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Private Bag X447, Pretoria, 0001, Environment House, 473 Steve Biko Road, Pretoria, 0002

Email: Appealsdirectorate@environment.gov.za
APPEAL RESPONSE REPORT

PROJECT NAME/TITLE: GAS TO POWER VIA POWERSHIP PROJECT
PROJECT LOCATION: THE PORT OF SALDANHA WITHIN THE SALDANHA BAY LOCAL MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE PROVINCE
PROJECT REFERENCE NUMBER: 14/12/16/3/3/2/2006
DATE PROJECT/ACTIVITY AUTHORISED: REFUSED 23 JUNE 2021
	DETAILS OF THE APPELLANT 


	DETAILS OF THE APPLICANT



	Name of appellant: Karpowership SA (Pty) Ltd

	Name of applicant: Karpowership SA (Pty) Ltd

	Appellant’s representative (if applicable): Gunn Attorneys

	Applicant’s representative (if applicable): Gunn Attorneys

	Postal address: 63 Wessel Road, Rivonia, Johannesburg 2191

	Postal Address: 63 Wessel Road, Rivonia, Johannesburg 2191

	Email Address: adam@gunnattorneys.co.za

	Email Address: adam@gunnattorneys.co.za

	Telephone number: 072 533 4399

	Telephone number: 072 533 4399

	Fax Number: N/A

	Fax number: N/A


	GROUNDS OF APPEAL 


	RESPONDING STATEMENT 
	COMMENT BY THE DEPARTMENT / DMR

	1. The DFFE failed to consider the strategic nature of the Project from a needs and desirability perspective given the impacts of the Project on energy risk mitigation and the development and growth of the SA Economy.
	
	

	2. The DFFE heavily relied on particular components of the application and did not holistically assess the application.
	
	

	3. The DFFE considered comments and objections by Environmental groups outside of the PPP timelines and the Applicant through its EAP was not afforded any right of response or reply in contravention of the audi alteram partem rule.
	
	

	4. The DFFE failed to assess the Project in accordance with the provisions of Sec 2(4)(l) of NEMA “There must be inter-governmental co-ordination and harmonisation of policies, legislation and actions relating to the environment”, in that that there was no inter-governmental engagement with regard to the action taken by the DFFE.
	
	

	5. Failure to consider the inputs of the appellant and Triplo4. 
	
	

	6. The DFFE failed to consider that the Appellant has met the threshold for public participation.
	
	

	7. The DFFE failed to consider Section 2 principles of the NEMA.
	
	

	8. The DFFE failed to properly assess the impact of the Project being declared a SIP.
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