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1. Introduction  

1.1  Background  

The energy sector is a key driver for the socio-economic development of Egypt, representing 

around 13% of current GDP and thus making economic growth in the country contingent upon 

the security and stability of energy supply. 

Since 2007, Egypt has experienced an energy supply deficit due to the rapid increase in energy 

consumption and the depletion of domestic oil and gas resources, shifting its position as a net 

hydrocarbon exporter for the last three decades to that of a net importer. 

This has brought a set of challenges to the energy sector, including electricity shortages, caused 

in part by the decline of domestic gas production, as natural gas is the main source of electricity, 

accompanied by highly subsidized energy prices, with negative financial implications for already 

dwindling government revenues. 

In response, the Government of Egypt (GoE) has taken bold steps to adopt an energy 

diversification strategy with increased development of renewable energy and implementation of 

energy efficiency, including assertive rehabilitation and maintenance programs in the power 

sector (IRENA, 2018). 

To this extent, in 2013, the Arab Republic of Egypt (through the Ministry of Electricity and 

Renewable Energy) had developed and adopted the Integrated Sustainable Energy Strategy 

(ISES) 2015 – 2035, which provides an ambitious plan to increase the contribution of renewable 

energy to 20% of the electricity generated by the year 2020, of which 12% of wind power plants 

is foreseen, mostly in the Gulf of Suez (GoS) due to the wind characteristics in the area. 

In that respect, the GoE issued the Renewable Energy Law (Decree Law 203/2014) to support 

the creation of a favourable economic environment for a significant increase in renewable energy 

investment in the country. The law sets the legal basis for the Build, Own and Operate (BOO) 

scheme to be implemented. Through the BOO mechanism, the Egyptian Electricity Transmission 

Company (EETC) invites private investors to submit their offers for solar and wind development 

projects, for specific capacities and the award will be made to that bidder with the lowest Kilowatt 

Hour (kWh) price. In addition, the GoE (through the New and Renewable Energy Authority 

(NREA)) provides the land for the investors. 

Through the BOO mechanism, a direct proposal was submitted by AMEA Power Ltd. to EETC for 

the development of a 500-Megawatt (MW) Wind Power Project in Red Sea Governorate (hereafter 

referred to as ‘the Project’). The direct proposal was accepted pursuant to the Council of Ministers 

approval in the Cabinet meeting number 120, held on 2 December 2020, and a Power Purchase 

Agreement (PPA) was signed on 13 December 2020.  

AMEA Power Ltd. established the Amunet Wind Power Co. (AWPC) (hereafter referred to as ‘the 

Developer’ or ‘Project Company’), a wholly owned AMEA Power Ltd., responsible for the 

development, execution, and ownership of the Project. 

 

1.2 Project Location and Components  

The Project is located in the Red Sea Governorate of Egypt, around 230km to the southeast of 

the capital city of Cairo. More specifically, the Project is located near the Red Sea shoreline and 

within the Ras Ghareb District of the Red Sea Governorate, where the closest residential areas 

include Ras Ghareb city (located 9km to the southeast) and Zaafarana village (65km to the 

north) – refer to figure below.  

The Project is located within a 284km2 area that has been allocated by the GoE to NREA for 

development of wind farms (presented in green in the figure below). Within this, a land area of 

69.4km2 (presented in blue in the figure below) has been allocated to the Developer by NREA for 

the development of this Project.  
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Figure 1: Project Site in Relation to the Capital City of Egypt 

 
Figure 2: Project Site and Closest Villages 
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Figure 3: Project Site as Part of the 284km2 Area Allocated for Wind Farm Developments 

 

1.3 Environmental and Social Impact Assessment Report 

The environmental clearance for this Project is governed by the Egyptian Environmental Affairs 

Agency (EEAA) as stipulated by the Law No. 4 of 1994 (Law on Protection of the Environment). 

Executive Regulations 1995 (Prime Ministers Decree 338) issued in accordance with the Law, 

classifies a wind farm development of such nature and capacity (i.e. this Project) as “Category 

C”, requiring a comprehensive Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) in order to 

obtain the environmental clearance and permit, in order to commence with construction and 

operational activities. 

The Project will be seeking financing from International Financing Institutions (IFIs) and therefore 

the Developer wishes to design and manage the Project in accordance with good international 

industry practice – for the purpose of the ESIA, it will be based on the following: 

▪ International Finance Corporation (IFC) Policy on Environment and Social (E&S) Sustainability 

(2012), IFC Performance Standards (2012), and IFC Environment, Health and Safety (EHS) 

Guidelines; and 

▪ European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD) Environmental and Social Policy 

(2019) and associated Performance Requirements (PR). 

ECO Consult & Green Plus were commissioned to prepare the Environmental and Social Impact 

Assessment (ESIA) for the Project in order to apply for the necessary environmental permit. This 

report is the ESIA that has been prepared in accordance with “Law No. 4 of 1994” and IFI 

requirements specified above.  

 

1.4 Document Structure  

The following table provides an overview of the Chapters within this ESIA document. The ESIA 

includes a standalone Non-Technical Summary (NTS) a Stakeholder Engagement Plan (SEP). 
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▪ Engineering, Procurement, and Construction (EPC) Contractor: will be responsible for 

preparing the detailed design and layout of the Project; supply of the material and equipment 

(e.g. wind turbines); construction of the Project and its various components (turbines, 

internal roads, building infrastructure, and, etc.). The EPC Contractor for this Project has not 

been officially assigned to date;  

▪ Project Operator: responsible for Operation and Maintenance (O&M) of the Project. The 

Project Operator has not been assigned at this stage;   

▪ Egyptian Electricity Transmission Company (EETC): will be the off taker of electricity and is 

the entity that signed the Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) with the Developer. In addition, 

they will also be responsible for designing, building and operating the associated 

interconnection facilities. This will include the Overhead Transmission Line (OHTL) that will 

connect from the Project site to the existing national grid.   

▪ National Renewable Energy Authority (NREA): is entity responsible for allocation of the land 

for the development of the Project; 

▪ Regional Center for Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency (RCREEE): responsible for 

management of certain aspects on behalf of the Developer related to the Project to include 

the ESIA study in particular.  

▪ Consultant (ECO Consult and Green Plus): hereafter referred to as the ‘ESIA Team’ who is the 

ESIA Practitioner and the consultant commissioned by the Developer to prepare the ESIA for 

the Project in accordance with the requirements of the “Law No. 4 of 1994” as well as 

international best practice Environmental and Social (E&S) requirements.  
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2. Project Description  

This chapter provides a detailed description of the Project in relation to its location, the key 

project components and an overview of the proposed activities that are to take place during the 

construction, operation, and decommissioning phase. 

 

2.1 Administrative Set-up and Project Location 

Egypt is divided into 27 Governorates. The Project site is located within the Red Sea Governorate 

that is bordered by the Red Sea Cost to the east and Beni Suef, Minya, Assyut, Sohag, Qena, 

Luxor and Aswan Governorates to the west, Suez Governorate to the North, and North Sudan to 

the south (refer to figure below). Red Sea Governorate’s total area is around 120,000 km2, 

forming 11.9% of the country's total area. 

Administratively, the Red Sea Governorate is divided into 7 Cities (also known as Districts), each 

headed by a Local City Council. The capital of the Governorate is Hurghada that is located around 

150km south of the Project site. 

The Project site is located within the Ras Ghareb City (or District) and therefore administratively 

is under the Ras Ghareb City Council. The Ras Ghareb District is further divided into Ras Ghareb 

town as well as 2 rural (village) local units (Zaafarana and Wadi Dara). The closest community 

settlements to the Project site include Ras Ghareb city (located 9km to the southeast) and 

Zaafarana village (65km to the north). 

Ras Gharib City is the second-largest city in the Red Sea Governorate, and the most important 

Egyptian city in terms of oil production. 

As discussed earlier, the Project is located within a 284km2 area that has been allocated by the 

GoE to NREA for development of wind farms. Within this, a land area of 69.4km2 has been 

allocated to the Developer by NREA for the development of this Project. The coordinates of the 

Project area are presented in the table that follows.  

 
Figure 4: Administrative Borders of the Red Sea Governorate 









 

Page | 22  
 

 
Figure 8: (a) Typical Structural Components of a Wind Turbine, (b) Typical Components of a Wind 

Farm (Source: EHS Guidelines for Wind Energy, IFC) 

 
Figure 9: Typical 33/220kV Substation  

 

2.3.3 Associated Facilities  

As discussed earlier, the EETC will be responsible for offsite connection works from the onsite 

substation to the National Grid. EETC will be responsible for preparing the detailed design 

(including identification of the OHTL route), construction activities as well operation and 

maintenance activities of the OHTL. 

It is important to note that a standalone ESIA has been undertaken for the OHTL that provides 

details on its route, height, number of towers, etc.  

 

2.4 Footprint of the Project Components  

This section provides an estimate on the footprint of the Project taking into account the 

components discussed in the previous section and based on assumptions made by the ESIA team 

to determine footprint values. As noted in the table below, the total area of disturbance for the 
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▪ Normal daily operation of the wind farm. The long-term availability of a commercial wind 

turbine is usually in excess of 97 percent (i.e. 97% of the time, the turbine will be available to 

work); and 

▪ Maintenance will also take place through a dedicated team. Typical routine maintenance time 

for a modern wind turbine is 40 hours per year. Non-routine maintenance may be of a similar 

order. Although minimal, maintenance activities may include turbine and rotor maintenance, 

lubrication of parts, washing of blades, maintenance of electrical components, full generator 

overhaul, etc.  

 

(iii) Decommissioning Phase  

According to the PPA agreement, the Project is expected to be operational for 20 years. In the 

case of complete decommissioning of a wind turbine, the tower and blades of the removed wind 

turbine will be taken down by crane, disassembled into components, and then the turbine will be 

refurbished at source and used elsewhere for another Project. The base will typically be left in 

place and covered by gravel and peat or loam. Tracks used for maintenance vehicles will be 

restored and can be kept as agricultural routes. Gates and fences will be removed. 

 

(iv) Project Schedule  

According to the current timeline information available by the Developer, construction of the 

Project is anticipated to commence around by November 2021, and will require approximately 30 

months for construction and commissioning (i.e. till May 2024). Operation of the Project is 

therefore anticipated to commence in May 2024 for a period of 20 years based on the PPA 

signed. 

 

2.6 Workforce Requirements  

According to information provided by the Developer, the Project will require the following 

workforce throughout the construction and operation phase:  

▪ Around 1,500 job opportunities at peak during the construction phase for a duration of 

approximately 30 months. This will mainly include skilled job opportunities (to include 

engineers, technicians, consultants, surveyors, etc.) and unskilled job opportunities (mainly 

labourers but will also include a number of security personnel). 

▪ Around 60 job opportunities during the operation phase for a duration of 20 years. This will 

include skilled job opportunities (such as engineers, technicians, administrative employees, 

etc.) and unskilled job opportunities (such as security personnel, drivers, etc.). 

Taking the above into account, the Developer is aiming to hire local community members to the 

greatest extent possible throughout the construction and operation phase for skilled and unskilled 

jobs. The Developer is committed to adhering to transparent recruitment procedures which 

includes local community members as discussed in further details in “Section 8.13”.  
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3. ESIA Approach and Methodology  

This chapter of describes the approach and methodology that was adopted for the ESIA study 

including the following:  

▪ Approach for the analysis of alternatives; 

▪ Approach to stakeholder engagement; 

▪ Approach to determining the spatial and temporal study area; 

▪ Methodology for assessment of the baseline environmental and social conditions; 

▪ Methodology used to assess the potential environmental and social impacts of the Project - 

including the approach to determining significance, development of mitigation measures and 

the assessment of residual effects;  

▪ Approach used for the assessment of cumulative effects; and 

▪ Approach for development of an ESMP. 

 

3.1 Analysis of Alternatives  

The Egyptian Regulations to include the “Guidelines of Principles and Procedures for 

Environmental Impact Assessment” (EEAA, 2009) requires that the ESIA identify and analyse 

alternatives and present the main reason for the preferred choice. The examination of 

alternatives is also considered to be a key element of the ESIA process under good international 

practice, to include but not limited to the: (i) IFC Performance Standard 1 (IFC, 2012) and the 

associated “IFC Guidance Note 1” (IFC, 2012); and (ii) EBRD Performance Requirement 1.  

The analysis of alternatives is presented in “Chapter 6“. The chapter discusses and compared 

several alternatives to the Project development in relation to: (i) the Project site, (ii) the chosen 

technology, (iii) the Project design, and finally investigated the ‘no action alternative’ - which 

assumes that the Project development does not take place. 

 

3.2 Stakeholder Engagement  

Stakeholder consultation and engagement is an essential part of the ESIA process, and has been 

carried out in accordance with the regulatory requirements in Egypt and the requirements of IFC 

and EBRD. The previous and future stakeholder consultation and engagement for the Project are 

summarized below and discussed in detail in “Chapter 4”. 

The Project to date has included extensive stakeholder consultation and engagement with various 

stakeholder groups such as national governmental entities, local governmental entities, non-

governmental organizations, and other as appropriate. This has been undertaken through bi-

lateral meetings, e-mail communication, phone communication, formal letters, and other. In 

addition, a public disclosure session was undertaken with stakeholders.  

“Chapter 4” also discusses future stakeholder engagement and consultations which are to take 

place at a later stage. This mainly includes the implementation of the Stakeholder Engagement 

Plan (SEP) by the Developer which describes the planned stakeholder consultation activities and 

engagement process’ to take place after the ESIA approval.   
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3.3 Delineation of Study Boundaries and Scope of Assessment  

3.3.1 Definition of Spatial Study Area 

The overall Study Area for the ESIA represents the potential area of influence of the Project. This 

is ‘the area over which significant effects of the Project could reasonably occur, either on their 

own, or in combination with those of other developments and projects’.   

In general terms, the study area for the Project ESIA includes the footprint of Project disturbance 

as demarcated in the figure below. This includes the Wind Farm Project Site with a total area of 

69.4 km2.  

However, for certain environmental and social parameters (such as landscape and visual, noise 

and shadow flicker, infrastructure and utilities, socio-economics, etc.), the study area goes 

beyond the actual footprint of the Project site, and therefore an appropriate thematic study area 

is determined for each theme on a case-by-case basis. Such a thematic study area is clearly 

identified within the relevant chapter it relates to throughout this ESIA.  

In identifying these thematic study areas, the type and degree of the potential direct and indirect 

effects were taken into consideration. The core area where direct effects are likely to occur was 

determined, as well as the wider area of influence where indirect, combined and cumulative 

effects are likely to occur on the surrounding areas and communities. 

 
Figure 10: Study Area 

 

3.3.2 Temporal Scope of the Assessment 

The Project will be developed in a three-phase sequence as follows. The potential impacts are 

assessed throughout the various Project phases.  

▪ Planning and Construction Phase;  

▪ Operation Phase; and 

▪ Decommissioning Phase. 
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(i) Planning and Construction Phase 

This includes onsite construction activities which will be undertaken by the EPC Contractors under 

the guidance of the Developer. This mainly includes preparing the detailed design and layout of 

the turbines, transportation of Project components onsite, construction of the substation, as well 

as onsite site preparation and construction activities for installation of wind turbines.  

(ii) Operation Phase 

This includes activities to be undertaken by the Project Operator. Activities expected to take place 

mainly include the normal daily operation of the Project and the routine maintenance activities. 

(iii) Decommissioning Phase 

Generally, the anticipated impacts throughout the decommissioning phase are similar in nature to 

impacts assessed during the construction phase – and specifically in impacts related to soil and 

groundwater (from improper management of waste streams), air quality and noise, and 

occupational health and safety. Therefore, the assessment of impacts for those receptors and 

mitigation identified during the construction phase is assumed to apply to this phase in particular 

without the need to reiterate or emphasize this throughout subsequent chapters. 

 

3.4 Environmental and Social Baseline Conditions  

As part of the ESIA process, the baseline environmental and social conditions of the study area 

were established. Describing the baseline includes identifying and defining the importance and 

sensitivity of the various environmental and social resources and receptors likely to be impacted, 

i.e. within the study area. Understanding the value or sensitivity of the resources and receptors 

to impacts and changes is an important consideration when determining the significance of 

effects, and allows for better identification of the most appropriate measures that could be 

employed to avoid impacts, and to mitigate any adverse impacts.  

The description of environmental and social baseline conditions has considered a wide range of 

data and information gathered from various sources, including: 

▪ Desk-based studies and literature reviews; 

▪ Data from statutory and non-statutory stakeholders; and 

▪ Field surveys and site investigations. 

These studies have covered all the environmental and social aspects related to the Project. The 

baseline conditions are treated as those conditions which would prevail in the absence of the 

Project.   

Studies of the environment and social baseline are described in “Chapter 7” to include the 

following: landscape and visual; land use; geology/hydrology/hydrogeology; biodiversity; birds 

(avi-fauna); bats; archaeology and cultural heritage; air quality and noise; infrastructure and 

utilities; and socio-economic conditions. Within each chapter, the methodology which was 

undertaken for assessment of the each of those baseline conditions is described in detail. 

  

3.5 Impact Assessment Methodology  

Given the scale and type of the Project, the ESIA commences with an assessment of the positive 

environmental and economic impacts on the strategic and national level given the current 

challenges the energy sector in Egypt faces – as highlighted in “Section 8.1”. 

It then moves forward into the main body of the ESIA undertaking the assessment of impacts on 

environmental and social parameters for each receptor under the relevant chapter, from “Section 

8.2” to “Section 8.13”. The following section provides a description of the approach, methodology 

and process adopted for the impact assessment presented within this ESIA. 
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3.5.1 Approach to Assessment of Impacts 

The adverse and beneficial environmental and social impacts of the Project have been identified 

and assessed against the established baseline. A consistent approach to the assessment of 

impacts was followed to enable environmental and social impacts to be broadly compared across 

the ESIA. A set of generic criteria were used to determine significance (see below) which were 

applied across the various environmental social and environmental parameters. 

As far as possible, environmental and social impacts were quantified. Where it was not possible 

to quantify impacts, a qualitative assessment was conducted using professional experience, 

judgment and available knowledge, and including the consideration of stakeholder views. Where 

there were limitations to the data, and/or uncertainties, these have been recorded in the relevant 

chapters, along with any assumptions that were taken during the assessment. 

In order to determine the significance of each impact, two overall factors are considered: 

▪ The importance and/or sensitivity of the environmental and social receiving parameter, as 

determined during the assessment of baseline conditions; and 

▪ Magnitude and Nature of the impact. 

