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The report is the property of the sponsor and the author, who may publish it, in whole, 

provided: 

 
1. That written approval is obtained from the author and that HilLand Environmental 

is acknowledged in the publication; 

2. That HilLand Environmental is indemnified against any claim for damages that may 

result from publication; 

3. The contents of this report may not be used for purposes of sale or publicity or 

advertisement without the prior written approval of HilLand Environmental. 

4. That it is understood that HilLand Environmental accepts no responsibility for the 

contractor’s failure to follow the recommended programme. 

5. That it is understood that HilLand Environmental accepts no responsibility for the 

contractor’s deviation or non-compliance to any specifications or guidelines 

provided in the report. 

6. That it is understood that all figures, plates and diagrams are copyrighted and may 

not be reproduced by any means, in any form, in part or whole. 

mailto:cathy@hilland.co.za
mailto:environmental2@hilland.co.za
http://www.hilland.co.za/


HilLand Environmental MOS24/455/134s 
 

Page 3 of 47 

Public participation process report   

 
 

Table of Contents 
1 INTRODUCTION ................................................................................................................... 4 

2 REQUIREMENTS OF THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS (PPP) IN 

ACCORDANCE WITH THE ACT ................................................................................................ 4 

3 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS (PPP) ........................................................................ 5 

4 ROLES OF INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTY (I&AP) ................................................ 6 

5 LIST OF INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTIES (I&AP'S) ................................................ 7 

5.1 NOTIFICATION OF NEIGHBOURING LANDOWNERS ........................................... 7 

5.2 PRE-APPLICATION COMMENTS ............................................................................... 7 

5.3 DRAFT PHASE - CONSULTATION .............................................................................. 7 

6 CONCLUSION ...................................................................................................................... 8 
 

List of Annexures: 

 

Annexure A Notification of Neighbouring Properties 

Annexure B Legal Advert & Site Notice 

Annexure C List of Registered I&AP's 

Annexure D Notification of the Draft BAR 

Annexure E Landowner letters 

Annexure F Comments received on Draft BAR 

Annexure G Response to Municipal comments 

Annexure H Notification of registered I&APs on availability of revised Draft BAR 



HilLand Environmental MOS24/455/134s 
 

Page 4 of 47 

Public participation process report   

 
 

1 INTRODUCTION 

HilLand Environmental, independent Environmental Assessment Practitioners (EAP), have 

been appointed by the applicant, ZEC 4 (Pty) Ltd, to ensure compliance with the 

regulation contained in the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (NEMA, Act no. 

107 of 1998) and Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, 2014 (as amended) for the 

proposed construction of a 30m lattice tower and associated infrastructure in 

Outeniquasbosch Wildlife Village. 
 

• The Draft BAR and associated appendices were available for a 30-day 

commenting period (3 June – 4 July 2024) 

• A section 19(1)(b) notification was provided to DEADP on the 22nd August 2024 

indicating that an additional 50-day will be used in order to complete the additional 

investigations that were requested during the public participation process of the 

draft BAR. 

• The revised Draft BAR and associated appendices are currently available for a 

further 30-day commenting period (6th September – 7th October 2024) 

 

This report serves as the Public Participation Process report that accompanies the Revised 

Draft Basic Assessment Report (BAR).  

 

It highlights all public participation undertaken as part of the Draft and revised Draft BAR 

process and guides I&AP’s through the PPP process and its requirements. 

 

All comments received during the additional public participation process will be 

incorporated into the final report for the final submission to the competent authority for 

their decision- making process. 

 

2 REQUIREMENTS OF THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS (PPP) IN 

ACCORDANCE WITH THE ACT 

Section 41 of NEMA specifies that a person conducting a public participation process 

must comply with the following minimum requirements as stipulated in the Regulations: 

— 

(a) fixing a notice board (of a size at least 60cm by 42cm; and must display the 

required information in lettering and in a format as may be determined by the 

competent authority) at a place conspicuous to the public at the boundary or on the 

fence of (i) the site where the activity to which the application relates is or is to be 

undertaken; and (ii) any alternative site mentioned in the application; 

Two (2) site notices were placed at the estate (one at the entrance and one at the 

site) (31 May 2024). The site notice notified Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) of 

the availability of the draft BAR and highlighted the need to register as an I&AP to 

receive further information. Refer to Annexure B.  No additional site notices will be 
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placed – only registered I&APs will be notified of the revised draft BAR. 

  

(b) giving written notice to 

(i) the owner or person in control of that land if the applicant is not the owner or 

person in control of the land; the owner is the applicant 

(ii) the occupiers of the site where the activity is or is to be undertaken or to any 

alternative site where the activity is to be undertaken; the owner is the 

applicant 

(iii) owners and occupiers of land adjacent to the site where the activity is or is 

to be undertaken or to any alternative site where the activity is to be 

undertaken; Neighbouring landowners were notified on 3 June 2024. Proof of 

notification attached to Annexure D. Only registered landowners will be notified 

further.  

(iv) the municipal councilor of the ward in which the site or alternative site is 

situated and any organisation of ratepayers that represent the community in 

the area; Ward councilor was notified via email on 3 June and 5 September 

2024 

(v) the municipality which has jurisdiction in the area; the municipality were 

notified on 3 June and 5 September 2024 

(vi)any organ of state having jurisdiction in respect of any aspect of the activity; 

and All organs of state and state departments were notified on 3 June and 5 

September 2024 

(vii) any other party as required by the competent authority; - no other requests to 

date 

(c) placing an advertisement in (i)one local newspaper; or (ii)any official Gazette that is 

published specifically for the purpose of providing public notice of applications or 

other submissions made in terms of these Regulations; 

An advert appeared in the Mossel Bay Advertiser on 31 May 2024. Refer to 

Annexure B. No additional legal advert will be placed – only registered I&APs will be 

notified of the revised draft BAR. 

 

(e)     using reasonable alternative methods, as agreed to by the competent authority, in 

those instances where a person is desiring of but unable to participate in the 

process due to (i)illiteracy; (ii) disability; or (iii)any other disadvantage 

As included in all notification letters. 
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3 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS (PPP) 

In terms of Section 41 of the NEMA regulations, the following minimum requirement has 

been attended to under the Public Participation Process: 

 
• Section 41(5b) – giving written notice 

The landowner is the applicant and as such does not need to be notified. Owners 

/ occupiers of land adjacent to the boundary of the site of the tower (Annexure 

A) were informed on 3 June 2024 of the availability of the Draft BAR and on 5 

September 2024 of the availability of the revised Draft BAR. The letter highlighted 

the need for the neighbouring landowners to register as I&APs. 

 
Authorities are automatically entered as Registered I&APs (unless they indicate 

otherwise). 

 
The local authority and ward councilor have been notified – 3 June and 5 September 

2024. 

 
Other persons and organizations were informed of the need to register as I&APs in 

order to be entered onto the I&AP database and to continue to receive 

information pertaining to this application, via an advert in the Mossel Bay Advertiser 

(31 May 2024). Please see Annexure B. 

 
Two (2) site notices were placed, inviting interested persons to register as I&APs 

and comment on the draft BAR (placed 31 May 2024). Please see Annexure B for 

the site notice. 

 
Only registered Interested and Affected Parties and NGO's will be notified of the 

revised draft BAR (5 September 2024) and further in the process. 

 
 

4 ROLES OF INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTY (I&AP) 

In terms of Section 42 of NEMA EIA Regulations, a registered interested & affected party 

(I&AP) is entitled to comment, in writing, on all written submissions, including draft reports 

made to the competent authority by the applicant or the Environmental Assessment 

Practitioner (EAP) managing an application, and to bring to the attention of the 

competent authority any issues which that party believes may be of significance to the 

consideration of the application, provided that – 

 
a) comments are submitted within (i) the timeframes that have been approved or 

set by the competent authority; (ii) any extensions of a timeframe agreed to by 

the Applicant or EAP. 

b) A copy of comments submitted directly to the competent authority is served on 
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the Applicant or EAP; and 

c) The I&AP discloses any direct business, financial, personal or other interest 

which that party may have in the approval or refusal of the application, via an 

advert in the local press. 

