP in this $24G application cannot be limited to just the ploughed
areas only, but must encompass the entire eastern area of Portion 10 of Farm 502 and noncompliance with the 2021
Authorisation plus all environmental measures required in it, as per its own 2021 Authorisation. All the items in Section A
must be implemented and monitored: Conservation and Restoration on the green, orange and yellow polygons.

D.5 If the Applicant and EAP want to dispute our claim that most of the 2021 DEADP Special Condition 22 were never
implemented, then full details of the ECO reports and audits must be made public, and the second Public Participation
Process must allow for comment on that additional information.

E The Vineyard, $24G and Solar Panel applications constitute “phased activities”

E.1 We repeat here that the present Section 24G process is linked to the Solar Panel application (Ref No
16/3/3/1/B4/45/1086/24) and that both should be assessed and judged in conjunction as phased activities.

E.2 See ltem 7 in Section D.3in our Appeal dated 29 September 2025, where we quoted the definition of phased activity
in the 2017 EIA Regulations:

“"phased activities” means an activity that is developed in phases over time on the same or adjacent properties to create
a single or linked entity, but excludes any activity for which an environmental authorisation has been obtained in terms
of the Act

secondary vegetation and is not undisturbed Swartland Granite Renosterveld; (b) NO
threatened species occur; (c) the vegetation consists mainly of common species that
are ruderals or common weedy species of very low importance; the species-richness
of the site is low to very low and (d) there is an insignificant presence of geophytes
(virtually none) even though the survey was done at an optimal time in spring. There is
also very low probability that the habitat would restore to renosterveld representative
of the original type.”

C.3. Please note, the non-compliance with the conditions of the EA was reported to
DEA&DP: Directorate: Development Management in the ECO report. The
development area (for the vineyard) was demarcated and the applicant is in the
process of obtaining the biodiversity agreement with CapeNature. Rectification of the
unlawful activity (2ha) is currently being conducted. The Applicant was already
awaiting the specialist to conduct the assessment before the S$24G process
commenced.

C.4. It is for the competent authority to decide based on the area and level of impact,
what applicable fine amount should be issued to EA Holders.

D.

D.1. The S24G process/application relates to the unlawful activity that commenced
without obtaining environmental authorisation only, therefore it only assessed the
unlawfully cleared areas. No other illegal activities have been identified.

D.2. It is for the competent authority fo decide based on the area and level of impact,
what applicable fine amount should be issued to EA Holders. DEA&DP conducts
environmental monitoring site visits to check whether compliance with the EA and EMPr
are being implemented.

D.3. Note that this $S24G application is to recftify the unlawful activity by
restoring/rehabilitating the area.

D.4. Incorrect. The non-compliance in relation (unlawful clearing) to the conditions of
the 2021 EA was reported to DEA&DP: Directorate: Development Management within
the ECO report. The development area (for the vineyard) was demarcated after the
first ECO site visit and the applicant is in the process of obtaining the biodiversity
agreement with CapeNature. Rectification of the unlawful activity (2ha outside the EA
area) is currently being conducted in this application. Note that this $24G application
is to rectify the unlawful activity by restoring/rehabilitating the area. All other activities
fall within the applicable EA.

D.5. Condition 22 refer to the biodiversity agreement, the EA Holder is currently in the
process of obtaining the agreement with CapeNature. It is not a requirement nor
condition of the 2021 EA that the ECO report must be made available fo the public.
The EA commenced in 2024 and the applicant is in process to obtain the agreement -
the condition is being implemented.

E. The EA for the establishment of a vineyard was issued in 2021, whereas the installation
of solar panels EA was issued in 2025. Although the two developments are located on
the same farm portion, it has no relation to each other. The two are noft linked, one is
for agricultural purposes the other for generation of green energy.

Activity 15 of Listing Notice 2 is not applicable to either development, as neither
development exceeds the threshold of 20ha. It is reiterated that the EA for the
establishment of a vineyard was issued in 2021, whereas the installation of solar panels
EA was issued in 2025. Although the two developments are located on the same farm
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E.3 The Solar Panel application area, the Vineyard area and the Section 24G area all fall *on the same property” being portion, it has no relation to each other, and therefore, the clearance of vegetation
Portion 10 of Farm 502. They constitute a “linked entity” in that they are in the same biodiversity area and they are in for each separate development cannot be added together, nor can one Scoping and
close physical proximity of one another. And no “ ‘environmental authorisation in terms of the Act” was ever given for EIR process be conducted for these two separate developments.
any activity except the Vineyard before the Solar Panel application was brought. Activity 67 of Listing Notice 1 is only applicable to the solar panel development, as it
E.4 We reject the assessment of the claim (as made in the 20 October comments on the FSM Appeal by a DEADP officer) requires the clearance of vegetation in phases below the thresholds of the listed
that there is no functional or operational link between the cultivation activity and the development of the solar facility. activity relating to the clearance of indigenous vegetation.
Of course vines are not solar panels, but the underlying nature areas are very much linked physically. Linking does not . .
refer exclusively to linked land use, but can and does refer to the land itself. As stated, the Basic Assessment Process for the Solar Panels is a separate process from
the S24G process for the unlawful clearance that was conducted as part of the
E.5 The situation is not changed by the 20 October 2025 Appeal Comments on the interpretation of the term vineyard EA. and located in a different area The solar panel development has no
"Geographic Area” in Activity 26 of Listing Notice 3. Both the $24G area and the Solar Panel area fall intfo the same relation to the vineyard.
"geographic area” if that is taken to be “Western Cape”.
E.6 We therefore repeat that the footprints of the two 2024/25 activities (ploughing as per $24G and the Solar Panel
application) must therefore be considered in unison, that they together exceed 20 hectares.
20/11/2025 CapeNature CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Section 24G Application or Draft Assessment GBE