 

3.5.2 Sensitivity of the Receiving Parameter: 

Receiving parameter sensitivity was determined using information taken from the baseline 

description on the importance, significance or value of the social or environmental component 

under examination. It is important to understand the sensitivity of the receiving parameter, as 

this is a measure of the adaptability and resilience of an E&S parameter to an identified impact.  

The following categories of sensitivity were applied to the assessment: 

▪ High: The E&S parameter/receptor is fragile and an impact is likely to leave it in an altered 

state from which recovery would be difficult or impossible. 

▪ Medium: The parameter/receptor has a degree of adaptability and resilience and is likely to 

cope with the changes caused by an impact, although there may be some residual 

modification as a result; and 

▪ Low: The parameter/receptor is adaptable and is resilient to change. 

 

3.5.3 Magnitude and Nature of the Impact: 

The magnitude of the impact is the scale of change which the impact may cause compared to the 

baseline and how this change relates to accepted thresholds and standards. The following 

categories were applied to the assessment: 

▪ High: a large change compared to variations in the baseline.  Potentially a clear breach of 

accepted limits; 

▪ Medium: change which may be noticeable and may breach accepted limits; and 

▪ Low: when compared with the baseline, change which may only just be noticeable.  Existing 

thresholds would not be exceeded. 

Furthermore, in determining the magnitude of the impact it is important to take into account and 

consider several other factors which define the nature of the impact.  This includes the following:  

Type of Impact 

▪ Positive: applies to impacts that have a beneficial E&S result, such as enhancement of 

conditions; and  

▪ Negative: applies to impacts that have a harmful aspect associated with them such as loss or 

degradation of environmental resources.  
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3.5.5 Management Measures  

Based on the impact assessment undertaken a set of management measures are identified for 

each impact which aims to address it. Management measures include the following:  

▪ Additional Requirements: those are generally regulatory requirements which have been 

identified and which must be taken into account at a later stage.  

▪ Additional Studies: for certain E&S receptors additional studies must be undertaken at a later 

stage. Such studies and their scope, timing, etc. have been highlighted were relevant. 

▪ Mitigation Measures: a vital step in the ESIA process is the identification of measures that can 

be taken to ensure that impacts are mitigated or reduced to acceptable levels.  The ESIA will 

firstly consider the significance of any impacts caused by the Project and then assigned 

mitigation options through applying the following hierarchy: 

- Avoiding or ‘designing out’ impacts wherever possible;  

- Considering alternatives or modifications to the design to reduce the impacts wherever 

possible; 

- Applying measures to minimize and manage impacts on the receptor; then  

- As a last resort, identifying fair compensation, remediation and offsetting measures to 

address any potentially significant residual effects. 

Some negative impacts can be easily mitigated, whilst others cannot or are too difficult and 

costly to mitigate. The various potential impacts are described in this ESIA, along with the 

provision of ‘feasible mitigation measures’ that can be implemented.  

▪ Recommendations: for positive impacts it is not possible to identify mitigation measures, but 

rather recommendations have been identified which aim to enhance the positive impact. 

 

3.5.6 Assessment of Residual Significance  

If there are mitigation measures it is then necessary to make an assessment of the ‘residual 

significance’ after mitigation has been taken account. A re-assessment of Project impacts is then 

made, taking into account the effect of the proposed mitigation measures in order to determine 

the significance of the residual effects. Residual effects are discussed for each E&S theme in the 

ESIA chapters, and their significance determined and summarized in an Impact Assessment Table 

in “Section 8.14” 

 

3.5.7 Assessment of Cumulative Impacts  

For each of the impacts assessed, the ESIA investigates the cumulative impacts which could 

result from incremental impacts from other known existing and/or planned developments in the 

area, and based on currently available information on such existing/planned developments. 

Assessment of cumulative impacts is presented in “Section 8.15”. 

 

3.5.8 Development of Environmental and Social Management Plan (ESMP)  

Based on the results of the impact assessment, development of management measures, and 

development of monitoring plan, an ESMP was compiled into a single table that details all of the 

above. The ESMP will be a key document and will list the environmental/social requirements and 

detail the procedures necessary for managing the significant environmental/social issues 

connected to proposed Project activities. The ESMP will be developed specifically to provide 

flexibility in the nature and exact location of operations, while ensuring all potential impacts are 

identified and properly mitigated and monitored throughout the later stages of the Project. This 

ESMP can be used as a stand-alone document during the different phases of the Project by 

Developer, EPC Contractors, EEAA, and other responsible parties. 
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3.5.9 Assessment of Associated Facilities  

The key component related to the associated facilities would be the Overhead Transmission Line 

(OHTL) which will run from the Project site (from substation area) to the connection point with 

the National Grid. As discussed earlier, the design, construction and operation of the OHTL will be 

responsibility of EETC. 

However, at this stage no details were provided on the OHTL to include its route, number of 

pylons and their location, height, etc. Therefore, the methodology and approach for this ESIA 

does not take into account the baseline conditions and impacts associated with the OHTL.  
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4. Stakeholder Consultation and Engagement  

This Chapter discusses in details the stakeholder consultation and engagement plans which were 

undertaken as part of the ESIA process for the Project and provides an overview of the findings. 

In addition, this Chapter also discusses the future stakeholder consultation and engagement 

plans which are to take place at a later stage of the ESIA process as well the Project 

development. 

 

4.1 Introduction  

Stakeholder engagement is an integral part of ESIA good practice and is a statutory requirement 

of the national EIA legal framework in Egypt and within under good international practice, to 

include IFC and EBRD requirements. The Developer is committed to a technically and culturally-

appropriate approach to consultation and engagement with all stakeholders affected either 

directly or indirectly by the Project. The consultation program for the Project is based on 

informed consultation and participation in line with good international practice requirements with 

affected people, and is designed to be both fair and inclusive. Consultation activities have been 

an ongoing process since the commencement of the ESIA study in January 2020.  

Stakeholders are persons or groups who are directly or indirectly affected by a project, as well as 

those who may have interests in a project and/or the ability to influence its outcome, either 

positively or negatively. 

Stakeholders may include: 1. locally affected communities or individuals and their formal and 

informal representatives, 2. national or local government authorities, politicians, religious 

leaders, civil society organisations and groups with special interests, 3. the academic community, 

or other businesses.  

Stakeholder consultation is an inclusive process for sharing information that enables stakeholders 

to understand the risks, impacts, and opportunities of a development or project, allowing them to 

express their views and articulate their perceptions towards it.  

 

4.2 Objectives 

The objective of stakeholder consultation is to ensure that a participatory approach takes place, 

which in turn documents concerns of all stakeholder groups and makes sure that such concerns 

are considered, responded to, and incorporated into the decision-making process of the 

development. Stakeholder consultation needs to be a two‐way communication process that 

imparts information to stakeholders, but also obtains additional and on‐the‐ground information 

from them. Stakeholder consultation and engagement must take place at the inception phase of 

the ESIA process and implemented all through the study period. 

The specific objectives of this chapter are to: 

▪ Summarise national and international legal & policy requirements for stakeholder 

engagement; 

▪ Describe and identify the stakeholders affected and/or with an interest in the Project;  

▪ Summarise stakeholder engagement and consultation conducted to date. In addition, describe 

how the views and issues raised have informed and influenced the development of the 

Project; and 

▪ Outline the future plans and approach to stakeholder engagement. 

 

 



 

Page | 33  
 

 

4.3 Requirements for Stakeholder Engagement  

Egyptian Legislation Requirements 

Egyptian legislative requirements for stakeholder engagement are mainly included within the 

undertaking of the ESIA. The “Environment Law No. 4 of 1994 and subsequent amendments” 

require that an ESIA study shall be undertaken for projects with significance impacts, including 

two phases of stakeholder consultation: scoping and public consultation.  

The scoping should include targeted stakeholder consultations with key stakeholders as 

applicable (refer to “Section 4.5” below for additional details). In addition, the public consultation 

is required to include the following entities (refer to “Section 4.6” below for additional details): 

▪ Representatives of the EEAA  

▪ Related government authorities  

▪ Representatives of the Governorate and local units where the project is located 

▪ Affected local communities including local businesses  

▪ NGOs and civil society groups 

The articles covering the guidelines on conducting public consultations as part of the ESIA study 

are as follows: 

▪ Paragraph 6.4.3.1 Scope of Public Consultation 

▪ Paragraph 6.4.3.2 Methodology of Public Consultation 

▪ Paragraph 6.4.3.3 Documentation of the Consultation Results 

▪ Paragraph 7 Requirement and Scope of the Public Disclosure  

 

Financing Requirements 

Stakeholder engagement activities undertaken as part of the ESIA meets international best 

practice requirements to include the relevant environmental and social requirements of IFIs to 

include IFC and EBRD as identified below.   

the IFC Performance Standard (PS) 1 “Assessment and Management of Environmental and Social 

Risks and Impacts” addresses Stakeholder Engagement and sets out the following requirements: 

▪ Stakeholder Engagement is an on-going process that may involve: stakeholder analysis & 

planning, disclosure & dissemination of information, consultation & participation, grievance 

mechanism, and ongoing reporting to Affected Communities. 

▪ A Stakeholder Engagement Plan (SEP) must be developed and implemented that is scaled to 

the project risks and impacts and development stage, and be tailored to the characteristics 

and interests of the Affected Communities. 

▪ Affected Communities will be provided with access to relevant information on: (i) the 

purpose, nature, and scale of the project; (ii) the duration of proposed project activities; (iii) 

any risks to and potential impacts on such communities and relevant mitigation measures; 

(iv) the envisaged stakeholder engagement process; and (v) the grievance mechanism. 

▪ When Affected Communities are subject to identified risks and adverse impacts from a 

project, a process of consultation will be undertaken in a manner that provides the Affected 

Communities with opportunities to express their views on project risks, impacts and 

mitigation measures, and allows the client to consider and respond to them. 

▪ The extent and degree of engagement should be commensurate with the project’s risks and 

adverse impacts and concerns raised by Affected Communities. 
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Entity Scope 

Egyptian 
Electricity 
Transmission 
Company 
(EETC) 

Purchase of electrical energy produced from power plants, which authorizes local and 
foreign investors to create, and sell them on the ultra-effort networks. The 
implementation of projects for the electricity transmission. 

New & 
Renewable 
Energy 
Authority 
(NREA) 

NREA act as the national focal point for expanding efforts to develop and introduce 
renewable energy technologies to Egypt on a commercial scale together with 
implementation of related energy conservation programs. NREA is entrusted to plan 
and implement renewable energy programs in coordination with other concerned 
national and international institutions within the framework of its mandate. They 
were also responsible for providing the land required to the Developer for this Project 

in specific.  

General 
Petroleum 

Company 

A national State-owned company engaged in exploration, production and 
development of hydrocarbons, is responsible for the management of oil and gas 

exploration and production activities on behalf of the State. It is one of the 
subsidiary companies affiliated to the Ministry of Petroleum. It has the right of 

concession for petroleum exploration within the Project area in general and 
represents the main investment activity in the Project area.  

Ministry of 
Defence: Army 
Intelligence 
force, Border 

guards 

They also provide permissions to get into the desert area and responsible for 
providing security and support for the Project.  

 

Red Sea 
Governorate 

The main role of the governorate is supporting the Project by providing the various 
permissions and permits needed. 

Ras Gharib City 

Council 

Give permits for any construction projects (including this project). In addition, they 

are also responsible for providing supervision and follow-up from the Environmental 
Department in Ras  Ghareb City Council during the construction phase. Finally, they 
are also the official entity to coordinate with for solid waste disposal.  

Media: 
Newspaper, 
Television, 

Internet 

They disclose information about the Project. 

Water and 
wastewater 
Company in Ras 
Ghareb   

Provide the Project needs and requirements for water supply during construction and 
operation as well as wastewater disposal.  

Civil Aviation Issuing a permit for height requirements and warning signs 

Public health: 
Directorate of 
Health in Red 
Sea 

Governorate, 

Ras Ghareb 
General 
Hospital 

They provide the health services and facilities to the local districts 

Education 

providers (in 
particular 
technical / 
vocational 
training 
institutes)  

Provides knowledge and skills required in for various occupations, including 

renewables and wind power in specific that is delivered through formal, non-formal 
and informal learning processes. The education curriculum in undergraduate, 
postgraduate, or Technical and Vocational Education and Training (TVET) could be 
reviewed and revised to match the market and workforce requirements.  

Manpower 
Directorate: 

Data of the labour force in Suez Governorate and monitor labour recruitment 
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Figure 12: Newspaper Advertisement 
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Social Studies. Inquired whether a direct 
contact with the residents of Ras Ghareb 

was undertaken to find out their needs to 

be included in CSR program by 
Developer.  

implementing a CSR program in coordination 
with local entities as applicable and will be 

based on local community needs.   

 / Freelance 
Architect. Inquired about the 
requirements needed for hiring unskilled 

labour. 
 

It was explained that at this stage, such 
information is not available given that the EPC 
Contractor has not been assigned yet. Once 

appointed a local recruitment procedure will be 
developed that will identify commitments and 
requirements to local hiring. This is expected to 
include job opportunities for skilled labour such 
as technicians and engineers which will require 
specific qualifications, as well as unskilled labour 
which will not, such as construction and 

excavation workers.  

   / Egyptian 
Ministry of Education. Suggested to 

coordinate with the Ministry of Education 
to make a technical semester for wind 
projects and also suggested Developer to 

contribute in improving Ras Garb Public 
Hospital. 

It was explained that such suggestions can be 
taken into account and considered as part of the 

CSR activities that will be developed and 
undertaken by the Developer as explained 
earlier.   

Analysis of 
Alternatives   

Eng.  / EEAA. Stated 
that the presentation included 
alternatives for the turbine layouts and 

specifications and inquired if the impacts 
of such alternatives were studied in the 
ESIA.  

It was explained that the ESIA took into account 
the impacts from the alternatives. All options 
were studied and assessed as part of the ESIA 

but the final ESIA will take into account a final 
layout only.  
 

   / Project Manager – 
EEAA.  
Recommended to consider the alternative 

which includes fewer number of turbines.  

It was explained that the final selection of 
alternatives will be by the Developer and will 
depend on various factors such as technical 

consideration, economical and financial aspects 
and other.   

   /General 
Manager of Energy Projects – EEAA. 
Stressed that the study complies with the 

requirements of the EEAA. It is noted that 
the presentation included several 
alternatives in terms of the number and 
layout of wind turbines as well as 
specifications. The ESIA that is to be 
submitted should include only the final 
layout and turbine specifications for the 

project.  

It was explained that the final ESIA that will be 
submitted will include a final layout and turbine 
specifications as required by EEAA.  

 / Environmental researcher 
– EEAA. Inquired about the reason behind 
choosing this site despite the presence of 
oil companies in the area. In addition, he 

also asked if there was coordination to 
avoid overlap with these companies and 

reduce cumulative impacts. 

It was explained that the site has been allocated 
by NREA for wind power projects, and permits 
from different concerned authorities were 
obtained for the Project site.  It was also 

explained that there was previous coordination 
with such oil companies and there is a 

requirement for further coordination during the 
planning phase of the Project as recommended 
in the ESIA.  

Others   / Environmental 

management director – Ras Ghareb City 
Council. Inquired on why the EPC 
Contractor was is not present to take into 
account the suggestions raised 
throughout the session.  

It was explained that the EPC contractor has not 

been selected at this stage but will be 
completed by the Developer very soon. In 
addition, it was explained that the EPC 
Contractor will be required to adhere to all 
outcomes included within the ESIA and 
associated ESMP which would also take into 
account issues raised today as applicable.  



 

Page | 44  
 

/ Environmental researcher – 
EEAA. Inquired on why turbine heights 

are specifically limited to 120m in height.  

It was explained that such limitation on height 
was set for all wind farm projects in the region 

based on security issues due to location of 

Project within a military zone as well as other 
technical standards. 

Enquiry via the online platform. A 
question was raised on whether climate 
and temperature impacts have been 

studied on the turbines that will be 
selected and their performance.  

It was explained that the technical study that is 
undertaken by the Developer takes into account 
climatic conditions within the Project area 

including temperature levels.  

 

4.7 Future Stakeholder Engagement and Consultation  

Future stakeholder engagement and consultations will mainly include the following, each of which 

is discussed in further details below: (i) disclosure of the E&S documents; and (ii) 

implementation of the Stakeholder Engagement Plan (SEP) by the Developer. 

 

Disclosure of the ESIA document  

The final ESIA, Non-Technical Summary (NTS) and the SEP will be disclosed on the Developer’s 

website. Such documents will be disclosed for a minimum of 60 calendar days to allow any 

stakeholder to review the studies and comment on the scope of work undertaken, key issues 

identified and any other issues of concern they might have. At the end of the disclosure period, 

all received comments will be addressed and taken into account and an updated ESIA will be 

provided.  

 

 

Stakeholder Engagement Plan  

Stakeholder Engagement is an on-going process that involves: stakeholder analysis & planning, 

disclosure & dissemination of information, consultation & participation, grievance mechanism, 

and on-going reporting to Affected Communities. A Stakeholder Engagement Plan (SEP) is 

developed and implemented that is scaled to the Project risks and impacts and development 

stage, and be tailored to the characteristics and interests of the Affected Communities and key 

stakeholders.  

The SEP for the Project describes the planned stakeholder consultation activities and engagement 

process and includes the following: 

▪ Define the Project’s approach to future stakeholder engagement;  

▪ Identify stakeholders within the area influenced by the Project; 

▪ Profile identified stakeholders to understand their priorities;  

▪ Propose an action plan for future engagement with identified stakeholders; and  

▪ Set out the grievance/project complaints mechanism. 

The Developer is committed to implementing the requirements of the SEP throughout the lifetime 

of the Project. The SEP is provided as a standalone document. 
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5. Regulatory and Policy Framework  

This chapter first provides an overview of the environmental clearance process for the Project. 

The Chapter then discusses the regulatory context which is directly related to environmental 

compliance which must be adhered to by all parties involved in the Project throughout the 

planning and construction, operation, and decommissioning. The Chapter goes on to summarise 

the relevant international agreements and conventions to which Egypt is a signatory.  

Finally, as the Project is seeking financing from prospective lenders, this Chapter highlights the 

environmental and social policies and requirements of the potential lenders and IFIs which must 

be adhered to by the Developer. 

 

5.1 Egyptian Environmental Institutional Framework  

Egyptian Environmental Affairs Agency (EEAA) 

The EEAA is an authorised state body regulating environmental management issues. Egyptian 

laws identify three main roles of EEAA: 

▪ A regulatory and coordinating role in most activities, as well as an executive role restricted to 

the management of natural protectorates and pilot projects. 