 
Sections 43 & 44 of NEMA further specify that all written comments received by the EAP 

from a registered I&AP must accompany the (public participation) report when the 

report is submitted to the competent authority with the Final BAR. 

 

The Draft BAR was available for public review and comment, where I&APs have a 30-

day comment period (3 June – 4 July 2024).  

The revised BAR is available for public review and comment, where I&APs have a 30-

day comment period (06 September – 07 October 2024).  

All comments received during these periods will be included and responded to in this 

report that will accompany the final BAR that will be submitted to DEADP for their 

decision-making process. 

 
 

5 LIST OF INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTIES (I&AP'S) 

5.1 NOTIFICATION OF NEIGHBOURING LANDOWNERS 
 

The direct adjacent neighbouring property owners (see Annexure A) were all notified of 

the need to register as an I&AP and were asked to provide comments on the Draft Basic 

Assessment Report (BAR) (letter provided on 3 June 2024).  

 

Direct neighbours include the following properties: 

 

• Outeniquasbosch Wildlife Village – HOA to notify landowners 

 
• Monte Christo – HOA to notify landowners 

 

• Remainder of Farm No. 219, Vaale Valley 

 

Notification letters highlighted the need for the landowners to register as an Interested 

and Affected Party (I&AP). Only registered neighbouring landowners will be notified of 

the revised Draft BAR and associated decisions. 

 

Besides the authorities, only Registered I&APs will receive further notifications of the 

revised Draft BAR and associated decisions with regards this BAR process. 
 

5.2 PRE-APPLICATION COMMENTS 
 

Various landowners within Outeniquasbosch Wildlife Village have confirmed that there is 

a need for improved cellular connection within the estate – please refer to Annexure E. 
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5.3 DRAFT PHASE - CONSULTATION 
 

The following Authorities, Organs of State, State Departments and NGO’s have been 

requested to comment on the Draft BAR (notification provided 3 June 2024). 

 

DEADP George Office DEADP-EIAAdmin George 

<DEADPEIAAdmin.George@westerncape.gov.za> 

Department of Health 'Nathan Jacobs' 

<Nathan.Jacobs@westerncape.gov.za> 

Mossel Bay Municipality 'Minnie, Rudi' <rminnie@mosselbay.gov.za> 

Mossel Bay Ward Councillor – ward 4 

Clr Annatjie Janse van Rensburg - Councillor 

anna.jansevanrensburg@mosselbay.gov.za 

Garden Route District Municipality 'nina@gardenroute.gov.za' 

CapeNature CapeNature    (msimons@capenature.co.za) 

BOCMA 'Andiswa Sam' <asam@bocma.co.za> 

Dept Agriculture 'Van der Walt, Cor' CorvdW@elsenburg.com 

SACAA 'strohl@caa.co.za' 

mailto:DEADPEIAAdmin.George@westerncape.gov.za
mailto:Nathan.Jacobs@westerncape.gov.za
mailto:rminnie@mosselbay.gov.za
mailto:anna.jansevanrensburg@mosselbay.gov.za
mailto:asam@bocma.co.za
mailto:CorvdW@elsenburg.com
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Comments received on the Draft BAR: 

 

Comments Response 

Dévan and Twanet Venter – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

Regarding the proposed cellular tower to be erected in 

Outeniquasbosch Wildlife Village, we would like to register our 

concern and objections against such a tower, due to the following 

objections: 

 

1. The proposed site is directly adjacent and inside a popular grazing 

area for among others Burchell Zebra and Bontebok. 

• Access to the tower will therefore interfere with the fauna, 

and pose a risk to the fauna especially during construction 

and when maintenance has to be carried out during the 

lifespan of the tower. 

 

 

 

 

• Even if access is created from the outside of the fence to 

alleviate the need for access from inside the estate, this will 

again pose a security risk by creating a perimeter weak spot. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response by email: -Registered as an I&AP  

 

Responses: 

 

 

The proposed cellular tower site and associated track will affect a very 

small portion of the open space area within Outeniquasbosch. Large 

open space areas within the estate will remain unaffected by the 

proposal and will provide sufficient roaming space for the wildlife. 

Please see SDP provided below showing green- open space areas for 

wildlife. The site will be fenced to ensure that no wildlife enters it. When 

construction and operational phases are active, access will be via the 

proposed track and work within the fenced area. No 

disturbance/work beyond. It is therefore unlikely that it will interfere 

with the fauna within the estate.  

 

 

Access to the site will be managed through Outeniquasbosch security 

at the entrance and there will be no alternative access and no 

external security risk.    
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2. Access routes will also interfere with the tranquil setting of the 

upper Cul-de-sac of Schingwedzi Street. 

 

 

3. Security risk. It is well known that these towers attract a lot of high 

level criminals that are after the electrical backup systems and 

sophisticated hardware of these type of towers. Criminal incidents 

could easily spill into the estate due to the presence of the tower. 

 

4. Aesthetics 

• These towers are seldom aesthetically pleasing and usually a 

turn off for nearby residents. 

 

 

 

SDP showing the cellular tower area and track leading to it 

Access to the site will be infrequent (the odd bakkie). It should be noted 

that access to the irrigation dam, fence and firebreaks is also from the 

same cul-de-sac.  

 

The tower site is within a secure estate, so there no “casual access” 

available to any criminal elements that would differ from any other 

security risk within the estate. There is a secure access point, limiting 

access to approved personnel and residents of the Estate. 

 

 

Visual mitigation measures as recommended by the specialist will be 

implemented but the tower will be visible to nearby residents looking in 

that direction.   
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5. The need for 24/7 access to the tower to perform emergency 

maintenance will further disrupt the tranquillity of the estate and 

pose an even greater risk to the fauna, flora, and residents of the 

estate. 

 

 

6. There is no clear long-term study results available yet regarding 

the possible negative health effects of having a cellular tower so 

close to inhabited properties. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7. All of the above will most likely negatively affect the values of most 

properties in the estate, but especially those closest to the tower in 

Phase 11 and in Schingwedzi Street. 

 

Some questions: 

• Which carriers will be supported from the tower? 

 

 

• Can the tower not be constructed on the municipal land 

next to the water tower? 

• This will not solve points 3, 4, 6, and 7 above, but will 

partially solve 1, 2, and 5. 

 

Access to the tower will be no different than the access required when 

there are emergency repairs required at any of the houses or residents 

in the area.  The odd repair / maintenance vehicle will be subject to 

the same road use regulations as all residents in the estate and there 

will be no additional risk to fauna, flora or residents of the estate.   

 

 

Response from service provider – “Since inception, Cell networks 

studies have yielded no conclusive scientific evidence linking the 

technology to harmful effects. Numerous claims and allegations are 

widely available but few are supported by Clinical trials and Studies. 

Please consult the world supported bodies who are tasked with studies 

on the effects of Electromagnetic waves, ICNIRP 

(https://www.icnirp.org/en/rf-faq/index.html) as well as a WHO 

(https://www.who.int/teams/environment-climate-change-and-

health/radiation-and-health/non-ionizing/base-stations-wireless-

technologies)” 

 

See additional study (appendix Q) which indicates that the tower is 

well within the prescribed national limits.  

 

Impact on residential property value of nearby towers which provide 

better cellular reception to the area are unknown.  

 

 

Response from the service provider – “All Mobile Network Operators 

including Wireless Service Providers will have opportunity to lease 

space on the Tower.” 

 

This was considered – however, placement on the municipal water 

reservoir site was rejected by the municipality 
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Pieter Odendaal (Monte Christo resident)  – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental  

We have read the report on the proposed cell tower immediately 

adjacent to Monte Christo. 