Report. Please note that our comments pertain primarily to impacts on biodiversity and not to the overall desirability of
the project.

1. CapeNature provided comment on the Draft Basic Assessment Report for the establishment of a Vineyard on 12
October 2020. These comments still have reference (see comment letter attached in email).

2. According to the the South African Vegetation Map (2018), the area supports Swartland Granite Renosterveld, which
is listed as an Endangered Vegetation Type. Given that Swartland Granite Renosterveld has less than 12% of its original
extent remaining (which is well below the conservation threshold of 26%), this area has been identified as a priority
conservation area based on the mapping in the past. The area appears to be transformed through previous cultivation
or disturbance; however, no cultivation took place in the past 20 years, and some natural pioneer vegetation seems to
be returning. Any area that has not been cultivated for more than 10 years is legally considered as natural vegetation
and needs to be treated as such.

3. The unlawfully cleared areas are situated within a Critical Biodiversity Area (CBA: Terrestrial) — which include areas that
are usually, but not always in a natural condition that are required to meet biodiversity targets for species, ecosystems
or ecological processes and ecological infrastructure. The CBA was determined due to the presence of the Threatened
Vegetation Type, Threatened Plant Species and Water Source Protection (Eerste River). No further loss of natural habitat
should occur in CBAs, degraded areas should ideally be rehabilitated, and only low-impact, biodiversity-sensitive land
uses should be allowed. Additionally, the area is situated within a Strategic Water Source Area (SWSA) for Surface Water
(Boland).

4. According to the Section 24G Report, an Environmental Authorisation (EA) was issued (April 2021) to Spier Wine Estate
Pty Ltd for the establishment of a vineyard between the areas that were illegally cleared. Approximately 2 ha of
indigenous vegetation were unlawfully cleared outside of the authorized footprint. Apparently, the clearance were
done erroneously because the approved development area was not demarcated prior to commencement of the
vineyard preparation and the owner is now rectifying the area cleared illegally either side of the approved vineyard
area.

5. The Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment indicated that the EA authorized the development of a 10 ha vineyard and
identified additional areas to be set aside for conservation under a Biodiversity Agreement with CapeNature. These
included a 11 ha Buffer zone, a 10 ha conservation area and an existing conservation area of approximately 10 ha
(which amounts to 31 ha in total). The Assessment also indicated that Plant Species and Animal Species Theme have a
Medium sensitivity rating, while the Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme sensitivity was Very High. The Very High rating is due to
the Endangered Ecosystem (Swartland Granite Renosterveld), Terrestrial CBAs and SWSA for Surface Water. The Specialist
disputes these sensitivity ratings due to the small size and low ecological impacts of the 2 ha unlawfully cleared areas.
However, areas can be considered important, irrespective of their size and CBA mapping and Vegetation Types are
mapped for a reason (depending on remaining extent, and type - like Renosterveld which has less than 5% of the
vegetation type left - more than 95% of the original lowland renosterveld habitat has been lost).

6. Furthermore, Page 38 of the Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment states that “Given the disturbed and secondary nature
of the vegetation, it is considered unlikely that viable populations of Species of Conservation Concern (SCCs) were
present within the areas that were cleared.” CapeNature does not entirely agree with this statement, because individual
Plant Species can also be important or valuable and not only entire populations of SCCs. Please see the Plant Species
or SCC's that were encountered during the 2020 CapeNature site visit (Figure 1, 12 October 2020, Comment Letter). We
do however agree with the recommendations made by the Specialist: To implement the approved Restoration Plan; To
conduct ongoing alien plant confrol and monitoring — to ensure that alien species do not establish and that secondary

1. Noted, the EA holder is in the process of obtaining the Biodiversity Agreement with
CapeNature.

2. Noted, therefore the S24G process is being conducted to rectify the unlawful
clearance of vegetation.

3. Noted.

4, Agreed.