▪ The responsibility of formulating the Environmental Management (EM) policy framework, 

setting the required action plans to protect the environment and follow their execution in 

coordination with Competent Administrative Authorities (CAAs).  

▪ The responsibility of EEAA in reviewing and approving the ESIA studies for new 

projects/expansions undertaken as well as monitoring the implementation of the ESMP. 

Environmental Management Unit (EMU) 

The Environmental Management Unit (EMU), at Governorate and district level, is responsible for 

the environmental performance of all projects/facilities within the Governorates premises. The 

Governorate has established EMUs at both Governorate and city/district levels. EMUs are 

responsible for the environmental protection within the Governorate boundaries. They are 

mandated to undertake both environmental planning and operation-oriented activities. EMU is 

mandated to: 

▪ Follow-up the environmental performance of the projects within the Governorate during both 

construction and operations phases to ensure the project is in compliance with the laws and 

regulations as well as with the mitigation measures included in its ESIA approval.  

▪ Investigate any environmental complaints filed against projects within the Governorate.  

▪ EMUs are administratively affiliated to the Governorate, yet technically to EEAA. EMUs submit 

monthly reports to EEAA with their achievements and inspection results.  

▪ The Governorate has a solid waste management unit at Governorate and district level. The 

units are responsible for the supervision of solid waste management contracts. 

Competent Administrative Authorities (CAAs) 

The Competent Administrative Authorities (CAAs) are the entities responsible for issuing licenses 

for project construction and operation. The ESIA is considered one of the requirements of 

licensing. The CAA for this project is NREA. NREA is thus responsible for receiving the ESIA 

studies, checking the information included in the documents concerning the location and for the 

suitability of the area to the project activity. It is also responsible for ensuring that the activity 

does not negatively impact the surrounding activities and that the location is in compliance with 

the ministerial decrees related to the activity. NREA forwards the documents to EEAA for review 

and to issue its response in 30 days period. They are the main interface with the project 

proponents in the ESIA system. The CAA is mandated to: 
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▪ Provide technical assistance to Project Proponents 

▪ Ensure the approval of the Project Site 

▪ Receive ESIA Documents and forward it to EEAA 

▪ Follow-up the implementation of the ESIA requirements during post construction field 

investigation (before the operation license). 

 

5.2 Egyptian Environmental Clearance Process  

The ESIA is governed by the Law No. 4 of 1994 and its amendments, the Law on Protection of 

the Environment and its Executive Regulations 1995 and its amendments (Prime Ministers Decree 

338). According to Law 4 of 1994, applications for a license from an individual, company, 

organization or authority, an assessment of the likely environmental impacts of development 

projects should be undertaken. An ESIA is required for all electricity generation projects including 

renewable energy projects.  

Based on the categorisation of development projects included within the Guidelines for EIA issued 

by the EEAA in 2009, wind farm projects are considered under Category C projects (projects with 

high potential impacts) which require undertaking a full ESIA study. 

The ESIA process is set according to the guidelines issued by the EEAA including: EIA Guidelines 

(2009), and the Environmental Impact Assessment Guidelines and Monitoring Protocols for Wind 

Energy Development Projects along the Rift Valley/Red Sea Flyway with a particular reference to 

wind energy in support of the conservation of Migratory Soaring Birds (MSB) (2013). The ESIA 

process is stipulated in the figure below.  

The key requirements for a full ESIA as per the requirements above include the following: 

▪ Environmental and Social (E&S) Regulatory and Legal Review 

▪ Project Description  

▪ Description of the Baseline Environment (physical, biological, social) 

▪ Identification and Analysis of Impacts  

▪ Analysis of Alternatives 

▪ Public Consultation (on the draft ESIA) 

▪ Environmental Management Plan (EMP) (mitigation measures, monitoring program, 

institutional arrangements) 

Upon submission of the ESIA report by the ESIA Practitioner to the CAA in charge of issuing 

licences, sends the ESIA to EEAA for evaluation. The EEAA shall review the ESIA and provide 

comments or feedback within 30 days. The CAA in charge of issuing licences in case of wind 

power projects is the NREA. 

After submission of an ESIA for review, EEAA may request revisions in the ESIA report within 30 

days, including additional mitigation measures, before issuing the report approval.  

 

5.3 Egyptian E&S Regulatory Context  

This section lists those legislations that are directly related to environmental and social 

compliance that must be adhered to by all parties involved in the Project throughout the planning 

and construction, operation, and decommissioning phase. These legislations include: (i) those 

issued by EEAA (laws, regulations and instruction), and (ii) the relevant national legislations 

issued by other line ministries (laws, regulations, instructions, standards). 

The table below lists the key relevant legislation and regulator/entity relevant to each of the 

environmental and social parameter being studied and assessed within this ESIA. Throughout the 

following Chapters, reference to the requirements set out within those legislations is provided 

under each relevant parameter. 
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awareness and grant observance of human rights.  
▪ At the forefront of these rights and freedoms are the right to life and security of individuals, freedom of belief and  

expression, the right to private property, the right to resort to courts of law, and the right to fair investigation and trial 

when charged with an offence.  
▪ This Constitution came into force after a public referendum on 11th September 1971 and was amended on 22nd May 

1980 to introduce the Shoura Council and the press. 

EEAA EIA 
guidelines 

▪ Paragraph 6.4.3.1 
Scope of Public 

Consultation 
▪ Paragraph 6.4.3.2 

Methodology of 
Public Consultation 

▪ Paragraph 6.4.3.3 
Documentation of 
the Consultation 

Results 
▪ Paragraph 7 

Requirement and 
Scope of the Public 
Disclosure 

▪ Conduct a public consultation as part of the ESIA study according to the EEAA guidelines methodology. The involvement 
of the public and concerned entities in the EIA planning and implementation phases is mandatory for Category C 

projects through the public consultation process with concerned parties. 
▪ Preparation of the Public Consultation Plan before starting the consultation activities in the EIA scoping phase, the 

project proponent prepares a plan indicating the methodology of the public consultation to be adopted in the two public 
consultation phases (EIA scoping phase and consultation on the draft EIA). The plan should indicate the concerned 

parties that will be consulted, method of consultation and other points. 
▪ An individual chapter in the EIA will be prepared for public consultation 
▪ Disclosure of relevant material is an important process and should be undertaken in a timely manner for all Category C 

projects. This process permits meaningful consultations between the project proponent and project-affected groups and 
local NGOs is required to take place. Before the public consultation on the draft EIA, the draft technical summary in 
Arabic should be disclosed to all concerned parties. 
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IFC EHS Guidelines  

In addition, to the Performance Standards, the IFC have sector-specific EHS guideline 

documents. With regards to the project the following are applicable: 

▪ IFC General EHS Guidelines (2007): identifies detailed EHS management and technical 

recommendations which are applicable for all development projects  

▪ IFC EHS Guidelines for Wind Energy (2015): identifies they key E&S impacts that should be 

investigated and provides detailed management and technical recommendations with regards 

to Industry-Best Practice. The IFC EHS Guidelines identifies the following key issues: 

- Landscape and visual  

- Noise  

- Biodiversity (to include birds and bats) 

- Shadow flicker 

- Water quality  

- Occupational health and safety  

- Blade and ice throws  

- Aviation  

- Electromagnetic interference 

- Public access 

- Abnormal load transportation  

▪ IFC EHS Guidelines for Electric Power Transmission and Distribution (2007): this in particular 

could be applicable for the associated facilities of the Project (i.e. transmission line for 

connection with the grid). The Guideline identifies they key E&S impacts that should be 

investigated and provides detailed management and technical recommendations with regards 

to Industry-Best Practice. The IFC EHS Guidelines identifies the following key issues: 

- Biodiversity (to include birds and bats) 

- Electric and magnetic fields  

- Hazardous materials  

- Occupational health and safety  

- Community health and safety 

 

EBRD Requirements  

EBRD’s 2019 Environmental and Social Policy seeks to ensure, through its environmental and 

social appraisal and monitoring processes, that the projects it finances: 

▪ Are socially and environmentally sustainable; 

▪ Respect the rights of affected workers and communities; and 

▪ Are designed and operated in compliance with applicable regulatory requirements and good 

international practice. 

In addition, EBRD’s E&S policy identifies large scale wind power projects as ‘Category A’ which 

are projects that could result in potentially significant environmental and/or social impacts that 

require an environmental and social impact assessment 

To translate this objective into successful practical outcomes, EBRD has adopted a 

comprehensive set of Performance Requirements (PRs) covering key areas of environmental and 

social impacts and issues. 

EBRD is committed to promoting European Union (EU) environmental standards as well as the 

European Principles for the Environment, to which it is a signatory, and which are also reflected 

in the PRs. EBRD expects clients to assess and manage the environmental and social issues 

associated with their projects so that projects meet the PRs. 
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6. Analysis of Alternatives  

6.1 Site Selection Alternatives 

The GoE has allocated to the NREA through Prime Ministerial Decree No. (37/4/15/14) of 2015 

land for development of renewable energy projects through usufruct rights.  

The area was proposed by the National Centre for Land-use Planning and was approved by the 

Council of Ministers. In line with the decree, the government assigned about 7,600km2 in the 

GoS, east and west of the Nile, Benban and Kom Ombo regions, of which about 5,700km2 are for 

wind projects (75% share) and about 1,900 km2 for solar energy projects (25% share), This 

includes an area of 1,220 km2 in the GoS with a total capacity of 3,550 MW for wind power 

projects (IRENA, 2018). 

Of the 1,220 km2 area in the GoS, currently an area of around 284km2 is being developed for 

multiple wind farm projects as noted in the figure below. The key factors taken into account for 

selection of this area include the following:  

▪ The land area is under governmental ownership and therefore does not require any land 

acquisition measures 

▪ The area is mostly free from competing uses; 

▪ The area is presumed to be one of the areas in Egypt with the highest wind power potential; 

▪ The area mostly consists of vast desert grounds; 

▪ The geomorphology of the area is favourable for wind power development requiring limited 

construction and landscape modification measures;  

▪ The access to the area can be considered to be easy requiring only limited road construction 

measures 

Based on the above, NREA has granted the Developer full access rights to the specific Project for 

the development of a 500MW Wind Farm Project. Therefore, taking the above into account, there 

are no site alternatives that were considered by the Developer in this case.  

 
Figure 14: Project Site as Part of the 284km2 Area Allocated for Wind Farm Developments 
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6.2 Technology Alternatives 

This section discusses several alternatives besides the development of a wind farm project. This 

mainly includes other renewable energy alternatives suitable for Egypt, as well as other 

technological alternatives for power generation such conventional thermal power plants. 

 

6.2.1 Renewable Energy Development Projects  

As discussed earlier, the GoE has taken bold steps to adopt an energy diversification strategy 

with increased development of renewable energy and implementation of energy efficiency, 

including assertive rehabilitation and maintenance programs in the power sector (IRENA, 2018). 

To this extent, in 2013, the Arab Republic of Egypt (through the Ministry of Electricity and 

Renewable Energy) had developed and adopted the ISES 2015 – 2035, which provides an 

ambitious plan to increase the contribution of renewable energy to 20% of the electricity 

generated by the year 2020, through hydro, wind, and solar. 

Egypt enjoys favourable solar radiation intensity and it is considered one of the most appropriate 

regions for exploiting solar energy both for electricity generation and thermal heating 

applications. Similar to the wind power development process, the GoE is developing many solar 

development projects (to include solar Photovoltaic (PV) and concentrated solar power) through 

the BOO mechanism and other (such as the Feed-In Tariff mechanism). Such development 

projects have been identified within key areas that provide the most favourable potential and 

conditions for solar development – this includes but not limited to Kom Ombo, West Nile, 

Hurghada, Zaafarana, Benban and other.    

With regards to hydropower, the main hydro resource in Egypt is the River Nile, with the highest 

potential in Aswan where a series of power stations are located. Within this context, several 

projects have been realised and several other hydroelectric plants are being developed.  

Taking the above into account, with regards to the Project site in specific it is best utilised for 

wind power projects. According to Egypt’s Wind Atlas (Wind Atlas for Egypt Measurement and 

Modelling 1991-2005), the country is endowed with abundant wind energy resources, particularly 

in the GoS area. This is one of the best locations in the world for harnessing wind energy due to 

its high stable wind speeds that reach on average between 8 and 10 m/s at a height of 100m, 

along with the availability of large uninhabited desert areas. Check figure below.  

Therefore, as discussed earlier, the GoE has allocated to the NREA through Prime Ministerial 

Decree No. (37/4/15/14) of 2015 an area of 1,220km2 in the GoS for wind development 

projects. 
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Figure 15: Egypt's Wind Atlas (Source: IRENA, 2018) 

6.2.2 Thermal Power Plants  

Other energy generation alternatives suitable to be built in Egypt include conventional thermal 

power plants, similar to others already existent in the country. Despite the advantages that a 

solution of this kind would entail ‐ such as a potential bigger energy generation capacity or the 

creation of more jobs during both construction and operation ‐ the disadvantages would be 

significant; especially those related to environmental impacts. Conventional thermal power plans 

are well known for their environmental impacts when compared to this Project and could include 

significantly higher water consumption, generation of air pollutants and greenhouse gas 

emissions, etc.  

More importantly, as noted earlier such developments would not be in line with the Government’s 

ISES 2015 – 2035” which in broad terms advocates for the diversification of energy resources 

and increasing the share of renewable energy to 20% in 2020. 

 

6.3 Design Alternatives  

As discussed earlier, currently an area of around 284km2 in the GoS is being developed for 

multiple wind farm projects. NREA has granted the Developer full access rights to the specific 

Project for the development of a 500MW Wind Farm Project.  

A Strategic and Cumulative Environmental and Social Assessment (SESA) was undertaken for the 

284km2 area (was carried out by the RCREEE on behalf of NREA) and the Wind Energy 

Developers approved by the EEAA in July 2018. 

One of the objectives of the SESA was to investigate the cumulative impacts of the wind farm 

developments and identify constraints to be taken into account by the various developers.  

The SESA investigated key E&S attributes to include biodiversity, birds, bats, land use, 

archaeology and cultural heritage, etc. In summary, the SESA does not identify any constraints 

for the Project area that should be taken into account. However, the approval requirements 

identified by EEAA on the SESA identified the following measures (discussed in further details in 

“Section 7.2”) which have been taken into account by the Developer as part of the preliminary 

design process: 

- Turbine should be sited in rows perpendicular to the main wind direction;  

- A distance of 1km should be maintained between the rows;  
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- Avoid turbines with lattice towers; 

- Paint turbine blades to increase blade visibility and, thus, decrease collision risk for 

migrating roosting and local birds;  

- Restrict turbine height to a reasonable maximum total tip height, as collision risk for 

migrating birds is believed to increase with turbine height. A maximum total tip height of 

120 m is recommended1; 

- Avoid lighting of wind turbines, as birds might be attracted to wind farm areas by lights 

leading to an increased collision risk; 

- Build the grid within a wind farm area and the grid between different wind farm areas by 

underground cables. If the use of overhead lines cannot be avoided, such overhead lines 

should be designed according to available guidelines; 

- It is important to note that the SESA identifies buffer areas of importance for migratory 

birds in which no turbines are allowed to be sited. No such areas are located within the 

Project site and therefore no specific measures should be undertaken; and 

- Other operational mitigation measures to be considered which will be identified in the 

ESIA to include an Active Turbine Management Plan.  

In addition, one of the objectives of this ESIA is to build on the outcomes of the SESA and 

investigate/identify any further site-specific E&S constraints to be taken into account by the 

Project developer throughout the planning and design phase of the Project. However, as 

presented throughout the ESIA, no further site-specific constraints have been identified in 

relation to the Project site. Therefore, there are no additional design alternatives to be considered 

in relation to E&S issues. However, the ESIA identifies additional E&S requirements which must 

be taken into account as presented throughout the document.  

 

6.4 No-Project Alternative  

The ‘no project’ alternative assumes that the 500MW Project will not be developed. Should this 

be the case, then the Project site area would remain the same. The land area would remain with 

its current characteristics – a vast desert grounds with sparse vegetation.  

Should the Project not move forward, then the Project‐related negative environmental impacts 

discussed throughout this ESIA would be averted. However, as noted throughout the ESIA, 

generally such impacts do not pose any key issues of concern and can be adequately controlled 

and mitigated through the implementation of the ESMP discussed in “Chapter 9”. Nevertheless, 

should the Project not move forward; the significant and crucial positive economic and 

environmental benefits would not be realised. Such benefits include the following: 

▪ This development allows for more sustainable development and shows the commitment of the 

GoE to realizing the energy strategy; 

▪ Contribute to increasing energy security through development of local energy resources and 

reducing dependency on external energy sources; 

▪ The clean energy produced from renewable energy resources is expected to reduce 

consumption of alternative fuels for electricity generation, and will thus help in reducing 

greenhouse gas emissions, as well as air pollutant emissions; and 

▪ Project is expected during the construction and operation phase to generate local employment 

and commit to other social responsibilities. As such, this is expected, to a certain extent, to 

 
1 Note: in July 2022 new governmental approvals have been provided for an increase in tip height up until 220m. collision risk for 

migrating birds has been assessed for the tip height considered for this Project as discussed later in “Section 8.6”. 
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subsequently enhance the socio‐economic conditions and standards of living of the local 

communities. 

In conclusion, an ESIA must investigate all potential positive and negative impacts from a project 

development. In the case of this Project, it is important to weigh the significant positive economic 

and environmental impacts incurred from the Project development, against the negative 

environment impacts anticipated at the site-specific level – in which generally this ESIA concludes 

to be minor in nature and can be adequately controlled. The comparison in this chapter clearly 

concludes that the ‘no project’ alternative is not a preferable option. 
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Figure 16: View and Landscape of the Project Area 

Critical visual receptors are identified as those normally seen as valuable by the human 

perception and include recreational activities, environmental reserves, local community 

settlements, remarkable historical or cultural sites, and other.  

Based on the site visit undertaken for the Project area and the 4-5km radius, no critical visual 

receptors were identified. The general area around the Project has different petroleum activities 

but nothing major inside the Project site. The nearest neighbour to the Project area is a 

petroleum company. 

In addition, based on the literature review and consultations, no critical visual receptors were 

identified within the 15km radius with the exception of Ras Ghareb city located at around 9km 

to the southeast. There are several receptors located within the 15km radius as identified in 

“Section 7.2” below, however those do not classify as key visual receptors. This includes an Air 

Force Defence Unit, several Petroleum facilities, other wind farm development projects, dams, 

and other.  