 

We would like to lodge our objection against this development 

based on the following: 

 

1. The proposed tower will be immediately adjacent to the 

reserve of natural vegetation on Monte Christo and will present a 

serious visual disturbance factor – the visual disturbance factor will 

be high for all visitors to this reserve. The latter is one of the important 

reasons why residents of Monte Christo invested in this area. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

. It is therefore incorrect to state in the Appendix G that “It is on 

the margin of an area in which all vegetation has been lost and is 

therefore subject to a high disturbance regime”. The site adjoins the 

Monte Christo nature reserve which is an island of undisturbed veld 

which should be a high priority for conservation and the avoidance 

of any further disturbances. The report is on this aspect factually 

incorrect. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The following findings were made by the visual assessment:  

 

 

The site has been assessed by a terrestrial specialist that confirmed that 

the site is heavily transformed as it has been used historically of 

agricultural practices. The proposed area will only affect 100m2 area 

that will be fenced. The remaining open space areas part of the 

Outeniquasbosch SDP will remain unaffected.  There will be no impact 

on the Monte Christo reserve area which is a completely separate 

property unaffected by the historic agricultural practices which 

changed the vegetation at the proposed mast site.  

 

The specialist is independent and SACNASP registered – the findings 

made is based on the assessment undertaken by this specialist of the 

proposed site and NOT of the Monte Christo reserve area.  The site has 

been subject to long-term agricultural activities which have resulted in 

the loss of natural vegetation. The site therefore is heavily transformed 

due to these activities.  It should be noted that the proposal will be 
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3. We see no evidence of attempts to mitigate the impact of 

this proposed development. For instance is a 30 m tower essential – 

can it not be reduced by at least 50%  to say 15 m? Can it not be 

placed elsewhere where there would be less direct visual impact for 

local residents? 

 

 

restricted to 100m2 and associated access track, the remainder of the 

open space areas forming part of the Outeniquasbosch SDP will 

remain unaffected.   The Mast will have NO IMPACT on the Monte 

Christo nature reserve, it is located on the adjacent property which 

has been assessed.  

 

 

Mitigation measures as recommended by the visual specialist that will 

be implemented include: 

• No uplighting of the tower.  

• No branding on the tower.  

• The tower should be painted a mid-grey colour.  

 

The construction of a 15m cellular tower was considered however, it 

would not have provided optimal coverage and would result in 

increased costs and visual impact associated with multiple 15m heigh 

towers which is not desirable. 

 

Site alternatives as extracted from the BAR: 

 

the operator assessed various alternative sites in the vicinity before 

proceeding with this NEMA application.   

 

Placement of the mast within Monte Christo’s conservation area was 

rejected by their HOA, placement on the municipal water reservoir site 

was rejected by the municipality, placement as smaller towers 

attached to various structures within Monte Christo was not viewed as 

a viable alternative.  
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The site alternative for the positioning of the tower approximately 40-

60m east of the preferred site (still within open space zoning area part 

of the Outeniquasbosch SDP) was considered and REJECTED – it will 

place the tower at a lower level to reach the residents of the estates 

(Outeniquasbosch and Monte Christo). It will affect the line of sight for 

the Monte Christo and Outeniquasbosch residents and therefore will 

not provide enough coverage to meet the demands of these 

developments.  
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Site alternative 2 (Vreken, 2024) 

 

  

Ron Manefeldt – 06/06/2024 HilLand Environmental -  

The owners and trustees need to do extensive research on the 

dangers of radiation 

 

 

 

 

 

Where are cell phone masts installed? How far are they from the first 

house? 

 

What is the minimum distance from residential houses? 

 

Do cell phone masts affect human health? 

 

Why are the lower-power cell phone masts etc. dangerous? 

 

Please refer to the international accredited bodies for trusted 

information such as ICNIRP(https://www.icnirp.org/) and WHO 

(https://www.who.int/home/search-

results?indexCatalogue=genericsearchindex1&s 

earchQuery=cellular&wordsMode=AnyWord 

 

 

Please refer to the SDP – Appendix B.  

The closest home in Outeniquasbosch is approximately 60m away and 

the closest home in Monte Christo is 120m away.  

 

Response from the cell provider: 

“A large number of studies have been performed over the last two 

decades to assess whether mobile phones pose a potential health risk. 

To date, no adverse health effects have been established as being 

caused by mobile phone use, refer WHO Fact Sheet, 

https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/electromagnetic-

https://www.who.int/home/search-results?indexCatalogue=genericsearchindex1&s
https://www.who.int/home/search-results?indexCatalogue=genericsearchindex1&s
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What is the difference between the different networks (2G, 3G, and 

4G)? 

 

Do we receive less radiation when there are more cell phone masts 

everywhere? 

 

Why do masts affect you more at night when sleeping? 

 

Are those who place cell phone masts on their roof the only ones to 

blame for the high levels of radiation in a neighborhood? 

 

Is it true that the building under the cell phone mast does not receive 

any radiation? 

 

How do I measure the radiation I receive from the mobile phone 

masts in my neighborhood? 

 

Is there a way to protect myself if there is a cell phone mast near my 

house? 

 

Is there a cell phone communication method with low radiation? 

 

We had a tower close to our home for several years in Johannesburg 

this caused a radiation level of 6 at our home. 

 

This is equivalent to a microwave oven operating at full power. The 

distance was only 60 m away.  

 

I have purchased a meter from UK to measure the levels. 

International standards are 0.2 

Radiation causes you to overheat at night with many side effects 

including cancer. 

 

fields-and-public-health-mobile-phones 

 

Each new generation represents a big leap in technology that allows 

us to communicate more information faster. For example, 2G 

enabled voice calls and SMS (texts) to be sent via mobiles. 3G 

enabled access to the Internet, while 4G enabled a mobile 

broadband connection allowing for very fast transfer of data 

 

The more towers, the less power your cellphone uses to maintain 

connectivity to that network. When there are less towers, your 

cellphone will power up/increase output to maintain connection to 

the network. 

 

The Celltower and Radios emit the same level of Frequency day and 

night. 

 

Please note that radiation is a blanket term and should be 

understood, below are some answers to your questions from the 

WHO, https://www.who.int/news-room/questions-and-

answers/item/radiation-and-

health#:~:text=Every%20day%2C%20people%20inhale 

%20and,radiotherapy%20and%20other%20medical%20devices. 

Radiation is the emission of energy as electromagnetic waves or 

moving subatomic particles. Natural radiation comes from many 

naturally occurring radioactive materials found in soil, water, air and 

in the body. Every day, people inhale and ingest forms of radiation 

from air, food and water. 

 

Today, the most common artificial sources of human exposure to 

radiation are X-ray machines and radiopharmaceuticals used for 

diagnostic or radiotherapy and other medical devices. 

 

Exposure to radiation can result from natural sources (e.g. radon in 

homes), planned (medical, occupational) or accidental situations. 

Exposure may be external (with or without contamination of skin, hair, 

https://www.who.int/news-room/questions-and-answers/item/radiation-and-health#:~:text=Every%20day%2C%20people%20inhale
https://www.who.int/news-room/questions-and-answers/item/radiation-and-health#:~:text=Every%20day%2C%20people%20inhale
https://www.who.int/news-room/questions-and-answers/item/radiation-and-health#:~:text=Every%20day%2C%20people%20inhale
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The min distance according to my research should be 1500 m 

 

I am dead against this installation. 

 

Once you give permission you cannot go back. 

 

"More meaningful is to ask whether there is an established potential 

risk to human health from exposure to GSM/TETRA radiation: the 

answer is undoubtedly ‘yes’. It is probably true to say that if a similar 

degree of risk and uncertainty as to subjective noxiousness obtained 

in the case of a new drug or foodstuff, it is unlikely that they would 

ever be licensed." Dr. Gerard Hyland, Biophysics, University of 

Warwick, 2 times Nobel Prize contender . 

 

Many epidemiological studies have linked the presence of cell 

phone masts with the significant deterioration of health of the 

neighboring population: 

 

Israel: 300% increase in cancers (900% for women) at a distance of 

350m (Wolf [4]) 

Germany: Higher cancer rate and faster appearance (eight years 

earlier) for those living within 400m from mobile antennas for 10 years 

[5] 

 

Spain: Insomnia, headaches, inability to concentrate, memory loss, 

vision and hearing disorders, nausea, irritability, skin and 

cardiovascular disabilities at 300m (Santini [6], [7]) 

 

Netherlands: Increase headaches, pain and nausea [8] 

 

Spain: Depression, fatigue, insomnia, poor concentration and 

cardiovascular problems (Oberfeld [9]) 

 

clothes), internal (inhalation, ingestion or via a contaminated 

wound), or a combination of both. 