5. Noted, therefore the S24G process is being conducted to rectify the unlawful
clearance of vegetation.

6. The applicant is in the process of obtaining the required Biodiversity Agreement with
CapeNature.

The following information is provided by the applicant relating to the restoration plan
actions:

Prescribed burn

An ecological prescribed burn was done during April 2023. Special Burn Permit no
BPST23022401 was issued by CWDM. Approximately 36 ha were included in the burn
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vegetation recovers and that the cleared areas should be incorporated into the existing Conservation commitments
under the Biodiversity Agreement with CapeNature as per the EA dated April 2021.

supported by CWFPA, Limitless Fire. The picture below indicates the start of the
confrolled burn.
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Areas were prepared with firebreaks, and alien trees were removed before the burn.
Alien clearing:

Pre- and post-burn alien clearing are done. Post-burn removal of Mature Stone Pines
was postponed after allegations of veld clearance due to felling and chipping of these
large frees. Management of grasses is ongoing.

Rehabilitation and monitoring:

Post-burn seasonal monitoring is being done, and the following species have been
identified with reference to the rehabilitation plan over the 3x sections (Either self-
emergent or infroduced via seeding or planting).

Tall Shrubs: Dodonaea viscosa var. angustifolia, Chrysanthemoides monilifera,
Passerina corymbosa, Searsia angustifolia, S, tomentosa

Low Shrubs: Elytropapus rhinocerotis, Eriophalus africanus var. africanus, Aspalathus
hispida, Athanasia trifurcata, Chironia baccifera, Lobostemon argentus, Oftia
Africana, Stoebe cinerea, Aspalathus alata, Clifortia ruscifolia, Euryops abrotanifolius,
Otholobium hirsuta

Shrublets: Polygala garcinia, Otholobium decumbens, Carpobrotus edulis, Ruschia
macowanii, Hermania almanifolia, Chrysocoma ciliata

Herbs: Helichrysem crispum, Helichrysum pandulifolium  Helichrysum  teretifolium
Chironia baccifera, Wahlenbergia capensis, Senecio erosus.

Geophytic Herbs: Oxalis pes-caprae, O.purpurea, Moraea fugax, Moraea gaweri,
Horonthrix villosa, Ceratandra grandiflora, Pterygodium catholicum, Pterogodium
orobandicoides, cynella hyacinthoides

Graminoids: Restio capensis

Rhizomatous: Aristea africana, Bulbine praemorsa

The following plants we are propagating in our nursery, earmarked for planting next
season, April 2026 onwards.

Tall Shrubs: Euclea racemosa, Olea europaea, Putterlickia pyracanta, Seasia
laevigata, Diospyros glabra, Dodonaea viscosa, Myrsine Africana, Protea burchellii,
Protea repens, Protea neriifolia

Low Shrubs: Felicia filifolia, Leucadendron lanigerum, Perlagonium capitatum, Salvia
africana, Podalyria argentea, Metalasia muricata

Geophytic Herbs: Watsonia borbonica, W. amabilis, Babiana villosula, Wachendorfia
paniculata, Gladiolus maculatus. Chasmnthe Aethopica
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7. The Rehabilitation Plan (Appendix H2) or Restorafion Plan (Holmes 2021) was written before clearing fook place.
CapeNature supports this Rehabilitation Plan, and the same principles should apply for the rehabilitation and restoration
of the unauthorized/illegally cleared areas, even if it's not considered “true” Renosterveld. Furthermore, the impacts of
the new vineyard (i.e. edge effects) should be considered with regard to rehabilitation and restoration success. Success
of the rehabilitation and restoration should also be monitored for a minimum of 3 years.

8. Please note that conditions linked to other Environmental Authorizations (EA) for the same property is still relevant.
Cumulative impacts for the entire property should be considered and remediation measures, such as rehabilitation, as
well as protective measures such as biodiversity stewardship should be implemented for existing authorised projects
before further disturbance is authorised. Additionally, please provide us with a detailed update regarding the
stewardship processes (that have arisen not only out of the vineyard application but out of previous development
applications on the property as well).

9. CapeNature recommends that the Biodiversity Agreement (for the Conservation areas) is finalized within one year of
the Environmental Authorization (EA) being issued and that Rehabilitation of the area must commence immediately.

CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information based on any additional
information that may be received.

7. Refer to point 6. Implementation of the restoration plan is being conducted by the
applicant.

8. The applicant only has one Biodiversity Agreement (EA holder is in the process of
obtaining it) for the vineyard, refer to Appendix F2. The other conservation areas on the
applicant’s property form part of the applicant’s own conservation initiative, and
there's no biodiversity agreement with CapeNature for those arecs.

9. The EA holder is in the process of obtaining the Biodiversity Agreement. Rehabilitation
and monitoring measures will be implemented, as per the restoration plan.
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