Other key critical visual receptors are located at a distance from the Project area. This includes 

for example: (1) Zaafarana village located at more than 65 km to the north west; (2) closest 

key archaeology/cultural heritage site (harbour complex dating to the Old Kingdom located at 

more than 30 km away), (3) key biodiversity areas (Gabal El Zeit Important Bird Area located 

near the Project site – additional details on this is provided in “Section 7.2” below); (4) a 

touristic resort located 40 km to the north; (5) the nearest police mobile station is located about 

5 km from the site on the Ras Ghareb – Sheikh Fadl Road.  

 

7.2 Land Use  

This section provides an assessment of baseline conditions within the Project site and surrounds 

in relation to land use.  

 

7.2.1 Baseline Assessment Methodology  

The baseline assessment of the ‘formal’ land use was based on collection of secondary data and 

plans available from the relevant governmental entities – this includes in particular as related to 

the ESIA (i) formal land use planning for Ras Ghareb; and (ii) area of critical environmental 

concern planning. In addition, the ESIA Team reviewed the different studies undertaken for the 

area.  
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Understanding and characterising the informal, customary, or actual land use of the Project site 

was mainly based on a detailed land use survey for the Project site and a 4-5km radius to 

document and understand any informal land use activities undertaken such as physical activities 

(houses, structures, etc.) or economical activities (such as grazing, agricultural, petroleum 

activities, etc.). The ESIA Team also checked the Project area on Google Earth prior to the site 

survey and identified buildings/facilities that should be verified during the site visit. In addition, 

consultations were undertaken with relevant stakeholders to further understand any informal, 

customary, or actual land use practices as identified throughout the text below.    

 

7.2.2 Formal Land Use 

Local Formal Land Use Plan  

Consultations were undertaken with the Ras Ghareb City Council to understand the formal land 

use plan set for the Project area. According to such consultations, the specified area for the 

Project is not in the City’s plan and based on the “Presidential Decree No. 116 of the year 

2016”, it has been allocated to NREA for the development of wind farm projects. These plots 

have been allocated to various developers by NREA.  

As discussed earlier, NREA has allocated to the Developer the Project site area in specific for 

development of this Project.  

 

General Petroleum Company  

The area in general includes petroleum mining activities that are operated mostly by the 

General Petroleum Company. A Work Coordination Agreement has been signed between NREA 

and the General Petroleum Company in 2005 for an area of 700km2 in which wind farm 

developments will take place. The Agreement includes several articles for the development 

projects to include for example: 

▪ The General Petroleum Company has agreements for oil exploration and utilisation within 

concession areas located within the agreed 700km2 area.  

▪ Wind turbines will be allocated in rows with a distance of 1km between each row and the 

next  

▪ A distance of 260m will be respected between each wind turbine  

▪ The hub-height of the turbines should be around 65m above ground  

▪ The dimensions of the concrete foundation should be around 20m×20m and depth of 4m 

below ground  

▪ Cables should be laid out next to the rows of turbines at a depth ranging from 1.5-2m and 

enclosed within special pipes with a diameter of around 15cm that connects to a substation 

that will be constructed on an area of 500m×500m  

▪ Within the same trench, communication cables will be included that will connect with a 

control room in the main administrative building  

▪ The wind rows will be serviced with internal roads with a width of 6m located adjacent to 

each row and these roads should be designed without an asphalt layer and should be able to 

withstand a load of 15ton/axle  

▪ Other requirements will include an administrative building, service buildings, accommodation 

facilities, etc. 

▪ General Petroleum Company has the right to undertake surveys, measurements or any 

other exploration activities along with any other company associated with it. The agreement 

identifies several provisions that should be met for any well drilling or survey activities some 
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of which include: (i) ensure appropriate areas are available within the wind farms for 

installation of equipment and machinery to undertake required surveys; (ii) turn off turbines 

when required for security reasons or reduce noise impacts on survey results; (iii) provide 

the General Petroleum Company with final, detailed and accurate as built drawings for all 

infrastructure elements above and underground (e.g. cables, roads, etc.). 

▪ Identifies areas where no wind farm development projects are allowed. No such areas are 

located within the Project site.  

▪ NREA will inform the General Petroleum Company before commencement of any activity of 

any wind farm development in the area. 

 

Areas of Critical Environmental Concern  

Planning for areas of critical environmental concern is under the responsibility of the EEAA and 

this includes Important Bird Areas (IBAs) and natural protectorates. EEAA’s nature protection 

team published in 2013 the locations for all current and future natural protectorates. The 

Project location is not located within any existing or planned natural protectorates, where the 

closest is 70km away to include the planned natural protectorate at Ras Shukeir. 

In addition, Egypt has 34 IBAs and the closest IBA to the Project site is Gabal El Zeit, covering a 

100-km strip along the shoreline starting 21 km north of Ras Ghareb reaching its end 50 km 

north of Hurghada. The Gabal El Zeit IBA is located on the borders of the Project site and in 

addition around 1km2 of the IBA is located within the Project site as noted in the figure below.   

Taking the above into account, it is important to note that there is no relevant Egyptian 

legislation which prevents development projects (including wind farms) within IBAs or 

legislations which identify any specific constraints to be taken into account.  

According to the Strategic and Cumulative Environmental and Social Assessment (RCREEE, 

2018), which covers the overall NREA wind farm project development area along the Gulf of 

Suez, including the Project site, this overlap has been identified, as noted in the figure below. 

Based on the expected impact of the wind farm developments and the mitigation measures 

particularly required to minimize any potential impact to an acceptable level, the SESA states 

“the ecological function of the IBA will not be decreased by operational wind farms, if 

appropriate mitigation measures will be considered and thoroughly implemented.” The SESA 

also states “… development of wind turbines in the eastern part of the Wind project-plot 3-4, 

which overlaps with the Important Bird Area Gebel El Zeit, needs to be discussed amongst 

relevant stakeholders ensuring the preservation of the ecological function of the IBA Gebel El 

Zeit as a migration corridor for large soaring birds.” 

Taking the above into account, based on the approval requirements identified in the SESA and 

also based on RCREEE’s experience with other wind farm developments in the area, the 

following measures are identified to be taken into account as discussed earlier in “Section 6.3”: 

- Turbine should be sited in rows perpendicular to the main wind direction;  

- A distance of 1km should be maintained between the rows;  

- Avoid turbines with lattice towers; 

- Paint turbine blades to increase blade visibility and, thus, decrease collision risk for 

migrating roosting and local birds;  

- Restrict turbine height to a reasonable maximum total tip height, as collision risk for 

migrating birds is believed to increase with turbine height. A maximum total tip height of 

120 m is recommended; however, this should not be regarded as a strict limitation. 

According to the technical characteristics of modern turbines exceeding a height of 120 

m might be acceptable to a certain degree. It is worth noting that in July 2022, the 

Government of Egypt has provided a permit to upgrade the turbine heights up until 

220m, while the Developer have selected turbine specifications with a 180m tip height. 
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Impacts have been properly assessed for the increase in tip height accordingly as 

discussed later in “Section 7.58.6”;  

- Avoid lighting of wind turbines, as birds might be attracted to wind farm areas by lights 

leading to an increased collision risk; 

- Build the grid within a wind farm area and the grid between different wind farm areas by 

underground cables. If the use of overhead lines cannot be avoided, such overhead lines 

should be designed according to available guidelines; 

- It is important to note that the SESA identifies buffer areas of importance for migratory 

birds in which no turbines are allowed to be sited. No such areas are located within the 

Project site and therefore no specific measures should be undertaken; and 

- Other operational mitigation measures to be considered which will be identified in the 

ESIA to include an Active Turbine Management Plan.  

 
Figure 17: SESA Area Overlap with IBA 

Land Ownership  

The Government of Egypt (GoE) has allocated to the NREA through “Presidential Decree No. 116 

of the year 2016”, land for development of renewable energy projects through usufruct rights. 

The area was proposed by the National Centre for Land-use Planning and was approved by the 

Council of Ministers. In line with the decree, this includes an area of 1,220 km2 in the Gulf of 

Suez (GoS) with a total capacity of 3,550 MW for wind power projects. Of the 1,220 km2 area in 

the GoS, currently an area of around 284km2 is being developed for multiple wind farm 

projects.  

Based on the above, NREA has granted the Developer full access rights to the specific Project 

for the development of a 500MW Wind Farm Project. Therefore, the land is currently under the 

ownership of NREA. 
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4 28°26'54.96"N 
32°59'47.38"E 

Dara Petroleum Co. Gate  
Located in the south eastern direction 

Distance from Project Centre is 7.0 km 

Distance from nearest project border is 2.9 
km  

 
5 28°26'36.02"N 

32°57'56.10"E 
Sub Station location 
Located in the south eastern direction 

Distance from Project Centre is 4.0 km 
Distance from nearest project border is 380 m  

 
6 28°24'47.79"N 

32°57'48.64"E 
Dara Petroleum Co. Field 
Located in the southern direction 
Distance from Project Centre is 5.5 km 
Distance from nearest project border is 270 m 

 
7 28°23'52.67"N 

32°57'48.00"E 
West Ras Bakr Petroleum Co.- office 
building & parking 
Located in the southern direction 

Distance from Project Centre is 9.0 km 
Distance from nearest project border is 480 m  

 
8 28°25'18.11"N 

32°51'48.87"E 
Activities of one of the petroleum 
companies 

Located in the western direction 
Distance from Project Centre is 7.1 km 

Distance from nearest project border is 4.65 
km 

 
9 28°24'9.67"N 

32°55'12.02"E 
West Ras Bakr Petroleum Co. Gate 
Located in the south eastern direction 
Distance from Project Centre is 7.0 km 
Distance from nearest project border is 430 m 

 
10 28°23'41.72"N 

32°51'18.84"E 
H Area -Dara Petroleum Co.  
Located in the south western direction 
Distance from Project Centre is 9.0 km 
Distance from nearest project border is 4.8 

km 

 
11 28°21'51.20"N 

32°53'33.54"E 
K Area -Dara Petroleum Co. - far away 
about 11 km from project center at South 

west direction, and about 5.35 km from the 
nearest project border 
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12 28°21'44.29"N 
32°55'14.54"E 

Activities of one of the petroleum 
companies 

Located in the south western direction 

Distance from Project Centre is 10.0 km 
Distance from nearest project border is 4.2 
km 

 
13 28°24'4.49"N 

32°55'49.45"E 
An old site for a petroleum company located 
at the southern border includes unfixed 

caravans and some equipment.   

 
 

 
Figure 18: The Main Key Activities/Facilities Identified in the Vicinity of the Project Site  

 

Old and Obsolete Land Use Locations 

During the site surveying by the ESIA Team, some old and obsolete areas have been detected 

at the Project area especially at the northern part of the site. Mainly they are old and obsolete 

oil wells, with no ongoing activities onsite. The following are clarifying the coordinates of the 

main findings with some photos.  
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POINT 2 28°29'2.33"N 

32°53'32.14"E 
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POINT 3 28°29'22.16"N 
32°53'5.45"E 

 

 
 

 

Bedouin Groups 

The key Bedouin group known in the area is the Ma’aza tribe, a tribe of Arabs that used to live 

in the mountain range to the west of the site as well as within the local governmental unit in 

Ras Ghareb. Currently, the Ma’aza tribe settle permanently in Ras Gharib town, Zaafarana and 

Wadi Dara. Such Bedouin groups generally engage in traditional economic activities such as 

agriculture and animal husbandry and in addition, they are also employed in the Development 

projects in the area (mainly the petroleum companies) either as guides, security guards, or 

contractors. 

In general, local Bedouin tribes (to include Ma’aza tribe) do not abide to the legal process 

required to own land. Therefore, Bedouins apply a type of customary ownership which is not an 

official process known as Urfi Contracts and Ghafra System.  

Bedouin tribes claim rights of these lands based on their knowledge of the area and the alleged 

history of their family living there for generations, even though they do not have official 

documents to support such claims. This practice is followed up by “Urfi” contracts however such 

documents are not considered by the GoE as official documents and are not considered to be 

supported legally. Furthermore, aiming at declaring their possession of the lands, separate 

houses are built and scattered in such lands. The residents construct the houses with no legal 

license (RCREEE, ECO Consult and EcoConServ, May 2020). If the land is not being used or 

inhabited by any Bedouin groups then the Ghafra system is not considered applicable.  
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In order to avoid conflicts with Bedouins, companies involved in development projects over 

lands claimed by Bedouins always try to get into certain arrangements with the tribes. In 

general, developers employ Bedouin groups to provide support in implementing their projects 

and providing security and protection for an agreed financial compensation. They can also work 

on various tasks related to the project (such as becoming security guards, provision of raw 

materials, provision of food supplies and water to the workers, etc.). In terms of engagement 

and information disclosure, the most important person to engage will be their community leader 

(i.e. the male head of the family) (RCREEE, ECO Consult and EcoConServ, May 2020).  

Consultations were undertaken with the head and elders of such Bedouin families. Key 

outcomes are summarised below:  

▪ Currently, there are no Bedouin families residing at or near the Project site. Such Bedouin 

families settle in Ras Gharib town, Zaafarana, Wadi Dara.   

▪ There are no economic activities undertaken by Bedouin families in or near the Project site 

such as agricultural activities, grazing, etc.  

▪ Bedouin families undertake security and guarding practices for existing projects and projects 

under construction located in the areas in which they exist based on agreements signed 

between the Developer or EPC Contractor and a representative of these Bedouin families.  

 

7.3 Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology 

This section provides an assessment of baseline conditions within the Project site and surrounds 

in relation to geology, hydrology, and hydrogeology. 

 

7.3.1 Baseline Assessment Methodology  

The assessment was based on review of secondary data to include literature review of previous 

publications and studies related to geology, hydrology and hydrogeology. In addition, a site 

assessment was undertaken to confirm and verify the outcomes of the literature review and 

document conditions on the ground. 

Geology  

The Project site is a part of Gharib plain which extends Northeast (NE)- Southwest (SW) parallel 

to the Gulf of Suez and is bounded from the west by the higher mountainous range and from 

the east by western coast of the Gulf of Suez.  

Geologically, the Project site is located in the sedimentary basin called West Bakr that has many 

productive petroleum wells. As noted in the figure below, Quaternary deposits (Post-Miocene) 

are the main exposed sediments covering the entire Project site. 

These deposits are composed of gravels, sand, clay, aeolian sand sheets and sand 

accumulations. They are mainly clastic sediments of different textures ranging from silt to 

gravel size. The composition of the Quaternary deposits is mainly the weathering products of 

the surrounding exposed rocks. The colour of the soil cover (Quaternary deposits) reflects the 

source of the sediments.  The area within and around the Project site consists mainly of granitic 

rocks rich in feldspars reddish in colour, while the soil cover in this region predominantly 

reddish as it consists of fragments of granite and feldspars, the weathered products of granites. 
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Figure 22: Physiography of the Project Site and Surrounding Areas  

 
Figure 23: Elevation Model of the Project Area 

Based on the site visit undertaken, it is clear that the Project concession is located in a simple 

relief area characterized by: 
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7.4 Biodiversity  

This section provides an assessment of baseline conditions within the Project site and surrounds 

in relation to biodiversity. It is important to note that biodiversity assessed in this section 

excludes birds (avi-fauna) and bats, which are discussed separately in “Section 7.5” and 

“Section 7.6“ respectively.  

 

7.4.1 Baseline Assessment Methodology 

The baseline assessment of the Project site was based on a literature review, which was based 

on previous studies, data, surveys, and records available in published scientific papers, books, 

and journals on flora and fauna species recorded within the study region in general. It is 

important to note that since the available literature on the Project site and its vicinity is 

relatively limited, the literature reviewed included a wide spectrum of references including 

international references that have a wider focus than the region of the Project. Additionally, a 

special consideration was given to the Strategic and Cumulative Environmental and Social 

Assessment for an Area of 284 km2 at the Gulf of Suez (SESA) (2018). 

A field survey was undertaken at the Project site during the spring 2020. The focus of the field 

survey was mainly to identify key habitats and identify any outstanding biodiversity taxa and/or 

elements that could require specific focus.  

The field survey mainly included field observations, where the site was examined carefully for 

the presence of active animals, animal signs and tracts, active burrows, remains or any other 

vital signs that indicate the activity of animals. Due to the large size of the Project site, the 

research team focused on areas of high priorities; mainly wadis since they are believed to be 

the main corridors that animals would use in moving around the site. Similar approach was 

followed for the flora survey where the survey focused on sides of wadis and any areas where 

vegetation was noticed. In addition, the site was surveyed for occurring plant species which 

were noted and recorded to include number of species, coverage interception per species, etc. 

Fauna and Flora Species status 

All species recorded as part of the literature review had their conservation status identified 

according to International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) Red List of Threatened 

Species (IUCN, 2020), which provides the global conservation status of evaluated species. Since 

Egypt does not have national Red Lists for most taxa, the regional assessments of the 

Mediterranean region and North African region were reviewed for any species that could be of 

conservation value on the regional level. 

 

7.4.2 Results  

In accordance with the methodology discussed above, the results below discuss the findings and 

outcomes for flora and fauna based on the literature review and field survey.  

(i) Flora  

According to Olson et al (2001), the project area is located in the Desert and Xeric Shrublands 

Biome and more specifically in the Ecoregion of Red Sea Coastal Desert. Applying the 

classification elaborated by Harhash et al. (2015) to the habitats found in the Project area, the 

whole Project area must be attributed to the main habitat system “Desert”. The vast majority of 

the Project area can be classified as “Hamada Desert” (Sub-System: “Plain Land”) that is 

crossed by “Valleys and Canyons” (i.e. wadis) which belong to the Sub-System “Low Land”. 

According to SESA (RCREEE, 2018), the Project area consists mainly of flat pebble desert cut by 

shallow drainage lines; wadis. As typical for desert regions, habitats are limited in diversity and 

coverage. Wadis, which have a relatively high level of diversity, are marked with fine sand and 

clay sediments deposited by old, slow surface flows. Vegetation cover in the Project area was 

found to be extremely sparse and restricted to single drainage channels. Vegetation within the 
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Monitoring Protocol 

The field assessment team was composed of 4 qualified observers with adequate previous 

experience in avifaunal assessments for wind farms. Each VP was covered by a single observer 

over observation periods covering the predicted peaks of migration, based on previous 

assessments as outlined in the required guidelines.  