 

I would advise you consult/contract a specialist in measuring radio 

emissions as they would be best suited to give you accurate readings 

and emissions profile 

 

Cell Networks emit radio frequencies similarly to the Radio in your 

home or Vehicle, the big difference is Cell Networks Transmit and 

Receive, hence no need to be protected from a tower. Note wifi 

also makes use of Electromagnetic frequency similarly to GSM Mobile 

Networks “ 

 

Dr Gerard Hyland is an honorary associate of ICEMS (International 

Commission for Electromagnetic Safey. One of Dr Hylands associates 

released/published the following document; 

https://www.icems.eu/docs/StatementbyJMGFeb25 

2011.pdf?f=/c/a/2009/12/15/MNHJ1B49KH.DTL 

 

which reads, top of page 9 

  

 

The possible association has been under investigation since the 

https://www.icems.eu/docs/StatementbyJMGFeb25%202011.pdf?f=/c/a/2009/12/15/MNHJ1B49KH.DTL
https://www.icems.eu/docs/StatementbyJMGFeb25%202011.pdf?f=/c/a/2009/12/15/MNHJ1B49KH.DTL
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Brazil: 80% of cancer deaths in Belo Horizonte recorded at a distance 

of 500 meters from mobile phone masts [10] 

 

"Every aspect of the ecosystem may be affected, including all living 

species from animals, humans, plants and even microorganisms in 

water and soil. We are already seeing problems in sentinel species 

like birds, bats, and bees. Wildlife is known to abandon areas when 

cell towers are placed. Radiofrequency radiation (RF)—the part of 

the electromagnetic spectrum used in all-things-wireless today—is a 

known immune system suppressor, among other things. RF is a form 

of energetic air pollution and we need to understand it as such. 

Humans are not the only species being affected. The health of our 

planet may be in jeopardy from this newest environmental 

concern—added to all the others. Citizens need to call upon 

governments to fund appropriate research and to get industry 

influence out of the dialogue. We ignore this at our own peril now.” 

Blake Levit, author of "Electromagnetic Fields, A Consumer's Guide 

to the Issues and How to Protect Ourselves"  

 

Before you decide on the tower, and persuade people, who are 

ignorant to these dangers, send my letter to all the residents. 

 

My wife was one of those who succumbed to radiation. 

 

I have subsequently moved away from that large house on top of 

the hill with a beautiful view but I cannot sell it.  

 

On behalf of all the residents. I say no to cell phone tower 

inception for Cellphone technology and shall remain under 

investigation until the studies are exhausted. 

 

Our lives are exposed to various forms of pollutants, this link will provide 

tons of detail on effects of various industries and the effects on the 

environment 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Kevin and Cheryl Hoy 01/07/2024 HilLand Environmental – 1/07/2024 

We refer to a recent mail received on the 5th June ’24 from Status 

Mark, Managing Agent for Monte Christo Eco Estate. 

 

As a resident and landowner at xxx , Monte Christo Eco Estate, we 

have serious concerns about this project from both ethical and 

 

 

 

Noted, the proposal has been assessed by a visual specialist that 

concluded the following: 
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technical standpoints and wish to raise our objection and comments 

as follows. 

 

Ethical Objections: 

1. Visual impact: The tower would significantly alter the natural 

landscape and rural character of our area. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Property values: Such structures are known to negatively impact 

nearby property values. 

 

3. Wildlife disruption: The tower may interfere with local wildlife 

patterns and migrations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

The full assessment is available as appendix G 

 

 

Impact on property values, if any, has not been quantified 

 

 

The proposed cellular tower site and associated track will affect a very 

small portion of the open space area within Outeniquasbosch. Large 

open space areas within the estate will remain unaffected by the 

proposal and will provide sufficient roaming space of the wildlife. 

Please see SDP provided below showing green- open space areas for 

wildlife. The small 8x8m cell phone tower site will be fenced to ensure 

that no wildlife enters it  
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Technical Objections: 

1. Electromagnetic radiation: While within legal limits, the long-term 

effects of prolonged exposure to EMF radiation are not fully 

understood. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Alternative solutions: Smaller and lower, less obtrusive options like 

microcells or distributed antenna systems could provide coverage 

without the need for a large tower. 

 

 

SDP showing the cellular tower area and track leading to it 

 

 

Response from the cell provider - This is correct hence the need for 

ongoing investigations. ICNIRP and WHO have established various 

independent bodies to study various issues “Possibly” impacting 

environments with no clear evidence linking EMF health impacts. 

ICNIRP(https://www.icnirp.org/) and 

WHO(https://www.who.int/home/search-

results?indexCatalogue=genericsearchindex1 

&searchQuery=cellular&wordsMode=AnyWord 

 

The construction of a 15m cellular tower was considered however, it 

would not have provided optimal coverage and would result in 

increased costs and visual impact associated with multiple 15m heigh 

towers which is not desirable.  

https://www.who.int/home/search-results?indexCatalogue=genericsearchindex1
https://www.who.int/home/search-results?indexCatalogue=genericsearchindex1
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3. Structural concerns: The proposed height raises questions about 

stability in severe weather conditions. 

 

We therefore respectfully request that you reconsider this proposal 

and explore alternative solutions that would address coverage 

needs while preserving the integrity of our rural landscape. 

 

Response from the cell provider - Microcells are typically installed 

inside Malls and Buildings with mini ceiling mounted Access Points as 

the mall or building is a final product. A Suburb/neighbourhood 

continuously evolves and changes shape which exceeds beyond a 

microcells capability. 

 

Mitigation measures as recommended by the visual specialist that will 

be implemented to make it less obtrusive: 

• No uplighting of the tower.  

• No branding on the tower.  

• The tower should be painted a mid-grey colour.  

 

Design is structurally sound taking severe weather conditions into 

account. 

 

Alternatives have been investigated and the proposal is the preferred 

alternative. 

 

Helgardt Mouton – 01/07/2024 HilLand Environmental – 1/07/2024 

The mail received from Status Mark, Managing Agent for Monte 

Christo Eco Estate, dated 5 June 2024 refers. 

 

We herewith would like to register as an interested and affected 

party regarding the proposed cellular tower in Outeniquasbosch 

Wildlife Village. 

 

 Nature of interest: Neighbouring landowner 

 

 Motivation of participation: Detailed motivation will be submitted 

before or on 4 July 2024. The basis of our motivation is centered 

around the negative visual impact on a 30 meter tower on our 

property. 

Response via email: 

Registered as an Interested and Affected Party (I&AP) – for ease of 

reference the Visual Impact Assessment undertaken as part of the 

project link was provided. .  

 

 

 

 

 

Visual impact has been assessed  
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04/07/2024  

OBJECTION: NOTIFICATION ON THE AVAILABILITY OF THE DRAFT BASIC 

ASSESSMENT REPORT (BAR) FOR THE PROPOSED CELLULAR TOWER IN 

OUTENIQUASBOSCH WILDLIFE VILLAGE ,  

1. Your letter 03 June 2024, received via Status Mark, the 

Managing Agent for Monte Christo Eco Estate, refers. 

 

2. We requested to be registered as Interested and Affected 

parties per e-mail on 1 July 2024 and provided the following 

detail: 

 

• Name of parties: Mr H Mouton and Adv. CJ Mouton 

(Owners) 

• Nature of interest: Neighbouring landowner 

 

3. As residents and property owners at Monte Christo Estate, we 

would like to raise the following objections to the proposed 30 

metre cellular tower:  

 

3.1 The height of the tower: Outeniquasbosch seeks consent to 

install a 30-metre tower instead of a 15-metre tower.  

 

a. The massive 30 metre tower will undoubtedly have a 

significant negative impact on the natural horizon above 

Monte Christo and the natural landscape.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Registered as an I&AP 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Objection noted.  

