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Greenpeace Africa First Appellant
Koeberg Alert Alliance Second Appellant
Department of Environmental Affairs and Third Appellant

Development Planning of the Western Cape Government

And Others
Eskom Holdings (SOC) Ltd Applicant
Department of Forestry Fisheries and the Environment Competent Authority

APPEALS AGAINST THE DECISION TAKEN TO GRANT AN ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION TO
ESKOM HOLDINGS (SOC) LTD FOR THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION AND
DECOMMISSIONING OF THE NUCLEAR POWER STATION LOCATED AT DUYNEFONTEIN

1.1 On 29 July 2025, | issued my decision on the appeals iodged against the decision that was
taken the Chief Director: Integrated Environmental Authorisations (CD:IEA) to issue an
Environmental Authorisation to Eskom for the proposed construction of the Nuclear Power

Station located at Duynefontein.



APPEALS AGAINST THE DECISION TO GRANT AN ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION TO ESKOM HOLDINGS (SQC) LTD
FOR THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION AND DECOMMISSIONING OF THE NUCLEAR POWER STATION
LOCATED AT DUYNEFONTEIN

1.2

1.3

14

14.1

14.2

Subsequent to my decision, it has been brought to my attention that paragraph 803 on
page 201 my appeal decision erroneously refers to paragraphs 69.9 and 163 of my

decision. The correct references should be to paragraphs 67.9 and 168 of my decision.

Furthermore, the Supreme Court of Appeal in the case of Retail Motor Industry
Organisation and Another v The Minister of Water and Environmental Affairs and Another
under Case Number 145/13 found that the Functus Officio principle is intended to foster
certainty and faimess in the administrative process. However, itis not absolute in the sense
that it does not apply to every type of administrative process. Certainty and fairess have
to be balanced against the equally important practical consideration that requires the re-
assessment of decision from time to time to achieve efficient and effective public

administration in the public interest.”

In light of the above court cases a correction of the error is appropriate in circumstances of
this manner. | therefore find it appropriate to amend my appeal decision dated 29 July 2025

as follows:

By deleting the reference to paragraphs 69.9 and 163 as contained in paragraph 803 on
page 201; and
Replace the deleted texts with paragraph 67.9 and 168, respectively.
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DR D T GEORGE, MP
MINISTER OF FORESTRY, FISHERIES AND THE ENVIRONMENT
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