Monitoring from VP’s was carried out daily following a rotational system to ensure that the 8 

VPs are covered regularly, while also covering the various periods of daylight from dawn to 

sunset. Observation periods from each VP was conducted for a maximum of 4 hours in order to 

ensure that the quality of monitoring does not get affected by the observers’ exhaustion. A 

minimum of a 1-hour break was provided between each observation period. In total, a 

maximum of 4 VP were covered every day, where each observation period is covered a 

minimum of 8 hours per day; 4 hours in the morning followed by a minimum of 1-hour break 

and 4 hours in the afternoon.   

Note: although a 1-hour break is provided between each two observation periods, our approach 

ensured that this does not affect quality of recording. Therefore, we adopted a system in which 

the 1-hour break is undertaken through an alternate method between observers (i.e. one 

observer takes the break for example from 1pm-2pm while the second observer keeps 

watching, then second observer takes the break while first observer goes back to watching, and 

so on so forth). This would ensure that the entire daylight hours are covered and continuous 

monitoring is undertaken from start to finish throughout the day.  

The start and end of observation periods will vary depending on the following conditions: 

▪ The season being covered and therefore the duration of daylight hours of the season 

▪ Weather conditions, including visibility 

▪ The records of the previous observation sessions, as this could reflect on the expected bird 

activity 

Data was recorded on spreadsheets forms, as shown below. These spreadsheets are filled on a 

daily basis. It is important to highlight that, during the data collection, accounting for zero bird 

count days (days with no records of migrating birds) was taken into account in the datasheets. 

This parameter can help to better understand the interactions of birds and their response to 

changes in weather conditions and limiting factors of crossing the GoS, and determine the 

favourable and unfavourable weather conditions of migration generally or specifically for a 

certain species. 

The recording of observations broadly  followed the methods described by Band et al. (2007), 

which are summarized below.  

Observers at VPs position themselves to minimize their effects on bird behavior. A complete 

circle of 360 degrees is scanned using a combination of naked and 10x binoculars2.  

If a target species is detected, it will be followed until it ceases flying or is lost from view. For 

each observation of a target species, date collected included the following: 

▪ The time the target species was detected 

▪ The flight duration of the target species to the nearest 15-second interval 

▪ Estimate of the bird’s flight height above ground level at the point of first detection and 

thereafter at 15-second intervals, where flight heights to be classified based on turbine 

specifications and to be at least divided into four classes:     

  Band 1= Turbine from the bottom to the tip height (0-120 m) 

 
2 Note that this deviates from the method described in Band (2007) which recommends a viewing arc for a single observer of 180 
degrees or less 
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 Band 2= above turbine height (120-150 m) 

 Band 3= 150-200 m 

 Band 4= above 200m 

Note: for the spring season of 2020 and 2021 and the autumn season of 2020 a height 

band of 0-120m and > 120m  were considered, while for the spring season 2022 and 

autumn season of 2021 all 4 height bands identified above were considered. The 

reason for this is that during spring season of 2020 and 2021 and the autumn season 

of 2020 the turbine tip height that was considered was 120m. However, at a later 

stage this was changed to a higher height and thus new additional height bands were 

added.   

As a guidance to observers to define their area of survey before starting the observation, 

determining the cardinal directions (North, South, East and West), and also pre-defining several 

landmarks of reference in the field, if possible, was also recommended. Observers constantly 

scan, using a combination of naked-eye and binoculars, the whole covered buffer of 360 

degrees around, from each OP until a target species is detected. 

Weather conditions (wind intensity and direction, visibility, cloud cover and precipitation) were 

recorded at start time of monitoring activities, then at every subsequent hour and at the end 

time of monitoring activities.  

Ideally, observations should be made in a range of wind conditions. This is particularly 

important in the case of soaring birds when wind direction and strength is likely to affect 

migration behaviour and flight routes. It is not necessary to record these conditions by all 

observers and the team leader can identify one of the observers to record.  

It is important to note that complete information on all records including the records detected 

outside the buffer radius around the VP were collected, including number of birds and distance. 

Also, the distance between the detected record and the observer were collected and 

documented within datasheets. Flight direction as well as altitudes of all records are among the 

basic information to be collected. 

As shown in the data sheet forms on the next page, it was proposed to have one sheet for 

targeted species (priority species; MSBs) and another sheet for accidental observations of 

passerines and non-targeted species.  

Basic Data Units 

▪ Date (year/month/day) 

▪ Vantage point (VP1 to VP8) 

▪ Observer name (initials) 

▪ Time at the start of the observation period 

▪ Time at the end of the observation period 

▪ Observation time in hours and minutes format (00: 00) 

▪ Species - every bird species will be recorded using a code consisting of the first three letters 

of  the two parts of the binominal (genus and species) scientific names (e.g., Aquila 

nipalensis is Aqu nip). For unidentified birds it will be referred to the nearest  identifiable 

systematic position, e. g. two close species Cir aer/pyg, or to genus level, e.g., Aqu sp., if 

not possible to the closest group e. g. Unidentified Raptor (UR). The survey area is being 

scanned constantly until a target MSB species is detected in flight.  

▪ Number – number of birds of the same species (mixed species flocks should have one line 

and one key number for each species) 

▪ Sex and Age - Sex: M/F; Age: Juvenile (J), Immature (I), Adult (A). 

▪ Height classes as discussed earlier   
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▪ Origin – cardinal/intercardinal direction of the point where the bird was first detected in 

relation to the observer. 

▪ Direction – cardinal/intercardinal main direction of the bird(s)’s trajectory  

▪ Other VPs – indication of other VPs know to have also recorded the bird(s) 

▪ Relevant behaviour of flying – Soaring, Gliding, Active flying 

▪ Observation numbers 

▪ Observation distance  

▪ Recorded Inside or Outside the project site 

▪ Map of recorded birds within the wind farm area, trajectories will be drawn.  

▪ a column identifies the number of the map sheet in which the movement was drawn 

▪ Any other noteworthy remarks will be noted.  

▪ All units will be collected for all recorded targeted species inside and outside the project 

area. 

▪ None targeted species will be recorded in a separate accidental datasheet, and mainly basic 

data of observation time, species, number of individuals, flying direction, etc. will be 

recorded. No trajectories will be mapped. 

 

Weather Data 

▪ This sheet will only be filled by one of the senior observers assigned by the Team Leader. 

▪ The following weather variables will be recorded hourly.  

▪ Cloud cover (%) 

▪ Visibility (km)- following predefined categories: 1 = 2.5 km, 2 = 5 km 3 = 7.5 km, 4 = 10 

km 

▪ Temperature (ºC) 

▪ Wind direction (cardinal/intercardinal points) 

▪ Wind speed (Beaufort) 

▪ Precipitation: Yes/No. Heavy (H)/Moderate (M)/Light (L)   

Mapping 

▪ Date (Year/month/day) 

▪ Observation Point (1 to 8) 

▪ Observer name 

▪ Targeted species trajectories must be drawn documenting their flight paths over and around 

the project site 

▪ Each trajectory must be numbered with a key number which will correspond to the key 

number for that movement in the main targeted species sheet 

▪ Each trajectory will be represented by a line segment ending with an arrow signalling the 

direction of movement 

▪ Movement ID (key number) should be written at the start of the origin of the line segment. 

▪ If mixed species flocks occur, the same line in the map can be used for both species. The 

same applies to different movements that follow the same trajectory 

▪ Trajectory numbers must be clearly legible and a new map should be used whenever many 

trajectories need to be drawn, in order to make the interpretation as clear as possible 

▪ If a flock splits, the sub-flocks must be drawn as separate movements (and identified in the 

baseline data sheet as such) 
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Data Sheets 

▪ Refer to figure below  

 

Communication Approach and Protocol  

The team in the field were in contact during the reporting period in the field via mobile phones 

and a “WhatsApp Group”. This would ensure immediate communication to follow up on the 

migrating flocks and individuals over the Project area, and avoid double count of same 

flocks/individuals, while also ensuring full and accurate perception about the record spatial and 

temporal aspects.  

This is considered crucial given that if there was no communication, if more than one flock of 

the same species (or a flock later divided into smaller groups) are flying simultaneously in 

different parts of the Project area, the group may be recorded more than once (double count) in 

different times, or some of the smaller groups may be missed.   

Updates on the daily fieldwork were shared from the onsite activities to the Client through 

another “WhatsApp Group”, supported by photographic documentation when suitable. This is 

important in normal migration days as well as exceptional situations such as sandstorms and 

heavy rain to update the Client on the fieldwork implementation status and assure the Client 

that the work is going smoothly and safely. 

However, there were limitations within the approach above as discussed below.   
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Figure 27: Data Sheets 

Issues and Limitations  

Survey limitations existed during the bird monitoring undertaken for the Project. Some of the 

key limitations and issues include the following: 

▪ The survey technique was based on visual observation, which limits the detectability of birds 

and getting accurate measurements of flight heights and trajectories.  

▪ The wind farm has not yet been constructed. Without a reference, flying heights could entail 

some degree of error, especially in the very narrow bands at turbine level.  

▪ Poor mobile phones coverage and weak signal in some cases caused  communication and 

coordination issues between field observers, especially in coordinating counts during intense 

migration times when the network connection is lost. 

▪ The collision fatality assessment presented throughout this report did not take into account 

the potential collision risk posed by met masts and the existing or planned powerlines in the 

area. 

▪ It was not possible to always start monitoring at the beginning of the migration season 

(mainly for spring 2022 and which was due to logistical delays that are beyond the control of 

the ESIA consultant). As a result, it is likely that the early part of the migration for some 

species, most importantly Steppe Eagle, may have been missed 
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must be excluded, otherwise they introduce biases in the overall results. This 

includes a total of 1,673 individuals. Although such species could be individuals of priority 

species but in general it is too risky to assign such numbers to a certain species as a single 

count as it could impact the overall results. 

 

Preliminary results: monitoring time 

During the three spring monitoring seasons 2020-2022, the bird monitoring covered the entire 

migratory periods between February-May (please note delay in monitoring of spring 2022 as 

discussed earlier).  

The figures below present the distribution of monitoring hours through 2020 to 2022 among the 

8 VPs in the spring seasons. As noted, the uneven distribution of the monitoring time each year 

resulted in different monitoring efforts per VP, and this in turn influences the bird numbers 

recorded (i.e. higher number of monitoring hours will increase the chance of observing more 

birds). This requires the need of working with passing bird rates (birds /hour rate) 

instead raw bird numbers in the analyses throughout the subsequent sections, unless 

clearly stated otherwise.    

 
Figure 28: Hours of Monitoring per VP and Year 

 

Landscape and Migratory Soaring Birds (MSBs) 

It is well known that MSBs rely on air updrafts. Using QGIS 3.6.3 we developed a Digital 

Elevation Model (DEM) of the project footprint. Then, we outlined the contour lines, and 

generated a slope map from the elevation raster.  

As we can see, the landscape looks plain (small slope) so MSBs have no specific features which 

they could use for improving their flight capabilities. There are small darker spots in the figure, 

especially around the VP3 which corresponds to slopes of low magnitude elevations. Considering 

the scale of the area compared to these elevated points, the influence they might have for 

soaring has to be minimal.    





 

Page | 95  
 

 

OP1; percent slope = 2.02% 

 

OP3; percent slope = 1.52% 

 

OP4; percent slope = 1.19% 

 

OP6; percent slope= 1.85% 

 

OP7; percent slope = 1.07% 

 

OP8; percent slope= 1.48% 

  

From these calculations it is concluded that the AMUNET project footprint has a very 

gentle slope/gradient all around. The potential effect for MSBs using specific 

landscape features is limited but is also equal if it exists. However, there are no 

landscape features which could influence the passing rates of every single species.    

 

General Analysis  

In the spring seasons of 2020 to 2022, without accounting for the different monitoring times, 

decreasing numbers of MSBs have been detected from 2020 (194,353 birds), to 2021 

(162,848), and 2022 (98,648), as noted in the table below.  

A total of twenty-six (26) species were recorded overall throughout the three monitored 

seasons. Differences in species recorded between years occurred with the scarcest species, like 

the Common Crane and Red-footed falcon (recorded in 2021 but not in 2020) and Sooty falcon 

(recorded in 2020 but not in 2021), or the Lanner Falcon, detected in 2022 but not before. This 

could be related to several causes which could include that the species does not need to migrate 

every season through the Project area, or some birds like the falcons remained undetected 

because of their low numbers or small size compared to e.g., eagles, as noted in the table 

below which only accounted for 1 bird each.  

Seven (7) species accounted for 99% of birds recorded in 2020, comprising the Black Kite, 

Black and White storks, European Honey Buzzard, Great White Pelican, Steppe Buzzard and 
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(Steppe Eagle and Steppe Buzzard). The fact that the VPs with higher /lower passing rates were 

also different between seasons (figures 31 to 36) indicates these species did not pass through 

the same sites at higher rates during the three years. Reasons for these variations may be 

related to multiple factors (weather variables like wind speed and direction) which force birds to 

use one area and not the other. 

On the other side, the longer the monitoring, the greater differences detected among years 

supporting the idea of not considering one single year for taking conclusions about the bird 

behaviour in the project.  

For those species with irregular passes and low numbers there were no chance of analyses 

because the samples were very small –low numbers recorded- as to perform any kind of 

analysis (noted as n.a. in the table); and most of the species passing did not show 

differences/preferences among OPs.   

In other words, it means there is NO PREFERENCE to pass over any VP, despite the high 

numbers recorded at some VPs. The differences are because their numbers from year 

to year, and not because a true preference. Birds do not need to follow, and they do not 

followany specific route or flight path within the wind farm. Any turbine micro-siting when 

designing the layout might be useless, because of the eclectic behaviour the birds exhibit 

from year to year.   

This is further supported with the figures presented below that have been prepared, where the 

intensity of the passing rates compared between VPs for the different years and some of the 

highlighted species in table above earlier.  As noted again within the following figures, such 

birds pass randomly with no preferred sites.  
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Figure 31: Passing rates for the Black Kite (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year 
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Figure 32: Passing rates for the Honey Buzzard (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year 
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Figure 33: Passing rates for the Short-toed eagle (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year 
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Figure 34: Passing rates for the Steppe eagle (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year 
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Figure 35: Passing rates for the Steppe Buzzard (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year 
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Figure 36: Passing rates for the Booted eagle (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year 
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Migration Patterns: Time of Weeks/Months  

In the following step, the timing of passage was analysed according to the month and week in 

the spring season. For each species a single figure showing the passages altogether in 2020, 

2021, and 2022 was produced. Bird numbers are generally classified according to the week of 

the year for a better understanding of the data. The first figure below presents the weeks of the 

year for the spring monitoring period undertaken which is from mid-February (starting at week 

8 of the year) until mid-May (ending at week 21 of the year). Only for 2022 the monitoring 

started a little bit later, a point which will be discussed when referring to species that migrate 

within such weeks were monitoring did not occur.  

The passage considering the global bird numbers per week/month is presented in the figure 

below. As noted, there is low migration flux during mid-late February and first two weeks of 

March.  After that, there is a peak around mid-March in 2020 till the end of the month after 

which another great peak is reached by mid-April (during which the highest numbers are 

reached), after which number start to decrease gradually until the end of the monitoring season 

by mid-May. However, in 2021, the migration is split in three up and down patterns with peaks 

at end of March, early April, and end of April – however those are difficult to explain with the 

existing data.  

Overall, the passing time extends along fourteen (14) weeks however it is important to note 

that this is the period/time that is established to monitor the spring migration as described in 

the methodology (for example there are species which migrate even earlier in February like the 

Short-toed eagle for which numbers could be underestimated).  

 
Figure 37: Percentage of Birds per Week and Months in 2020,2021, and 
2022 

When looking to the overall weekly cumulative data, Figure 38, most of the birds (around 95%) 

passed by the end of April.  
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Figure 39: Migration pattern of the Black Kite 2020-2022 (2020 and 2022 left Y-axis, 2021 right 

Y-axis) 

The figure below presents the migration pattern for the Black Stork, an irregular migrant in 

terms of bird numbers that is not recorded at all times (weeks) and in some years they could 

pass, while in others they might not.  

The Project data showed an extended passage time between mid-March and mid-May with two 

peaks in late March and the second half of April. For this species we have compared our data 

with those from Arslangndodu et al.(2011) “Spring migration of the Black Stork, Ciconia nigra, 

over the Bosphorus, Zoology in the Middle East, 53:1, 7-13”.  Note: the Shirihai et al. (2000) 

study is related to raptor migration and given that the Black Stork is not a raptor it cannot be 

included her. 

Despite being further north in the Flyway, the data serves for some comparison, as the Black 

Stork is a species with not many studies in the region. In the Bosphorus the migration extends 

from March to end of May. However, it is noteworthy that the peak of the migration is nearly 

the same by mid-April as recorded within the Project site. There was almost no difference 

between 2020 and 2021 at the AMUNET Project site as noted below.  

In general, this is not a species that migrates in large flocks such as the White Stork, and also 

shows a more irregular migration compared to that. However, the numbers in 2020 were quite 

high – five and eight times -compared to 2021 and 2022   

 
Figure 40: Migration pattern of the Black Stork in 2020-2022 (2020 left axis) 



 

Page | 115  
 

The figure below presents the migration pattern for the European Honey Buzzard. As expected, 

according to the well-known migratory patterns in the region, the European Honey Buzzard 

peaks in May, despite an incipient migration in the last week of April. Shirihai et al. (2000) 

refers to the European Honey Buzzard with a migration period which extends from mid-March to 

mid-June and recorded the peak between late April and late May. Here the figure slightly differs 

between 2020 and 2021. In 2020 more birds were recorded and the pattern followed that 

referenced by Shirihai et al. (2000), whilst in 2021 and 2022 the major counts were in May. As 

what has occurred with the Black Stork, more birds were recorded in 2020 compared to 2021 

and 2022.  The figure is a good example of the within season variations in the passing times 

from year to year.  

 
Figure 41: Migration pattern of the Eurasian Honey Buzzard 

The next figure below presents the migration pattern for the Steppe Buzzard which extends 

from mid-March to May. However, large numbers start in early-March, peaks by the mid and 

end of the month, and continuously decreases till late-April. The migration at the site extends 

over nine weeks, but counts in 2021 and 2022 were with some delay compared to 2020 by 

around a week. For this species numbers in both years are rather similar with a lower amount in 

2022. Shirihai et al. (2000) mentions that 90% of the total numbers passes between 22 March 

and 15 April. Our results do not fully match this pattern, starting earlier and finishing later to 

such times. 