 

 

 

Correct.  

 

As per the VIA;  

Locational mitigation variations evaluated, using the ridgeline for 

topographic screening to southern receptors, found that the tower 

located is optimal. 

 

Although the tower is located on a prominent ridgeline that does have 

a wide-area viewshed, the ridgeline analysis found that the tower is 

centrally located along the 6km ridgeline, with the cell tower not 

located on ‘peak’ point, and not near the main hill-top ‘peak’ feature 

that is the main visual focal point. 
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b. The area of Monte Christo, the adjacent 

Outenquasbosch, the private school under construction, 

the planned Mystic Views, the extensive Hartland 

development, the planned Retail centre at the 

intersection of the R102 and Monte Christo Drive and all 

other future urban development classifies this area as 

“urban”. According to the Mossel Bay Zoning Scheme By-

law, November 2021, Page 71, telecommunication 

infrastructure “should be designed to and sited to 

minimise any potential adverse visual impact on the 

character and amenity of the local environment, in 

particular, impacts on prominent landscape features.” 

And further, “Development parameters: (a) Height (i) The 

 

 

 

- The proposal has been assessed by a visual specialist that 

confirmed the suitability of its positioning.  

- The construction of a 15m tower was considered, however, 

based on the coverage required, multiple 15m towers will need 

to be constructed, which makes it financially unviable, and it will 

in a larger visual impact  

- As explained in the report, a land use application is in process 

to allow for the 30m tower  

 

Noted – this is what the municipality will consider in the planning 

application.  
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highest point of the structure may not exceed 15 meters 

in urban areas. “Considering the aforementioned, this 

tower is not compliant with this policy. 

 

c. The proposed cellular tower will invariably negatively 

impact the surrounding property values. It may even 

become the defining characteristic of Monte Christo.  

“There where the massive cellular tower is!” 

 

d. There is no compelling reason to deviate from the height 

restriction applicable to urban areas. 

 

 

3.2  The position of the tower: Outeniquasbosch intends to spoil 

the skyline above Monte Christo Eco Estate with a massive 

tower to spare their own estate from more than one small 

tower. The proposal fails to indicate the visual impact of the 

alternative option of erecting smaller towers and fails to 

indicate whether multiple towers will be required and where 

they will be positioned. It appears the alternative option of 

erecting a small tower has not received proper consideration. 

 

 

 

3.3  The appearance of the tower: Outeniquasbosch proposes 

that the tower does not require any camouflage since the 

horizon is bare of trees. We object to this argument. The skyline 

between Hartenbos and Groot-Brak is riddled with ugly towers 

which have not been camouflaged and we propose that the 

aesthetic pollution of the area should be ended. It is correct 

that there are currently no trees on that hill. However, if the 

tower is made to look like a tree, then Monte Christo Eco 

Estate can at least attempt to blend it into the landscape by 

planting a few trees in the surrounding area. 

 

 

 

 

Impact on property values by a tower has not been determined.  

 

 

 

 

Mossel Bay planning will consider the height in their planning 

application and determine if the increased communication benefit 

outweighs the negative visual impact.  

 

Response from cell provider: “A long list of support for the Celltower 

received from the property owners of Outeniquasbosch Estate as 

coverage on and around the state is sporadic creating challenges for 

home offices and general Mobile communications. We have also 

received support from the retirement village from within Monte Christo 

as their emergency alert system requires stable GSM coverage. The 

Height of the tower will enable multiple functionality, ie Serve as a High 

Site from Transmission purposes, Municpal/National Government as 

well as pvt.” 

 

 

The installation of a tree tower was rejected “As there is no precedent 

for trees in the landscape, ‘tree’ mitigation towers would not be an 

effective mitigation and would increase the visual intrusion” 

Mitigation measures have been recommended by the specialist that 

will be implemented: 

• No uplighting of the tower.  

• No branding on the tower.  

• The tower should be painted a mid-grey colour.  

 

A 30m tall “fake” tree in a landscape of low vegetation will be 
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4. Based on the aforementioned, we wish to lodge our strong 

objection to the proposed 30-metre-high tower and 

recommend that a smaller, less obtrusive and lower option be 

explored to better meet the needs of the cellular customers. 

 

A copy of this letter will be sent to the Mossel Bay Municipality for 

their information.  

completely out of context and will draw more attention to the tower 

rather than hide it.  

 

Noted  

 

 

 

 

Noted  

 

Garden Route District Municipality - M Anthony – 04/06/2024 HilLand Environmental  

With reference to the abovementioned application, the following is 

for your attention: 

 

The transformation of undeveloped land to residential/ commercial 

may include the following construction activities: Site preparation 

(vegetation clearing, scraping road surfaces), excavations, tarring, 

building, construction of bulk services (sewage and water, piping 

installations).  

 

The abovementioned activities may create a negative impact on 

human health such as stress, respiratory infections (asthma, coughing, 

wheezing, and lung irritations) and vector borne illnesses from 

increased waste.  

 

Recommendations: 

Management of all abovementioned activities to prevent and/ or 

limit the negative health effects to humans through: 

• Proper storage and disposal of waste generated (general 

waste and construction waste) on site. 

• Managing dust emanating from site by means of the most 

 

 

 

Correct 

 

 

 

 

Noted and construction phased impacts are addressed in the EMPr 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Covered in the EMPr (Appendix H) 
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practical option available.  

• Ensure proper toilet facilities for employees on site. 

 

The Environmental Health Practitioner responsible for the area in which 

the construction will take place will be responsible for monitoring 

effect to human health.  

DEADP - Dorien Werth 04/07/2024  

2. This Directorate has reviewed the document and comment as 

follows: 

 

2.1 

This Directorate does take note that the specialist confirmed that a 

General Authorisation (“GA”) or a Water Use License Application 

(“WULA”) is not required and that the Breede-Olifants Catchment 

Management Agency (“BOCMA”) is included in the list of organs of 

state. However, you are required to still obtain written confirmation 

from the BOCMA that a GA or a WULA is not required for the proposed 

mast. 

 

2.2 

Furthermore, it is noted that site different alternatives were 

investigated. Please ensure that the Final Basic Assessment Report 

include a comparative assessment of all reasonable and feasible 

alternatives with respect to the different alternatives identified. 

 

2.3 

Please ensure that all the specialist recommendations and measures 

are included in the Final Environmental Management Programme 

(EMPr) and that the EMPr contains all the relevant information 

requirements outlined in Appendices 4 of the Environmental Impact 

Assessment Regulations, 2014 (GN R. 982 of 4 December 2014, as 

amended). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BOCMA comments included below. No GA/WULA is required.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Alternatives that were investigated are included in the BAR. 

 

 

 

 

Included in the EMPr  
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Jaco Roux – Mossel Bay Municipality 26/08/2024  

The comments provided in this mail replace the comments dated 1 

July 2024. 

 

Spatial Planning Comments in relation to the Mossel Bay SDF/EMF 

2022: 

 

• The site is located within the Urban Edge 

• The site is located within a proposed urban expansion zone 

number 49 

 

 

 

Noted – earlier comments replaced. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Noted 
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Parcel 

Number 

Development 

Type 

Size (ha) Approximate 

Yield 

49 Low to 

Medium 

Density 

Residential, 

Social 

Facilities, 

Retirement 

50 500 

 

The following development principles should be applied to the 

application: 

 

STRATEGY 1 

 

CONSERVE AND MANAGE THE NATURAL ENVIRONMENT IN BALANCE 

WITH THE DEMANDS FROM URBAN GROWTH AND AGRICULTURAL USE:   
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The purpose of the strategy is to conserve existing natural environment 

and to secure land for future conservation while taking cognizance of 

the demands of urban and agricultural development. Several of the 

SQ  maps have reference and more maps will be discussed in Chapter 

5.   