Reasons for this are not clear. However, there might be several causes which could include for 

example: (i) an advanced timing of migration; (ii) a common pattern extending globally (e.g. 

due to climate change); or (iii) probably differences in study sites from which they took the data 

for Shirihai et al. (2000) further north from the wind resource areas in Egypt.  
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Figure 42: Migration pattern of the Steppe Buzzard in 2020 and 2021 (left axis), and 2022 

The figure below presents the migration pattern for the White Stork. This species has been 

recorded from March (2020) or late March (2021) to May, with peaks in the first half of April. 

For the study and comparison of the passage of the White Stork we relied on the work by Van 

den Bossche (2002), who uses data from the 90’s for his analyses.  Note: the Shirihai et al. 

(2000) study is related to raptor migration and given that the White Stork is not a raptor it 

cannot be included her. 

The Van den Bossche (2002), study refers to smaller flocks in April and May. The site results 

show a different pattern as we had big flocks all the time: March (508 birds/flock), April (878 

birds), and May (485 storks).   However, the pattern of migration has greatly changed over the 

entire Palearctic, with a proportion of the population becoming sedentary due to feeding from 

dumpsites along the way. In 2022 the numbers continue to decrease compared to the previous 

years.  

 
Figure 43: Migration pattern of the White Stork between 2020-2022 

The figure below presents the migration pattern for the Steppe Eagle. As noted, this species 

migrates between mid-February and May (a total of 12 weeks), showing its peak between mid-

March and April. Results showed there are “two waves” which were similar in numbers in 2020; 

in 20201 there was only one peak in mid-April. The Steppe eagle according to Shirihai et al. 

(2000) has two main periods of migration, late Feb to mid-March with a peak in the second 
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week of March, and another during third week of March-early April, with a few recorded before 

February or after May 10th.  

In general, the pattern here is similar to Shirihai et al. (2000) with variations in one week 

related to this pattern. Reasons could be the location from where data have been collected in 

this study when compared to Shirihai et al. (2000). Variations of just 7 days in 2021, and the 

lack of more data for further comparisons make us not to think there has been a change in the 

migratory patterns of the species and just probably a very slight variation of the common trend.  

In 2022 the monitoring started later compared to 2020-2021 (see methods). Because 

of that reason, the numbers recorded are for sure underestimated, as no monitoring 

occurred for weeks 8 to 10. To estimate the number of steppe eagles which could 

have migrated during such weeks, we have calculated the proportion of eagles in 

2020 and 2021 over the total spring counted population. In 2020, it was a 25.80%, 

and a 65.79% in 2021. We added such amount to the counts in 2022 as a potential 

raw number of eagles. These make an estimate ranging from 3,133-3,384 eagles in 

2022. This number is lower compared to previous seasons but allowed us to prepare 

the Figure 44.    

 
Figure 44: Migration pattern of the Steppe eagle 

For the Short-toed eagle the migration pattern fits well with that described by Shirihai et al. 

(2000). However, because of a later start in the monitoring compared to the migration dates of 

this species, some individuals could have been missed in early February. However, the end of 

passage matches quite well.  This is another species for which the numbers recorded in 2020 

outnumber those in 2021 and 2022. The numbers in 2022 seem delayed compared to 2020-

2021. It is a species which migrates early in the seasons, so we do not find an explanation to 

the delay in 2022.  
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Figure 45: Migration pattern of the Short-toed Snake eagle 

Another group of species are those which migrate along broad fronts, which are not soaring 

birds but soar from time to time when having an opportunity and are able to fly over the sea. 

Within this heterogeneous group there are the following: 

▪ Falcons like the Sooty and Red-footed falcons. Their numbers recorded for the area all are 

less than 5 individuals. They are powered flyers using flapping flight and, when necessary, 

the soaring one. 

▪ Harriers: Western Marsh. Pallid or Montagu´s. They are not true soaring birds but also 

well known to cross the open sea. Because of that, the population migrating through the 

wind projects cannot be directly compared to their overall ones, as they do not need 

bottlenecks to cross. Thus, counts in areas like this project are neither accurate nor 

representative as to draw clear patterns. Numbers recorded for are all are less than 50 

individuals each. 

▪ The Osprey: it is also a well know species to migrate over water extensions easily using 

flapping flight.  Only six, two, and four individuals have been recorded.  

▪ Finally, there are three species like the Common Crane, the Levant Sparrowhawk, and 

the Great White Pelican which account for a small number of observations but a large 

number of birds per observation. Patterns cannot be achieved, as a few counts could be 

considered incidental. They do not migrate every year/season and may appear or not during 

the counts.  

Many Common cranes remain wintering in northern latitudes without crossing the Gulf of 

Suez. This is well known in the Western Palearctic as well. In the Project area only a few 

have been recorded in 2021 but this does not mean they can be much higher any other 

coming year. The numbers are negligible, with no records in 2020, and a few birds in 2021 

and 2022.  

The Great White Pelican also happens like the common Crane. Many pelicans remain without 

crossing the GoS. Records rarely occur but account for a large number of individuals 

because being species with high gregarism. In 2020 there was a quite high number 

migrating that turned into only several cents in 2021 as noted in the figure below. It 

migrates irregularly through the project, as occurs along the Red Sea with peaks in some 

years but lower numbers others.  

Finally, the Levant-Sparrowhawk is a gregarious species like the two previous ones but of 

small size which make it difficult to identify at long distances. As distance from the OP 

increases visual acuity decreases. There were eight records but 6,696 individuals (a few 

very large flocks) in 2020, but negligible counts in 2021 and 2022.  
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Booted Eagle 2020 1.32 1.20 1.44 99 1 4 

2021 1.08 0.99 1.17 37 1 2 

2022 1.06 0.97 1.16 47 1 3 

Steppe Eagle 2020 6.46 5.14 7.78 709 1 400 

2021 14.93 11.13 18.72 455 1 400 

2022 5.18 3.43 6.93 206 1 150 

Long-legged 
Buzzard 

2020 2.10 1.67 2.53 71 1 12 

2021 1.71 0.85 2.58 35 1 16 

2022 1.26 1.08 1.45 42 1 3 

Great White Pelican 2020 726.52 287.76 1165.27 27 5 4500 

2021 86.67 0.00 210.81 9 1 500 

2022 70.65 25.56 115.74 17 1 250 

Marsh Harrier 2020 - 
  

0 
  

2021 - 
  

0 
  

2022 1.29 1.10 1.48 31 1 3 

Western Marsh 
Harrier 

2020 1.14 0.93 1.35 14 1 2 

2021 1.17 0.93 1.41 30 1 4 

2022 - 
  

0 
  

White Stork 2020 720.94 543.68 898.21 177 1 8000 

2021 742.64 598.75 886.54 150 1 4000 

2022 510.15 371.12 649.18 131 1 4500 

Lesser Spotted 
Eagle 

2020 2.11 1.45 2.77 82 1 26 

2021 1.70 1.01 2.38 23 1 8 

2022 1.96 1.55 2.37 69 1 8 

Egyptian Vulture 2020 1.41 1.11 1.72 41 1 6 

2021 1.17 0.98 1.36 18 1 2 

2022 1.56 1.16 1.96 32 1 5 

Black Stork 2020 46.41 19.41 73.40 69 1 600 

2021 8.98 5.22 12.73 40 1 55 

2022 11.04 6.21 15.87 50 1 75 

Short-toed Eagle 2020 1.97 1.75 2.20 265 1 15 

2021 1.38 1.24 1.51 112 1 5 

2022 1.94 1.61 2.27 114 1 11 

Levant 
Sparrowhawk 

2020 99.00 0.00 874.08 2 38 160 

2021 505.00 146.45 863.55 12 1 2000 

2022 10.00 0.00 31.22 3 1 18 

Eastern Imperial 
Eagle 

2020 1.46 0.93 1.99 13 1 4 

2021 1.25 0.45 2.05 4 1 2 

2022 1.00 
  

9 1 1 

Greater Spotted 
Eagle 

2020 1.11 0.95 1.26 19 1 2 

2021 1.00 
  

4 1 1 

2022 - 
  

0 
  

Spotted Eagle 2020 - 
  

0 
  

2021 - 
  

0 
  

2022 1.00 
  

3 1 1 

Common Crane 2020 
   

0 
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2021 28.33 0.00 139.55 3 1 80 

2022 9.00 0.00 110.65 2 1 17 

 

Migration Patterns: Time of Day  

The next step was to analyse the time of passage according to the time interval in the day. The 

monitoring extends continuously from around 7:00 am to 5:00 pm daily. The number of birds 

each year according to the time intervals (1 hour) from starting till the end was sorted.  

The first figure shows the overall trend of all bird species pooled together. Since 7 am there is a 

sudden increase in number of birds recorded. However, in 2022 there is a one-hour delay in the 

passage till 8:00; then remains high till around 12:00 to 13:00 pm. The numbers start to 

decrease, at least in 2021and 2022 – but in 2020 there is a second peak in the late afternoon 

around 15 to 16:00 pm. The reason for this was explored and detailed throughout this section 

as it is caused by one single species.  

 
Figure 47: Bird numbers recorded at the project site in spring 2020, 2021, and 2022 

The analysis below presents the trend that was drawn of the contacts throughout the day – i.e. 

number of records per hour interval in 2020,2021, and 2022. This is critical as it allows 

observers during the ATMP implementation to know when to pay more attention for migratory 

birds. A key trend is noted for the three  years with the exact same pattern that 

suggests the peak of the migration taking place within the mid-daylight hours (9:00 

am to 13:00 pm). This indicates that this is the most critical time for the observers to 

track the birds. The reason of late birds in 2020 could be a delayed migration time or the 

effect of variables forcing birds to do so late.   

When dealing with the records per hour interval, the three years follow exactly the same 

pattern, Figure 48, with most records by 10:00-11:00 am, and a peak interval from 9:00 to 

14:00. Basically, the highest number of records and birds occur during a specific 

period within the day.  
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Figure 48: Number of records per hour interval in 2020, 2021, and 2022 

The analysis below investigated further the migration for those key species noted earlier. As 

discussed, to analyse the migration pattern of the species recorded those species with enough 

data, observations and individuals were selected. 

The first species is the Black Kite, which shows a quite similar and identical pattern in 2020-

2022 except for 2022 when a later pass of birds happened. Most of the passage occurred 

between 9:00 am and 12:00 pm. 

For the Honey Buzzard the trend resembles that of the Black kite, as it migrates earlier in the 

day in 2020 (with the higher numbers around 9:00-10:00 am in 2020) but a little bit later in 

2021 and 2022 (10:00 to 12:00 pm). However, again it is important to reiterate that there were 

more birds in 2020 compared to 2021 and 2022. As for the Black kite, there is also a late count 

around 15:00 hr.  

 
Figure 49: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the number of  Black Kites 
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Figure 50: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the Honey Buzzard numbers (2020 left 

axis, 2021 and 2022 right axis) 

The White Stork also has a different pattern in 2020 compared to 2021 and 2022. Reasons for 

this could be the time the species migrates over the Red Sea. Individuals arriving late in the 

afternoon to the vicinity of project area of influence would depart in the early morning (blue 

bars between 14 pm to 16 pm, which do not occur the two second years). As the storks are 

already on the mainland, they would not need to wait to the better weather uplifts in the 

midday, continuing migration as soon they can in the following day. The bars in the afternoon 

could correspond with birds arriving late to the project area. On the contrary, such peak does 

not appear in 2020, when White Storks migrated much earlier. The conclusion would be more or 

less similar to what we discussed above for the Honey Buzzard (i.e. reasons related to 

migratory route of this species outside of the project area).  

 
Figure 51: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the White Stork in 2020-2022 

The Black Stork exhibits a similar pattern 2021 and 2022, but different in 2020, higher numbers 

and later passage of large groups in that year. Again, global conditions (similar to what was 

explained for the White Stork and Honey Buzzard earlier) would be affecting the birds in the 

same way in 2020, causing such a delay in the first spring.  
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Figure 52: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the Black Stork 

Finally, the Steppe eagle surprisingly exhibited the same trend. For this species, and because of 

the deficiency in the data collection during the first weeks, we have used percentages, instead 

of the raw counts.    Most of the eagles have a peak between 10 am to 12 pm, like the Black 

Kite. This reinforces the idea of birds using the most suitable weather conditions for soaring. 

Also, a similar case is noted for the Short-toed Eagle below. Despite potential differences in the 

detection rates by observers, both the Steppe and Short toed Snake eagle, show almost equal 

migratory strategies.  

 
Figure 53: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the Steppe Eagle 
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Figure 54:  Short-toed Snake eagle (2020 left axis, 2021 and 2022 right axis) 

All the above findings – timing of migration, distribution throughout the day, 

formation of flocks – support what is known about the migration; each species has its 

time of migration through the region and passage times and patterns that depend on 

the migratory strategy they follow, e.g., crossing the Red Sea or flying through the 

Gulf of Suez. Throughout the migratory route, birds are influenced by external forces which 

funnel them through different regions, which may result in the numbers detected.  

- The migratory numbers change from year to year. Reasons for that are unknown 

considering the data available, e.g., data on arrival time of the different species to the 

vicinity of the project, place where the species do overnight before crossing the 

footprint, conditions which make species specific numbers to increase/decrease… 

- Data from 2021 and 2022 show consistency in numbers, whilst those from 2020 are 

slightly different. This occurs specially with some species which passed late in the day.  

- Despite the differences in bird monitoring times, there are also differences in the passing 

rates/bird numbers. This is noteworthy among the most abundant species like the White 

Stork, Great White Pelicans or Honey Buzzard. However, qualitatively the species 

migrating through  is always the same, as they are the passing times as well. 

- In addition to the above, as will be demonstrated below, the results also affect the risk 

flights with variations among species and years.  

 

Flight Direction  

The main flight directions for the three spring seasons appear in the figures below. There is a 

clear orientation to the NW, which could be related to the intention of birds to follow the 

ridgeline of the mountains surrounding the Red Sea. Such mountains at variable distance from 

the coast would help the birds to migrate in an easier way, relying on the up-air currents which 

appear when a mountain slope diverts the winds, causing air currents to climb. This is the so-

called slope soaring. Following the mountain range, birds would reach the Gulf of Suez in a 

much easier way compared to flying over the plain desert and only using the thermal soaring 

and despite the good conditions of the region for such kind of flight. Flight direction has not 

changed over time during the three years. This is demonstrated because of a statistical test 

of Friedman ANOVA Chi Sqr. (N = 9, df = 2) = 0.40 p = 0.81. 
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Figure 55: Observed flight direction of the migratory soaring birds in 2020 

 

 
Figure 56: Observed flight direction of the migratory soaring birds in 2021 
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Eurasian Sparrowhawk LC Accipiter nisus 4 4 3 3 

European H. Buzzard LC Pernis apivorus 546 7,651 533 10,735 

Great W. Pelican LC Pelecanus onocrotalus 11 1,133 6 368 

Lanner Falcon LC Falco biarmicus 0 0 1 2 

Lesser Kestrel LC F. naumanni 0 0 4 4 

Levant Sparrowhawk LC Accipiter brevipes 1 3 5 129 

Montagu´s harrier LC Circus pygargus 26 29 15 15 

Osprey LC Pandion haliaetus 1 1 0 0 

Pallid Harrier NT Circus macrourus 13 17 14 15 

Short-toed snake eagle LC Circaetus gallicus 3 4 0 0 

Red-footed Falcon LC Falco vespertinus 0 0 7 22 

Sooty Falcon VU Falco concolor 2 2 6 6 

Steppe Buzzard LC Buteo vulpinus 10 17 31 54 

Western Marsh Harrier LC Circus aeruginosus 54 70 58 66 

White Stork LC Ciconia ciconia 13 9,130 34 3,346 

TOTALS   783 18,213 812 14,881 

 

Spatial Distribution 

The figure below presents the average passing rates (birds/hour) per VP in Autumn 2020 (first 

figure) and Autumn 2021 (second figure). As noted below, in 2020, variable passing rates were 

noted across the VPs with VP 5 being the highest (at around 6), followed by VP 2 (at around 4), 

VP 1 (at around 2) followed by the rest of the VPs at around 1. Similarly, in 2021, variable rates 

were also noted with VP 7 being the highest (at around 12), followed by VP 2 and VP 6 (at 

around 4), and then the rest of the VPs at around 1-2.  

From the two figures below the following can be considered:   

▪ If there would be preferred passing VPs in the project area, the pattern of the passing rates 

between 2020 and 2021 should be similar or the same, however they are not. The first year 

the highest passing rates occurred at VP5, whilst in 2021 this was at VP7. In addition, the 

passing rates at VP2 in 2020 were higher than 2021. Birds do not pass through the 

same VP every year with the same rates.  

▪ Because the passing rates differ between years, different numbers of birds are registered, 

therefore RISK is not fixed at each VP and changes between years. Therefore, we CANNOT 

calculate collision risk per Vantage Point.  

▪ Because of the very low numbers recorded for several species comparisons are not possible. 

This includes  Black Stork, Booted eagle, Common crane, Egyptian vulture, Eurasian hobby 

and Sparrowhawk, Lanner, Sooty, and Red-footed falcons, lesser kestrel, Levant 

Sparrowhawk, Montagu’s and Pallid harriers, and Short-toed Snake eagle.  
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Figure 58: Average Passing Rates per VP in Autumn 2020 and 2021 

 

To further demonstrate the above initial conclusions in which it is stated that there is no 

preferred passing VPs in the project area and that birds do not pass through the same VP every 

year with the same rates – the Kruskal-Wallis test is undertaken and presented throughout this 

section.  

First, the table below presents the mean passing rates per species, the confidence interval 

(95%) for the mean, the number of records, and the maximum and minimum passing rates 

recorded. This has been calculated for the five (5) most abundant species. From the table below 

the following can be concluded:  

▪ The Great White Pelican and the White Stork pass in large groups (high passing rate). 
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they tended to pass in greater numbers through specific VPs compared to 

others). However, comparing the data for 2020 and 2021 only 2 species have exhibited 

such behaviour in both seasons (Black Kite and Western Marsh Harrier). Nevertheless, it 

is important to note that for these species the intensity of the passing rates was mapped 

and is presented in the figures below. As noted, the VPs which had higher passage rates 

(i.e. tended to pass in greater numbers through them) were not the same between 2020 

and 2021. This indicates that the passage of these birds is not the same throughout both 

years.  

The other species (Honey Buzzard) only exhibited such behaviour during one of the seasons 

only, while within the second season such behaviour shows significant difference (i.e. p is 

higher than 0.01) which is discussed more below.   

2. The European Honey Buzzard and White Stork showed no significant differences (i.e. p is 

higher than 0.01) either in 2020 or 2021 (i.e. indicates that they migrate 

throughout the site randomly without any specific preference for any VP).  

3. The final group are those for which no further analysis can be performed because their 

data are too scarce (marked in n.a.) (i.e. Great White Pelican).  

From the table above it can be concluded that birds pass randomly, with not preferred 

sites, as the landscape does not force them to follow specific routes once they are within the 

windfarm. Again, this is further supported with the figures presented below that have been 

prepared, where the intensity of the passing rates are compared between the two years for the 

highlighted species in table above earlier. As noted again within the figures, such birds pass 

randomly with no preferred sites.  
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Figure 59 Passing rates for the Black Kite (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year 

  
Figure 60 Passing rates for the Honey Buzzard (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year 
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Figure 61: Passing rates for the Western Marsh Harrier (highest: red, medium: yellow, and green: lowest) per VP and year    

 



 

 

Migration Patterns: Time of Weeks/Months  

The timing of passing according to the months and weeks in the autumn season have been 

analysed. Bird numbers are generally classified according to the week of the year for a better 

understanding of the data. The figure below presents the weeks of the year for the autumn 

monitoring period undertaken which is from August (starting at week 33 of the year) until 

November (ending at week 46 of the year).  

The passage considering the global bird numbers per week/month is presented in the figure 

below. Overall, the passing time extends along fourteen weeks, but this is the time established 

for the autumn migration monitoring. In 2020, the highest numbers occur by the last week of 

August, with high migration numbers continuing throughout September and a decrease over the 

last week until the end of the season. The pattern in 2021 is roughly the same but reaches the 

peak one week later compared to 2020 (last week of September). However, the decrease occurs 

at the same point (week number 39, end of September).  Therefore, in general, the patterns are 

similar in both years.  

 
Figure 62: Bird numbers migrating per week in the autumn seasons 

These results are highly influenced by the species-specific numbers over the site. Despite wind 

energy is a new development in the region, studies on bird migration are not, and have been 

developed for decades now. In general, what is clear for such studies is that not all the 

species migrate at the same time. The peak is clearly influenced mainly by the two species 

with the highest numbers; the White Stork and the European Honey Buzzard (94.91 and 92.85% 

of the birds recorded in 2020 and 2021), but also other species forming flocks. 

The most comprehensive monitoring of bird migration in the Middle East comes from the work by 

Shirihai et al. (2000) “Raptor Migration in the Middle East. A summary of 30 years of field 

research”. As the title says, it includes more than thirty years of established monitoring. The 

authors explain that counts at the Gulf of Suez of migratory birds in both autumn and spring 

were observed and recorded already in the 80´s and 90`s with specific references there such as 

Biljsma (1982, 1983), Wimpfheimer et al. (1983), Meininger & Atta (1994), or other counts in 

the Southern Red Sea Area (Sorensen 1982, Grieve 1996). The authors also provide details on 

and how migration occurs both in spring and winter along the entire Middle East, from Djibouti to 

Jordan and Lebanon, from Egypt to Yemen, providing also data from latitudes further north like 

Bosphorus. The assessment below focused more on the Shirihai et al. (2000) study in order to 



 

 

understand and compare the migratory patterns recorded within the Project site since it is more 

focused in the Middle East. 

 

To analyse the migration pattern of the species recorded those species with enough data, 

observations and individuals were selected only. Based on that this includes Eurasian Honey 

Buzzard, White Stork, Black kite, and the Great White Pelican, mainly due to its huge numbers in 

2020 and 2021 seasons. 

The figure below presents the migration pattern of the Black Kite. This species appears in the late 

days of August passing through the site till mid-November. The numbers are insignificant 

compared to the flyway population (less than 100 birds each year) but these dates are well 

known in the region and match perfectly with the data described by Shirihai et al (2000).  

 
Figure 63: Migration pattern of the Black Kite 

The figure below presents the migration pattern of the European Honey Buzzard. It is an early 

migrant starting around end of August and finishing its migration by mid-September or early 

days of October. These dates match perfectly with Shirihai et al. (2000), who showed exactly the 

same pattern within this monitoring period. 



 

 

 
Figure 64: Migration pattern of the European Honey Buzzard 

The White Stork was recorded from early August and decreases in magnitude with very little 

numbers in September. The pattern in general is similar to that included within Van den Bossche 

(2002) who mentions that the storks needed only 14 to 24 days to fly from the breeding area to 

Sudan, but more than twice as much to cover the same distance in spring. This author also 

mentions how different a stopover site may be, with distances separated around 35 km one from 

the others. This is an interesting point when discussing roosting behaviour. Interesting 

description is that for migratory movements: “The tagged storks could have avoided the crossing 

of the Red Sea by flying through Suez, but none of them did so and they crossed the southern 

part of the Gulf of Suez near El Tor, which was also observed by Koch et al. (1966) and Safriel 

(1968). Small numbers cross the Gulf of Suez south of El Tor at Ras Mohammed, the southern 

point of Sinai”. El Tor is located only 37 km to the south of the project area but on the opposite 

side.  

 
Figure 65: Migration pattern of the White Stork 



 

 

The Great White Pelican appears irregularly with a great difference between years (1,133 birds in 

2020 against only 368 in 2021). This irregular pattern is just the result of the strategy of the 

species, which migrates over the Red Sea. Despite being a large soaring bird, we cannot forget it 

is a species with capabilities for landing on water bodies.  

 
Figure 66: Migration pattern of the Great White Pelican 

 

Migration Patterns: Time of Day  

The time of passage according to the time interval in the day was analysed. The monitoring 

extended continuously from around 7:00 am to 5:00 pm daily. We have sorted the number of 

birds each year according to the time intervals (1 hour) from start till end. Similar to earlier 

rationale, the analysis only considered key species to include the Eurasian Honey Buzzard, White 

Stork, Black kite, and the Great White Pelican. 

The first species is the Black Kite, which shows a different pattern in 2020 and 2021. However, 

the number of birds is quite small compared to other species. In 2020 birds arrived earlier 

compared to 2021 when they mostly passed in the afternoon. Caution should be taken into 

account before making any further assumptions or conclusions for such small amount of kites.  



 

 

 
Figure 67: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the Black Kite 

For the Honey Buzzard the trend is quite similar in both years, with higher numbers around noon. 

However, there were more birds in 2021 compared to 2020; this has an implication if other 

analyses is to be undertaken such as the CRM, because of the different bird numbers and time 

spent at rotor height.  

 
Figure 68: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the Honey Buzzard 

The White Stork also has a different pattern between years. Reasons for this could be the time 

the species has migrated over the Red Sea. Individuals arriving late in the afternoon to the 

vicinity of project area of influence would depart in the early morning (blue and yellow bars 

between 7 am to 10 am). As the storks are already on the mainland, they would not need to wait 

to the better weather uplifts in the midday, continuing migration as soon they can in the 



 

 

following day. The bars in the afternoon could correspond with birds crossing late, and arriving to 

the site afterward.   

 
Figure 69: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the White Stork 

Finally, the Great White Pelican showed an irregular pattern with more birds in 2020 (1,113) 

compared to 2021 (368), but also uneven distribution throughout the day.  

 
Figure 70: Daily migration pattern (hr. of the day) of the Great White Pelican 

The findings suggest what is known about the migration; each species has its time of 

migration through the region and passage times and patterns depend from the 

migratory strategy they follow, e.g., crossing the Red Sea or flying through the Gulf of 

Suez. Once in the area, those obligated soaring like the storks, may stay for a while 

before continuing.  



 

 

Overall, the migratory numbers may change from year to year resulting in large variations 

among the most abundant species like the White Stork, Great White Pelicans or Honey Buzzard.  

 

Flight Directions 

The flight directions both in 2020 and 2021 have a preferred bearing (SW), with 52.3% and 

69.95% of all the birds recorded. The second direction was SE, accounting for 44.46% and 

22.52%. Birds would tend to cross the desert as soon as possible, but other could move further 

south-east to suitable habitat in the Important Bird Area of Gebel Zeith.  

 
Figure 71: Bird migration directions recorded in 2020 

 

 
Figure 72:  Bird migration directions recorded  in 2021 

 

 

Non-priority species 





 

 

Lark brachydactyla 

Lesser Short-toed Lark Calandrella rufescens 0 7 

Greater Hoopoe-lark Alaemon alaudipes 0 1 

Crested Lark Galerida cristata  1 0 

Desert Lark Ammomanes deserti 25 1 
    

Hirundinidae 
   

Barn Swallow Hirundo rustica 1270 10 

Sand Martin Riparia riparia  37 0 

Common House Martin Delichon urbicum  21 0 

Red-rumped Swallow Cecropis daurica 93 0 
    

Phylloscopidae 
   

Common Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita  1 0 

Willow Warbler Phylloscopus trochilus  2 6 
    

Sylviidae 
   

Rüppell's warbler Sylvia rueppelli  0 1 

Lesser Whitethroat Sylvia curruca 9 3 
    

Muscicapinae 
   

Common stonechat Saxicola torquatus  1 1 

Isabelline Wheatear Oenanthe isabellina 0 2 

Desert Wheatear Oenanthe deserti  2 0 

Northern Wheatear Oenanthe oenanthe 4 0 
    

Motacillidae 
   

Yellow Wagtail Motacilla flava 2 1 

White Wagtail Motacilla alba 22 4 
    

 

7.5.4 Overall Conclusions  

1. The results of the monitoring revealed substantial differences in the bird numbers; this is not 
only for spring but also autumn seasons 2020 and 2021.  

2. During both spring and autumn, birds pass randomly with no preference in any way for any 
specific areas or sites within the Project. This was confirmed through the comparison of passage 

rates between the eight (8) VPs for 2020 and 2021, undertaking a statistical analysis (Kruskal-Wallis 
tests) and preparation of intensity maps for bird species related to passing rates. The passage is random 
as it depends on multiple factors that go beyond this assessment as it depends on factors and influences 
affecting the migration timing throughout the entire migration pathway.  

3. Migration patterns in terms of passage time in weeks/months was analyzed and compared with 
historical migration patterns in the region as established by Shirihai et al. (2000) (with over 30 years of 
data). It was concluded that migration patterns in general are similar to those established by 
Shirihai et al. (2000) with minor differences. This might be several causes which could include: (i) 
advanced timing of migration for this specific year; (ii) a common pattern extending globally (e.g. due 
to climate change); or (iii) probably differences in study sites from which they took the data 

4. Flocking behaviour was analysed and it was clear that all the eagles migrate in small groups, as do 

the harriers and small falcons, which do almost individually, while only limited number of 
species migrated in large ones.  









 

 

 
Figure 74: Letter Issued by SCA 

 

7.8 Air Quality and Noise  

This section provides an assessment of baseline conditions within the Project site and surrounds 

in relation to air quality and noise.  

 

7.8.1 Baseline Assessment Methodology 

Assessment of baseline conditions was based on an onsite air quality and noise monitoring 

program undertaken at the Project site. Additional details are discussed below.   

(i) Selection of Parameters 

Monitoring was undertaken for the following parameters: (i) gases to include Carbon monoxide 

(CO), Sulphur Dioxide (SO2) and Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2), (ii) Suspended Particulate Matter to 

include Total Suspended Particulate (TSP) and Respirable Particulates (i.e. Particulate Matter 

smaller than 10.0 (PM10) and 2.5 microns (PM2.5) in diameter); and (iii) Noise Pressure Levels 

(NPL). These parameters were selected based on the following rationale: 

▪ Such parameters are likely to be present within the Project site given its characteristic and 

attributes. Suspended particulate matter is expected given the barren nature of the site. On 

the other hand, pollutants (such SO2, NO2,) are expected onsite but rather at minimal 















 

 

 

 
Figure 77:  A) Zaafarana-Hurghada Road, B) External Road 1, C) External Road 2 and D) Internal 

Road 

 

7.9.3 Electricity Lines 

There are no electricity distribution system infrastructure components in the area. Each of the 

petroleum companies surrounding the project depends on their own electricity system by 

generators suitable for on-site activities during the various stages of the project. 

Some overhead transmission lines (OHTL) run along to the eastern border of the project area at 

a distance of around 600m outside the site. The electricity line is under the responsibility of the 

Egyptian Electricity Transmission Company (EETC). 

 
Figure 78: Overhead Transmission Line (OHTL) in the Project Area 

 



 

 

7.9.4 Petroleum Pipelines 

There are some petroleum pipelines that pass close to the Project area at the south direction and 

through the land of the Project site from the north direction. 

 
Figure 79: Petroleum Pipelines in the Project Area 

 

7.9.5 Water Management  

Based on consultations with Ras Ghareb Water Company there are no existing or planned water 

connections to the Project area. In addition, it was indicted that developments in such areas in 

general have to rely on water trucks and tankers from Ras Ghareb to deliver water requirements 

to the site while the drinking water is mostly bottled water. 

 

7.9.6 Waste Management (solid waste, wastewater, and hazardous waste)  

With regards to wastewater, this is disposed through the Ras Ghareb Water Company whom have 

tankers that collect wastewater and dispose it at the Ras Ghareb Wastewater Treatment Plant 

(WWTP).  

Regarding solid waste management, the Red Sea Governorate has only one controlled dumpsite 

for the disposal of solid waste. This is known as the Ras Gharib Public dumpsite, located 4 Km 

East of the City of Ras Ghareb. The dumpsite is owned and operated by the Ras Ghareb City 

Council. However, this dumpsite in particular is no longer in use and has been closed by the City 

Council. Currently, an updated disposal facility is being developed by the Ras Gharib City Council.  

Finally, with regards to hazardous waste management, in Egypt there are currently 2 approved 

hazardous waste disposal facilities in Alexandria and Helwan which are about 600 and 400 km 

respectively from site. The hazardous waste facilities are managed by the Nasiriya Hazardous 

Waste Treatment Centre (NHWTC) in Alexandria and in Arab Abu Saed the 2 facilities are 

privately owned and managed by First and EcoConServ Services.   

 

7.9.7 Civil and Military Radars and Aviation   

As discussed earlier, located around 9 km from the Project site is an Air Force Unit. The Unit 

includes a military radar; however, no additional details could be obtained on this. In addition, no 

details are available on civil aviation radars in the area.  

 

7.9.8 Dams 

There are three dams within the area as noted in the figure below.  



 

 

 
Figure 80: Location Map of the Project Site Showing the Location of the Three Constructed Dams   

 

▪ The first dam: located at the far west just below the foot slope the high lands (watershed 

area). An artificial lake was constructed in front of the dam. The average dimension of the 

dam and its lake are as follows:  

The dam dimensions 

- Length: 250 m 

- Width: 70 m 

- Height: 5 m 

The artificial lake dimensions:  

- Length: 450 m 

- Width: 250 m 

- Depth: 3 m 

 

 
Figure 81: The First Dam at the West of Wadi Hawashiya 

 

▪ The second dam: was built to the east of the first one by about 6 km. 

The Dam dimensions The artificial lake dimensions  



 

 

- Length: 350 m 

- Width: 70 m 

- Height: 5 m 

- Length: 450 m 

- Width: 350 m 

- Depth: 3 m 

 

 
Figure 82: The Second Dam at the West of Wadi Hawashiya 

 

▪ The third dam: is down gradient from the second dam by around 7 km to the east. The dam 

is located at the northwest corner of the Project site 

 
Figure 83: The Third Dam at the West of Wadi Hawashiya 

 
The Dam 

- Length: 450 m 

- Width: 70 m 

- Height: 5 m 

The artificial lake:  

- Length: 400 m 

- Width: 350 m 

- Depth: 3 m 
 

 

 



 

 

7.9.9 Telecommunication Tower  

A telecommunication tower is located outside of the Project area to the south at the following 

coordinates (28 23 43.16 N, 32 57 48.09 E), as presented in the figure below.  

 
Figure 84: Telecommunication Tower 

 

7.10 Public Health and Safety  

This section provides an assessment of baseline conditions within the Project site and surrounds 

in relation to public health and safety.  

As discussed earlier, the closest human settlements to the Project site are located 9km to the 

southeast (Ras Ghareb city) and 65km to the north (Zaafarana village); both of which are 

considered at a distance from the area. These are considered sensitive receptors.  

In addition, as discussed within the land use section (refer to “Section 7.2”) it was concluded that 

the Project site in particular is uninhabited and vacant with no indication or evidence of any 

physical or economical land use activities. There are several ongoing petroleum activities within 

the surrounding areas (to include 4-5km radius from the site in particular). Based on 

consultations, it was indicated that there are no lodging facilities within such receptors and it only 

include employees during normal working hours. Therefore, such receptors are not considered 

key sensitive receptors defined as areas where the occupants are more susceptible to the 

adverse effects of a wind farm. This includes but not limited to educational facilities (e.g. school 

or university), places of worship (e.g. mosque), dwelling houses or units, health care facilities 

(e.g. hospital or health centre), workforce accommodation, etc.  

 

7.11 Socio-economics  

This section provides an assessment of baseline conditions in relation to socio-economics.  

 



















 

 

8. Environmental and Social Impact Assessment  

This Chapter first provides an overview of the strategic environmental and economic impacts 

related to the Project development, after which it assesses the anticipated impacts from the 

Project throughout its various phases on all E&S receptors and attributes.   

 

8.1 Overview of Strategic Environmental and Economic Impacts  

8.1.1 Governmental Vision for the Energy Sector  

The GoE has taken bold steps to adopt an energy diversification strategy with increased 

development of renewable energy and implementation of energy efficiency, including assertive 

rehabilitation and maintenance programs in the power sector (IRENA, 2018). 

To this extent, in 2013, the Arab Republic of Egypt (through the Supreme Council of Energy) had 

developed and adopted the ISES 2015 – 2035, which provides an ambitious plan to increase the 

contribution of renewable energy to 20% of the electricity generated by the year 2020, of which 

12% of wind power plants if foreseen. 

To promote renewable energy sources and in order to open the way for private sector to 

effectively participate in the implementation of renewable energy project, the Renewable Energy 

Law (Decree Law 203/2014) has been issued. With this law, investors had the opportunity to 

identify and develop renewable grid‐connected electricity production through the BOO scheme as 

discussed earlier in “Section 1.1”. 

In line with the above, this development allows for more sustainable development and 

shows the commitment of the Government of Egypt to realizing its energy strategy and 

meeting the set targets for renewable energy sources. 