 

Policy 1D 

 

Protect the visual integrity of the rural environment:  

 

“The economy is the environment”  is a  key spatial driver according 

to the GRDM SDF. To protect the visual integrity of the region and the 

municipal area from being spoiled or disappearing by the intrusion of 

unsightly structures, breaking of horizon lines and other activities 

caused by man, the policy guidelines have to be applied to all 

construction and other activities which could alter the usual attributes 

of the natural environment.  They should be applied in the 

consideration of layouts, building plans, construction of infrastructure, 

cell phone masts, construction of roads on slopes, etc.   

 

Policy Guidelines: 

Any development or construction proposal that will impact view 

corridors,  ridgelines, cultural landscape assets and existing vistas must 

be considered with caution and evaluated in terms of the cumulative 

impact on the broader environment.  

… 

b)            Gateway precincts must be designed and maintained as far 

as possible in a visually aesthetically acceptable way that welcomes 

visitors to Mossel Bay. This principle applies to the entrances to Mossel 

Bay town at points where the first urban built-up areas are 

experienced.  Entrances should be celebrated and enhanced by 

means of landscaping where areas have already been 

compromised. 

c)            Scenic landscapes and features must be safeguarded. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The mast has been assessed in terms of its Visual impact  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Noted – the visual intrusion is being considered against the 

importance of the improved cellular communication infrastructure 

as required by the JOC.  

 

 

VIA takes this into account 
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d)            Scenic routes create the sense of place of the region for the 

public moving on them.   The routes and the land use alongside these 

routes should be managed in a way that will not compromise the 

views offered but that maintains the sense of place and harmonised 

experience of the landscapes.  Significant scenic routes in the larger 

Mossel Bay area are as follows: 

 

             The N2 from Hartenbos eastwards  

             The northbound  road to the Robinson pass  

             The road to Herbertsdale outside industrial expansion area 

             The rural road to the coastal towns towards the Gouritz river. 

             Road between Wolwedans and Friemersheim   

 

 

It is clear from the abovementioned that a 30 m mast must be 

considered carefully and only permitted in exceptional 

circumstances.  The Mossel Bay Municipality has initiated several 

initiatives to enhance safety and security in the larger Mossel Bay 

area.  A substantial investment in the Mossel Bay Joint Operational 

Centre (JOC) has been implemented.  The centre is fully operational 

with several crucial disciplines like SAPS, Fire Protection, Disaster 

Management, Traffic, Environmental unit and other departments 

operating out of the JOC to enable timeous an efficient reaction to 

any applicable situation.   The JOC does rely on several “high sites” for 

communication purposes and several meeting has be held to discuss 

areas where new “high sites” out of the norm must be established to 

serve as main communication infrastructure used by several 

disciplines.  The subject mast was identified as such crucial 

infrastructure which will not only benefit the owner of the mast and 

surrounding community but also the larger community.   

 

Spatially the 30m mast is supported due to the exceptional 

circumstances and need for a line-of-sight communication “high 

site”  in the area.  This does not in any way provide an indication that 

the proposal will be approved by the Municipality but acknowledge 

VIA takes this into account 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Noted – the consideration between the visual intrusion and the 

requirements of the Joint Operational Centre for a high site that will 

serve the community as “crucial infrastructure” is noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Support that will be taken into consideration is noted.  
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the exceptional circumstances  surrounding the proposal.  The 

following must be addressed: 

 

• All the Hartenbos North Estate HOA’s must be afforded the 

opportunity to comment on the application. 

 

 

• The applicant must proof that as far as possible mitigation has 

been applied. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• The height of the mast must be motivated in terms of line-of-

sight and a specific height need in relation to other high sites 

confirmed.  

 

 

 

 

 

The revised draft BAR will be circulated to the Hartenbos North Estate 

HOA’s. 

 

 

Mitigation measures recommended will be adhered to. 

Response by cell tower provider: 

The initial Planning circled on a 35m lattice Tower which was 

subsequently reduced to 30m, this can be confirmed by the initial 

proposal drawings which was drafted and then amended on Civil 

Aviation Application, see below: 

 

 

 

 

The height of the mast is motivated in terms of line-of site and specific 

height need in relation to other high sites.  

Response by cell tower provider: 

The Illustrations (see documents attached to Annexure G of this 
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report) used below is an indication of the line-of-sight(LOS) variations 

from various vantage points towards the Outeniquasbosch 

Celltower and the Ground Elevation along that path will illustrate 

that in some instances the 30m is too low. 

 

It needs to be noted that some parts of the Mosselbay Metro and its 

outlying towns are experiencing sporadic to no connectivity to the 

Municipal Network. Communications services are required to 

connect various services, ranging from Municipal services, 

Correctional Communication Services, Policing, Traffic, Emergency, 

Infrastructure Controls, CCTV Systems as well as 47 Neighborhood 

watches who have inadequate capacity for their communications 

Networks. 

 

The proposed Celltower at Outeniquasbosch is perfectly located to 

provide Microwave Communications solutions either by direct line of 

Sight or using it as a relay station (Hopping from one Tower to 

another) and is further necessitated by topography to be higher that 

the restriction of 15m. 

The need to deviate from the 15m height restriction is supported by 

the need for the services to be provided to the Community as well 

as the governing Municipality. 

 

Another important initiative for the Mosselbay Municipality is their 

continued involvement with Rhino Action Group who takes care of 

approximately 50% of the Rhino Population in South Africa. 

 

While the Metro and outlying areas should ideally be connected via 

a fibre optic connection, plans are not in the immediate future and 

desperation necessitates connection via LOS which is ideally via the 

positioning of the proposed 30m Outeniquasbosch Tower. 

 

Areas highlighted of immediate concern were Herbertsdale, 

Friemersheim and Brandwacht as the municipality do not have the 

ability to ensure rapid development to increase/expand  the 

Security network. 



HilLand Environmental MOS24/455/134s 
 

Page 35 of 47 

Public participation process report   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• The VIA must be amended to include the identified need 

motivation. 

 

• The applicant must give proposals on how the use of the 

applicable infrastructure as a “high site” for the JOC and other 

users can be guaranteed. 

While there are multiple areas/locations which the municipality 

would design, plan and execute, it is evident that a 30m tower will 

be well suited at Outeniquasbosch to serve not only Mobile 

Communications Networks but also Essential Services to the 

Mosselbay Community. The proposed height of 30m might not be 

desirable but it has evidently become essential for the various 

essential community network services dependent on 

communication solutions that the Outeniquasbosch 30m Celltower 

will provide. 

 

VIA to be amended accordingly. 

 

 

Response provided by cell tower provider: 

It needs to be noted that standard towers allow for a maximum 

windloading of approximately 24m² which means the space on the 

Celltower must be allocated to revenue generating occupants as a 

priority to recover investments in the permitting and construction of 

the Tower. It also needs to be noted that Icasa places an obligation 

on Celltower owners to ensure where capacity on towers are 

available, space must be made available for users/lessees. 

 

The cost of erecting a Celltower is offset against the return of 

investment hence the business model relies heavily on the desirability 

which could equate to only 2 operators providing a ROI of which 

occupancy might only occur a few years apart from each other and 

as such will drain the Cashflow of the Owner of the tower. For this 

purpose Outeniquasbosch remains committed to progress further in 

discussions with Mosselbay Metro and completing a heads of 

Agreement to reserve free space for the Mosselbay Metro and its 

various Municipal and Community services, all of which will be 

agreed upon and detailed in a “Heads of 

Agreement/Memorandum of Agreement”. 

 

Leon van Dyk, Ward 10 Councillor, Joint Operation Centre (JOC) feedback 16 August 2024 
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As discussed one of the main focus areas for Council would be 

Community Safety. In the last two years the Mun had been 

developing infrastructure to house/ accommodate/ expand on 

Community Safety, in the immediate vicinity of the Joint Operation 

Centre (JOC). Yet this is restrictive due to typography and many more 

fibre and high points access are needed. 

  

The vision to expand security and provide safety for the entire 

community, is dependent on ensuring the establishing of high points 

and community networks to drive radio and CCTV links and link with 

fibre networks. 

  

The current 35 M tower will be developed at the JOC and there is dire 

need for other essential equipment in specifically the rural areas such 

as Herberstsdale, Friemersheim, Brandwacht. The Mun currently do not 

have the ability or network established to ensure rapid development 

to increase the Security network on its own. 

  

The Mun has always been associating with Private Partners and the 

JOC is a prime example of exactly that. 

  

As you are aware, the Mun has a close association with SAPS, 

Correctional Services and the Rhino Action Group who looks after at 

least 50% of the Rhino population in SA. They are all interdependent 

not only on the JOC but also the close relationships. The main hub for 

SAPS in the Southern Cape will also be housed in the JOC. 

  

The free space required at the location as discussed is vital in 

expanding the operations of our network and we therefore support 

the development of such a tower as the advantage to the entire 

community of Mossel Bay would be very valuable. 

  

It needs to be recognised that the JOC is currently collaborating also 

with Petro SA and Radio Network providers to utilise masts as far as 

possible to the benefit of the community at large. 

 

 

 

 

*Note – the 35m Tower referenced is planned at the JOC and is not 

the proposed 30m Outeniquasbosch tower. 

That 35m Tower located at the JOC is in process and forms part of 

their Network Upgrade plan for the Greater Mossel Bay Metro. 

The Outeniquasbosch Tower will from part of their Planned Service 

delivery for the outlying rural fringe areas which are desperate for e-

services. 



HilLand Environmental MOS24/455/134s 
 

Page 37 of 47 

Public participation process report   

  

The height of the mast is of paramount importance as it will assist to 

“see” the 35M at the JOC. We must also understand that the tower 

will enable ad hoc/ no services available when the communities are 

in need to reach the Fire Department / SAPS. We therefore propose / 

suggest a similar tower of 35m or more.   

  

We therefore support the initiative with the provisor that sufficient 

space (at least 9m²) – for signals in and out be made available to the 

Mun and partner at no cost. It is in line with our vision as a Safe City. 

BOCMA  

 Rudzani Makahane 11 JUL 2024 

 

1. 

The draft basic assessment report together with the aquatic 

biodiversity assessment report indicate that the proposed project will 

not have impact on the freshwater resources. This office does not 

have an objection to the proposed project and no section 21 water 

uses of the National Water Act, 1998 (Act 36 of 1998) are triggered. 

2. 

Please ensure that no water is taken from a water resource for any 

purpose without authorisation from the Responsible Authority. 

3. 

Please ensure that no waste or water containing waste is disposed in 

a manner which may detrimentally impact on a water resource 

without authorisation from the National Water Act, 1998 (Act 36 of 

1998) and other related legislations. 

4. 

No pollution of surface water or groundwater resources may occur 

due to any activity. Stormwater management must be addressed 

both in terms of flooding, erosion, and pollution potential. 

5. 

No stormwater runoff from the application premises containing waste, 

or water containing waste emanating from any activity may be 

discharged into a water resource without prior treatment. 

 

 

Noted and agreed 

 

 

 

Agreed 

 

 

Mitigation measures included in EMPr 

 

 

 

Mitigation measures included in EMPr 

 

 

 

Mitigation measures included in EMPr 
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CapeNature, Megan Simons 18 July 2024  

 CapeNature wishes to make the following comments:  

1. The surrounding areas are all mapped as CBAs however the 

proposed cellular tower is within an approved area for residential 

development.  

2. The proposed footprint does not have any aquatic features/ 

wetland present however it is within ±500 m of a Channelled Valley 

Bottom wetland mapped to the east (Nel et al. 2011)5. This is a 

Critically Endangered wetland which is not protected (Van Deventer 

et al. 2019)6. Has the Breede-Olifants Catchment Management 

Agency (BOCMA) been consulted on the applicability of a Water Use 

Authorisation in terms of the National Water Act (NWA)7 considering 

the proximity to the wetland? Comments on this must be obtained 

from the BOCMA.  

 

 

Correct 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comments have been included from BOCMA above.  

 

Comments Response 

Marieta van Wyk – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental - 05/06/2024 

I am Currently Chairperson of Monte Christo Retirement Village. 

 

We need as secure Cellular signal. 

Support noted 

Gerhard Olivier – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

I am a resident in Monte Christo Retirement Village and also 

currently the vice-chairman on the Board of Trustees. 

 

Proper mobile communication coverage is crucial for the 

Retirement Village because our Personal Emergency Medical 

Response is 100% dependent there off. 

 

It is currently a major challenge and boarders to life threatening 

with the poor cell phone reception. 

 

The construction of this tower is a matter of urgency. 

Support noted 
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Ms Swart – 05/05/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

I would like to support this project because the cell phone 

reception in the Monte Christo retirement village is extremely poor. I 

have missed many calls from visitors and couriers. This is very 

frustrating. 

Support noted 

Eleonora Alberts – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/024 

I'm the Village Manager at Monte Christo Retirement Village. 

 

For me as Manager to manage my daily activities its important to 

get hold of the residents and with the current situation which we 

really struggle with the mobile communication reception, it’s a 

HUGE problem for me. 

Support noted 

George Grunning – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

The addition of a tower would be excellent as the reception in the 

area is very poor. 

Support noted 

Brian – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

Hi team 

I completely support the deployment of the cell phone tower as 

detailed in the previously attached document. 

 

Frans (copied in this email) and I approached the MC Estate 

manager, Harry, approx. 3 months ago to voice our concerns with 

the extremely poor network support (1 bar at best) on our northern 

side of the Monte Christo Estate koppie. 

 

I don’t see which network is supported by the proposed tower, 

however, understanding that the Vodacom is significantly worse 

than the other networks, I assume Vodacom is the network being 

addressed. 

Support noted 

Mrs M Gunning – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

Good afternoon, 

This is fantastic news. As the signal in Monte Christo Estates is Very 

Poor. 

Support noted 



HilLand Environmental MOS24/455/134s 
 

Page 40 of 47 

Public participation process report   

I am all for this to happen. The sooner the better. 

JM Claassens – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

Good day 

I, JM Claassens, the owner of a house in Monte Christo, address: 

Namakwaduif, give my consent for the proposed cellular tower in 

Outeniquasbosch . 

 

Support noted 

Nick Fourie – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

For six years of living in Monte Christo Retirement Village with poor 

Vodacom signal reception. Our emergency panic remotes also 

using Vodacom with poor signal leaves not safe and secure when 

we need medical asssistance. 

Please go ahead to assist us 

MS Fourie 

Pelican Crescent 

Retirement Village 

Support noted 

Dorothy Mostert – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 05/06/2024 

Good afternoon 

We are staying in Monte Cristo and would appreciate it if you could 

register us for the above. Endless troubles with internet!!!! 

 

Support noted 

Sarel & Priscilla Naude – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 06/06/2024 

Ons is baie opgewonde en kan nie wag vir die instilasie van die 

toring nie. Ek het soveel klagtes aangemeld by MTN die afgelope 

tyd oor ons opvangs van die sein wat kort kort onderbreek word en 

baie swak is. Ek het net die week navraag gedoen hoekom die 

proses so sloer en nie besef hoe groot die projek is nie. Ek hoop en 

vertrou dit sal nou spoedig plaasvind.  

Support noted 

Gert Brits– 06/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 06/06/2024 

Could you please register me for participation on this issue I am the 

owner of Stand 5241 and 5242 Monte Christo  

Registration noted – no comment received  

Adrian Wood – 08/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

I wish to register as an I&AP.  Support noted 
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My name is Adrian Wood, my wife, Lynette Wood, and I are having 

our house built in the Monte Christo Retirement Village, we’re 

moving into our new home this coming June 24, 2024. Our address:  

Monte Christo Retirement Village  

Hoopoe Street  

We’re excited to learn of this proposed new cellular tower because 

excellent connectivity is so important today. 

Bisschoff Bosman – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

The cellular tower as proposed will be highly appreciated, seeing 

that our reception in Monte Christo is a far cry than what it should 

be. 

Thank you for the information, we would like to be keeping posted.  

Support noted 

Christo Du Preez – 09/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

I have reviewed the proposal and the supporting information and 

would like to express my support for the proposal as I believe that 

the benefits outweigh the  negative aspects.  

 

Support noted 

Dave Strehler – 07/06/2024 

 

HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Thank your for initiating this venture to construct a cell tower near 

Monte Christo, Hartenbos.  

We have been struggling to get signal since we moved in, and 

running a business from home make it difficult to operate. We 

literally have to  get up and walk to the front of the house to 

receive calls and security gate notifications. 

It would make life a lot easier if we had better reception. 

Valk St, Monte Christo 

Support noted 

Francois Coetzee – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Herewith I would like to support the construction of the cellular 

tower at Outeniquasbosch as advertised in the Mossel Bay 

Advertiser.  

 

We are residents of Outeniquasbosch, Erf 7734 (Joao street), and 

Support noted 
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can vouch that the cellular reception is very poor. This cellular 

tower will not only improve our reception  dramatically, but will also 

assist with other services such as WiFi. Both these services have 

become a necessity rather than a luxury in every day life.  

 

We therefore approve the construction of the cellular tower.  

Nellie Van Rooyen – 06/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 06/06/2024 

We have taken note of your Gmail about the Cell phone tower  Registration noted 

Ingrid Loock – 07/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Is there anything we (in Monte Christo) need to do?  

 

How does this tower affect the owners of Monte Christo?  

 

Please keep me updated with the procedures.  

 

  

Please visit our website to view and download the report(s): 

https://hilland.co.za/public-processes/cellular-tower/ 

The proposal entails the construction of a 30m cellular tower on the 

upper reaches of Outeniquasbosch Wildlife Village, Farm 428, 

Hartenbos,  adjacent to the Monte Christo water reservoir. The area to 

be set aside for the tower and associated infrastructure will be a fenced 

off area of 10m x 10m = 100m2 within which infrastructure will be 

installed. The tower will improve the signal within the area which is 

currently a problem.  

You are more than welcome to provide us with any comments before 

or on 4 July 2024.  

JH van Wyk – 06/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 07/06/2024 

Voorsien asb vorm soos versoek deur u wat ingevul moet word om 

te registreer as belanghebbende eienaar.  

 

Registration form circulated 

Mr van Bruggen – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Baie swak Vodacom ontvangs en afhanklik van Vodacom sein vir 

ons Mediese Noodlyn.  

Support noted 

Johan van Biljon – 07/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 07/06/2024 

Kan u my asb op hoogte hou van die vordering met die oprigting 

van die voorgestelde toring.  

Ons woon in Monte Christo Aftree-oord naby aan die reservoir.  

Selfoonontvangs is tans dikwels nie na wense nie.  

 

Registration confirmed 
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Maryke Smit – 07/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 07/06/2024 

Ons kommentaar op voorgestelde projek:  

Ons het geen beswaar, siende dat ons selfoon opvangs/sein beter 

sal wees.  

Baie dankie  

Support noted 

Salomie Venter – 06/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 06/06/2024 

We are so excited and thankful for this tower, we need one on this 

side.  

 

Support noted 

Susan Bezuidenhout– 07/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Aangesien ons bejaardes is, is ons baie afhanklik van selfoon 

ontvangs - dus ondersteun ons die oprigting van die toring - baie 

dringend!!  

Support noted 

Wayne Pretorius – 05/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Ek dink dis 'n goeie ding vir die toring want die sein is nie goed nie.  

Blue Crane rd, Monte Christo  

 

Support noted 

Wessel Venter – 06/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 06/06/2024 

We look forward to an improved Vodacom signal here and cant 

wait for it to be completed.  

Support noted 

Johan van Biljon – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Geen of swak Selfoon sein noted 

Brent Dallas – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Swak Selfoon Ontvangs. noted 

Nic de Witt- 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Geen of baie swak Sein.  noted 

Anneke van Wyk – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Groot areas in my huis het geen ontvangs….in n nood situasie kan 

ek nie ons Gesondheidsorg kontak nie.  

Support noted 

Emm Conradie – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

I want to withdraw my complaint about cellular tower, the distance Comment noted 
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away seem ok for me. 

Amanda Rossouw – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

Baie swak of geen Vodacom Sein. noted 

Bianca Dicks – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

Geen selfoon Ontvangs!!! noted 

Etta de Villiers – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

Geen of swak Vodacom sein. noted 

Gerhard and Marilene van Rooyen – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

As gevolg van swak selfoonontvangs in Monte Christo Afree-oord, is 

hierdie 'n dringende behoefte al vir 'n paar jaar en hoop ons dit 

geskied binnekort. 

Support noted 

H Lategan – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

Swak VODACOM ontvangs noted 

Petro van der Merwe – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

As homeowner in Monte Christo Retirement Village, I am interested 

in the project. We will all benefit by the erection of the tower.  

Support noted 

T Van Dyk – 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

Baie swak selfoon Ontvangs in Monte Christo Aftree Oord. noted 

M Walliser– 11/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

Very poor if any cell phone reception.  Support noted 

Yolindie Somers– 10/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 10/06/2024 

Please continue with the project, we at Hartland Lifestyle Estate just 

started with the construction of our Retirement Village and our 

emergency system will be dependant on cell phone signal which 

are dismal at the best of times. 

Support noted 

Andries Reitsma – 12/06/2024  HilLand Environmental – 14/06/2024 

I would just like to say that I’m very pleased to hear about the tower 

and I firmly support it as a resident of Outeniquasbosch as this will 

greatly 

improve cell service in our area. 

Stand 6532 

Support noted 

Juan Venter 3/07/2024 HilLand Environmental – 3/07/2024 
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I want to express my support for the proposed addition of a cellular 

tower in Outeniquasbosch Wildlife Village. 

 

As a resident who works from home, I frequently engage in voice 

calls with clients and rely on a stable internet connection to 

maintain my professional obligations. The current mobile signal in 

our area is inconsistent and often poor. This affects my ability to 

communicate effectively and maintain productivity. Having a 

reliable mobile data connection as a backup to my Fibre 

connection is essential for ensuring I am always available to my 

clients. 

 

The poor signal quality also impacts the quality of lifestyle and 

convenience. For example, I recently encountered a situation 

where a delivery person had to return to the gate to scan parcels 

due to connectivity issues at my property. 

 

The proposed tower would greatly enhance the signal strength and 

consistency in our area, benefiting not only myself but the entire 

community. I 

kindly urge you to consider this request favourably to improve the 

quality of life and work for residents like myself. 

Support noted 

André, Rina & Simoné van Schalkwyk – 19/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 19/06/2024 

We are all in favour of the erection of the cellular tower in 

Outeniquasbosch wildlife village as it will go a long way in 

improving availability and signal strength in the greater Hartenbos 

area. 

As owners of the property mentioned below, we would appreciate 

regular feedback regarding progress made. 

Pelican Cresent, Monte Christo Retirement Village 

Support noted 

Karin Korf 07/06/2024 HilLand Environmental – 12/06/2024 

Please register me as an I&AP regarding this matter. Registration noted 
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6 CONCLUSION 

In light of the above, the following is required from the potential stakeholders: 

 

• Read through the revised Draft BAR which contains all the relevant information 

pertaining to the proposed development including specialist assessments and 

technical reports. 

• Submit your comments, recommendations, concerns and or issues you would like 

to bring into the process and make known to HilLand Environmental 

(admin@hilland.co.za) within the additional 30-day comment (6 September 2024 – 

7 October 2024) and registration period. 

• It is important to bring to the attention of the decision-making authority any issues 

that the I&AP believes may be of significance of the application, provided that 

the I&AP discloses any direct business, financial, personal or other interest which 

that party may have in the approval or refusal of this application. 

 

It is important to remember the following with regards to the Environmental Impact 

Assessment process: 

 

• It is a process to ensure that any potential impacts associated with the listed 

activity are identified so that they can be effectively assessed and where possible, 

be mitigated. – resulting in no adverse impacts to the environment or limiting any 

adverse impacts on the environment; 

• The EIA process is to identify potential environmental issues and to address these. 

All Interested and Affected Parties are required to disclose their interest in the matter. 