 

8.1.2 Energy Security  

Recently, most policy makers around the world are grappling with issues related to energy 

security, energy poverty, and an expected increase in future demand for all energy sources – and 

Egypt is no exception. Almost certainly, the most spoken words by policy makers and 

government bodies in Egypt in the last couple of years revolved around ‘energy security’.  

Through various strategies and visions, Egypt has emphasised on the importance of energy 

security. This includes for example the Egypt Sustainable Development Strategy, Egypt Vision 

2030, in which the sustainable development targets include energy and in which Goal I 

specifically addresses security of supply to ensure the availability of reliable energy supplies to 

satisfy the future development needs of the country through adoption of a more diverse energy 

mix. Similarly, the ISES 2015 – 2035 addresses energy import dependence and diversification of 

electricity generation.  

In line with the above, the Project in specific will contribute to increasing energy 

security through reliance on an indigenous, inexhaustible and mostly import-

independent energy resource. The estimated electricity generation from the Project is 

estimated at a minimum of 2,200 Gigawatt hours (GWh) per year on average; which 

will serve the annual electricity needs of more than 800,000 local households. 

The above has been calculated based on statistics obtained from Egyptian Central Agency for 

Public Mobilization and Statistics (CAPMAS). The total household electricity consumption in Egypt 

for 2016 – 2017 (latest statistics available online) was 64,100 GWh (CAPMAS, 2018). In addition, 

in 2016 – 2017 the total number of household beneficiaries from the public electricity network 

was 23,383,521 Households (CAPMAS, 2017). Therefore, average electricity consumption per 

household per year can be assumed to be around 2,700 (kWh/household). 



 

 

8.1.3 Environmental Benefits  

The negative environmental impacts from generating electricity through conventional fossil fuel 

burning at thermal power plants are very well known. This most importantly includes air pollutant 

emissions such as ozone, Sulphur Dioxide (SO2), Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2), Particulate Matter 

(PM), and other gases which are the cause of some serious environmental concerns such as 

smog, acid rain, health effects, and many others.   

In addition, the burning of fossil fuels results in carbon dioxide emissions; a primary greenhouse 

gas emitted through human activities which contributes to global warming. The main human 

activity that emits CO2 is the combustion of fossil fuels for electricity production and 

transportation. Concurrently, global climate change has become an issue of concern and so 

reducing greenhouse gas emissions have also emerged as primary issues to be addressed as the 

world searches for a sustainable energy future. 

Generating electricity through wind power is rather pollution-free during operation. 

Compared with the current conventional way of producing electricity in Egypt through 

thermal power, the clean energy produced from renewable energy resources is 

expected to reduce consumption of fossil fuels, and will thus help in reducing GHG 

emissions, as well as air pollutant emissions. The Project will likely displace more than 

1 million metric tons of CO2 annually. 

The above has been calculated based on statistics obtained from Egyptian CAPMAS. Carbon 

Dioxide (CO2) emissions for 2016 – 2017 (latest statistic available) was 210 million tons, in 

which the electricity sector accounted for 43.3% of (i.e. around 91 million tons) (CAPMAS, 2019). 

In addition, the total electricity generated for 2016 – 2017 was around 190,000 GWh (CAPMAS, 

2018). Therefore, CO2 emissions (Tones) per kWh is around 479g per kWh. 

 

8.2 Landscape and Visual  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on landscape and visual from the Project 

throughout its various phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could 

include mitigation measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been 

identified to eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

 

8.2.1 Potential Impacts during the Construction Phase  

Site preparation activities which are to take place onsite by the EPC Contractor for installation of 

the wind turbines and the various Project components to include substation, transmission cables, 

access roads and internal road network, buildings, etc. are expected to include land clearing 

activities, levelling, excavation, grading, etc.  

Construction activities would create a temporary effect on the visual quality of the site and its 

surroundings. The visual environment during the construction phase would include the presence 

of elements typical of a construction site such as equipment and machinery to include 

excavators, trucks, front end loaders, compactors and others. 

However, as discussed in “Section 7.1”, there are no key sensitive visual receptors within the 

Project site and surrounding vicinity with the exception of Ras Ghareb city which is located 9km 

from the Project site. However, such impacts during construction will not be visible from the city 

due to the distance from the Project site.   

The visual environment created during the construction period would be temporary, of a short-

term duration, limited to the construction phase only.  For the duration of construction, the visual 

impacts will of a negative nature and be noticeable, and therefore of a medium magnitude. As 

there are no key sensitive visual receptors which would be affected, the receiving environmental 

is determined to be of a low sensitivity. Given all of the above, such an impact is considered to 

be of minor significance. 



 

 

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the EPC Contractor during the 

construction phase and which include:  

▪ Ensure proper general housekeeping and personnel management measures are implemented 

which could include:  

- Ensure the construction site is left in an orderly state at the end of each work day. 

- To the greatest extent possible construction machinery, equipment, and vehicles that are 

not in use should be removed in a timely manner and kept in locations to reduce visual 

impacts to the area. 

- Ensure proper storage, collection, and disposal of waste streams generated as discussed in 

detail in “Section 8.4.2“.  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact is categorised as not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

EPC Contractor during the construction phase: 

▪ Inspections of the works should be carried out at all times to ensure the above measures are 

implemented. 

 

8.2.2 Potential Impacts during the Operation Phase  

Visual impacts associated with wind energy projects typically concern the turbines themselves 

(e.g. colour, height, and number of turbines) and impacts relating to their interaction with the 

character of the surrounding landscape and the visual receptor which might be present.  

Turbines are tall structures (180m in the case of the Project where in July 2022 a governmental 

decision was issued for approval of a maximum tip height of 220m) that can be seen from 

several kilometres away and impose a change on the landscape of the area where they are 

installed. However, visual impacts depend on several factors such as distance, size, visibility, 

landscape and geography, and the presence of potential sensitive visual receptors. 

Nevertheless, visual impacts created from the development of the Project are not considered an 

issue of concern due to the following:  

▪ The only critical visual receptor within the Project area and the 15km radius would be Ras 

Gharib city that is located 9km to the southeast of the Project site. At such distances such 

turbines are more likely to be seen as part of the wider landscape as only minor elements (if 

seen at all).  There are no other critical or sensitive visual receptors within such distances.  

▪ Project area is considered a barren and desert area and in general is located within an 

industrial area with petroleum activities for which its aesthetical value loses some importance.  

▪ There are several existing and under construction wind farm developments in the area as well 

as several electricity distribution and transmission lines so the addition of this Project will not 

be a significant impact to the visual and landscape characteristics of the area.   

▪ Being visible is not necessarily the same as being intrusive. Aesthetic issues are by their 

nature highly subjective. For some viewers, a Wind Farm could be regarded as manmade 

structures with visual burdens while to others it represents a positive impact in the sense that 

they introduce a break in the otherwise dull and monotonous view.  

Given all of the above, the potential impacts on landscape and visual are of a long -term duration 

throughout the Project operation phase. The impacts will be of a negative nature, and medium 

magnitude given that such elements of the Project will be visible. However, given the key visual 



 

 

receptors in the project route and its surroundings the receiving environment is considered of low 

sensitivity. Given all of the above, such an impact is considered of low significance. 

Mitigation Measures  

There are no mitigation measures per se that can be implemented to eliminate the visual impacts 

from the Project. However, given the outcomes of the assessment presented above, no 

mitigation measures are required. 

 

8.3 Land Use  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on land use from the Project throughout its various 

phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could include mitigation 

measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been identified to 

eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

 

8.3.1 Potential Impacts during the Planning and Construction and Operation Phase  

As noted earlier, the Project site location does not conflict with any of the relevant governmental 

entities formal planning context. Therefore, there are no impacts on formal land use from the 

Project. 

With regards to informal or ‘actual land use’ as discussed earlier, the following is concluded: 

▪ The Project site itself in general is uninhabited and vacant and does not include any physical 

or economical land use activities (with the exception of the petroleum activities as discussed 

further below). Therefore, physical and economical displacement impacts are considered 

irrelevant.  

▪ As noted earlier, within the surrounding areas of the Project site there are several petroleum 

activities and in addition within the northern parts of the site there are old and obsolete areas 

with no ongoing activities and which are no longer in use (e.g. old and obsolete oil wells). The 

“Work Coordination Agreement” that has been signed between NREA and the General 

Petroleum Company includes specific requirements which must be taken into account as part 

of the wind farm designs. The preliminary layout prepared by the Developer has taken such 

issues into account as relevant. However, as discussed earlier, based on the “Work 

Coordination Agreement” that is signed between NREA and the General Petroleum Company 

in 2005, the company has exploration rights within the allocated area (including the Project 

site) and certain measures are required to be implemented by the Developers as part of the 

Agreement. Inappropriate management of such requirements could result in key land use 

impacts and disputes with the General Petroleum Company as well as other indirect impacts 

related to health and safety.  

▪ Around 1km2 of the is Gabal El Zeit IBA is located within the Project site. Although there is no 

relevant Egyptian legislation which prevents development projects (including wind farms) 

within IBAs or legislations which identify any specific constraints to be taken into account, the 

SESA approval requirements identifies specific measures which should be considered as part 

of the wind farm designs. The preliminary layout prepared by the Developer has taken such 

issues into account as relevant. Note: no turbines or Project activities (road, quarries, 

batching plants, etc.) will be permitted to occur within the 1km2 overlap with the IBA.   

▪ The Project site is owned by NREA and will be utilised for the Development of the Project. 

However, as discussed earlier, Bedouin Groups in general implement the Ghafra system in 

such land areas to include the Project site. Therefore, the Developer should be aware of Al-

Ghafra system, and other aspects of Bedouin culture. The Developer’s understanding of 

Bedouin culture plays a major role in regulating the relationship between them and the tribes 

in the region. Inappropriate management of such issues could result in potential conflicts with 

such groups.  



 

 

Nevertheless, should the above issues not be taken into account as part of the planning phase of 

the Project, it could result in impacts that are considered of long-term duration, of negative 

nature, and of medium magnitude and high sensitivity given that it could result in land use 

impacts and disputes with both Bedouin Groups and the General Petroleum Company. Given all of 

the above, the impact is considered of moderate significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the Developer during the 

planning phase and which include:  

▪ No turbines or Project activities (road, quarries, batching plants, etc.) will be permitted to 

occur within the 1km2 overlap with the IBA  

▪ Establish coordination via NREA/EETC with the General Petroleum Company and other 

relevant entities as applicable on the Project specific level to: (i) agree on final requirements 

to be taken into account as part of the detailed design based on the “Work Coordination 

Agreement”; (ii) present and provide detailed design to include turbine locations, cables, 

roads, etc. along with key requirements identified under point (i) earlier; (iii) further identify 

access to land requirements, conditions and communication protocol  for the Project; (iv) 

demonstrate safety compliance of all Project components based on excepted activities that 

could be undertaken by the General Petroleum Company (e.g. drilling and survey activities), 

and (v) any other issues as applicable.  

▪ Undertake consultations through RCREEE with the Technical Committee which includes 

representatives from EEAA and EETC to discuss the preliminary layout and identify any 

additional requirements which should be taken into account in relation to avi-fauna migration 

(if any) and its location in relation to Gabal El Zeit IBA. This is further discussed in “Section 

8.6”; and 

▪ Establish coordination with the Bedouin Groups for inclusion and engagement in employment 

and procurement opportunities. This issue is further discussed in “Section 8.13”. 

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact is categorized as not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractors during the construction phase and which include: 

▪ Submission of proof of coordination and agreement with Bedouin groups; 

▪ Submission of formal communication letter (or similar) with General Petroleum Company; and 

▪ Submission of formal communication letter (or similar) with Technical Committee. 

 

 

8.4 Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on hydrology and hydrogeology from the Project 

throughout its various phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could 

include mitigation measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been 

identified to eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

 

8.4.1 Potential Impacts from Flood Risks on the Project Site  

In general, it is important to investigate potential risks of local flood hazard from the wadi 

systems (as noted in the figure below) during the rainy season and especially during flash flood 

events which in turn could affect the Project components. Such risks must be taken into 



 

 

consideration throughout the planning phase of the Project as they could inflict damage to the 

Project and its various components.  

 
Figure 86: Wadi Systems within the Project Site 

To this extent, the Developer has undertaken a flood risk assessment to investigate such risks. 

The assessment is provided as a standalone document. However, the study concludes the 

following: 

▪ The bed rocks of the Project site location are mainly clastic deposits rich in clays, sand, 

gravels and reworked rock fragments with high porosity and permeability. These deposits 

extend to great depth. This means, the surface layers of the area have a great tendency to 

absorb large volume of surface water runoff in times of rain. 

▪ The regional slope of the high mountains is due to East.  This means that, many dry wadis are 

directed to the East, Northeast and Southeast toward the Gulf of Suez and cross the Project 

site as noted in the figure above. 

▪ The concession site is in a very simple relief area with a very gentle slope in east and 

southeast direction. 

▪ There is no sign of deep dray wadis crossing the concession site or even large alluvial fan 

deposits reflecting strong surface flow. 

▪ The concession site has been crossed by the outlet of Wadi Hawashiya at its northern part 

that could expect serious flooding. The other drainage lines that drain the Project site are 

very short, wide and shallow that reflect a complete absence of floods except at the outlet of 

wadi Hawashiya. 

▪ Flood protection facilities have been constructed along the course of Wadi Hawashiya to 

mitigate the flash flood hazards in times of heavy rain fall. This includes in particular 3 key 

dams as noted in the figure below. 

▪ A flood modelling has been undertaken for the wadi systems that cross the Project site. The 

model concludes that the risk factor of the project site is medium and limited to the outlet 

area of Wadi Hawashiya (as presented int figure below in green). This means that mitigation 

measures for flash floods should be applied in the Wadi Hawashiya only. However, this has 

already been implemented on the ground with the construction of three dams along the 



 

 

course of Wadi Hawashiya. These dams are enough to protect the area from any flash floods 

which may be exposed in the future. Note: the area in green in the figure below is the flood 

risk area considered before construction of the dams.  

Taking the above into account there are no impacts anticipated in relation to flood risks 

onsite. 

 
Figure 87: Flood Risk Areas and Location of Dams 

 

8.4.2 Potential Impacts from Improper Management of Waste Streams during 

Construction and Operation  

Given the generic nature of the impacts on soil and groundwater for both phases of the Project 

(construction and operation) those have been identified collectively throughout this section. 

Generally, this includes potential impacts from improper housekeeping practices (e.g. improper 

management of waste streams, improper storage of construction material and of hazardous 

material, etc.).   

Improper housekeeping practices during construction and operation (such as illegal disposal of 

waste to land) could contaminate and pollute soil which in turn could pollute groundwater 

resources. This could also indirectly affect flora/fauna and the general health and safety of 

workers (from being exposed to such waste streams). Generally, such impacts can be adequately 

controlled through the implementation of general best practice housekeeping measures as 

highlighted throughout this section, and which are expected to be implemented by the EPC 

Contractor throughout construction phase and Project Operator during the operation phase.  

The potential impacts from improper management of waste steams could be of a long-term 

duration throughout the construction and operation phase. Such impacts are negative in nature, 

and could be noticeable and are therefore of medium magnitude. However, they are considered 

of low sensitivity as they are generally controlled through the implementation of general best 



 

 

practice housekeeping measures. Given all of the above, such an impact is considered to be of 

minor significance. 

Following the implementation of the mitigation measures highlighted throughout this section, the 

residual significance can be reduced to not significant. 

 

(i) Solid Waste Generation  

Solid waste is expected to be generated from construction and operational activities. Solid waste 

generated will likely include construction waste (such as debris) and municipal solid waste 

(during construction and operation such as cardboard, plastic, food waste, etc.).  

Municipal solid waste and construction waste generated will likely be collected and stored onsite 

and then disposed to the closest approved landfill or, if possible, reused in the construction 

activities.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by all involved entities to include 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and the Project Operator during the operational 

phase unless stated otherwise:  

▪ Coordinate with Ras Gharib City Council for the collection of solid waste from the site to the 

municipal approved dumpsite or for recycling (as discussed in further details below); 

▪ Prohibit fly-dumping of any solid waste to the land; 

▪ Distribute appropriate number of properly contained litter bins and containers properly marked 

as "Municipal Waste"; 

▪ EPC Contractor only - during construction, distribute a sufficient number of properly contained 

containers clearly marked as "Construction Waste" for the dumping and disposal of 

construction waste.  

▪ EPC Contractor only – during construction, it is recommended that recycling measures are 

implanted. It is recommended that recycling is undertaken in the following approach: (i) 

separation and disposal of recyclables in a separate container (cardboard, paper, glass, metal, 

etc.); and (ii) separation and disposal of non-recyclable materials in a separate container (e.g. 

food waste). Each container must be clearly marked. In addition, EPC Contractor must seek 

ways to reduce construction waste by reusing materials (for example through recycling of 

concrete for road base coarse); 

▪ Implement proper housekeeping practices on the construction site at all times; and 

▪ Maintain records and manifests that indicate volume of waste generated onsite, collected by 

contractor, and disposed of at the landfill. The numbers within the records are to be consistent 

to ensure no illegal dumping at the site or other areas. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by all 

involved entities to include the rm EPC Contractor during the construction phase and the Project 

Operator during the operational phase unless stated otherwise:  

▪ Inspection of waste management practices onsite; 

▪ Review of records and manifests for volume of waste generated to ensure consistency; and 

▪ Regular environmental reporting on implementation of the waste management practices 

onsite. 

 

(ii) Wastewater Generation  

Wastewater is mainly expected to include black water (sewage water from toilets and sanitation 

facilities), as well as grey water (from sinks, showers, etc.) generated from workers during the 



 

 

construction and operation phase. Wastewater quantities are expected to be minimal. It is 

expected that wastewater will be collected and stored in fully contained septic tanks and then 

collected and transported by transportation tankers to be disposed at the closest Wastewater 

Treatment Plant (WWTP) (being Ras Ghareb WWTP) – however a due diligence assessment is to 

be undertaken to ensure discharges are within allowable parameters as per WBG EHS Guidelines. 

Mitigation Measures 

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by all involved entities to include 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and the Project Operator during the operational 

phase unless stated otherwise:  

▪ Coordinate with Ras Gharib Water Company to hire a private contractor for the collection of 

wastewater from the site to the closest WWTP (being Ras Gharib WWTP). Undertake a due 

diligence assessment is to be undertaken to ensure discharges are within allowable 

parameters as per WBG EHS Guidelines; 

▪ Prohibit illegal disposal of wastewater to the land; 

▪ Maintain records and manifests that indicate volume of wastewater generated onsite, collected 

by contractor, and disposed of at the WWTP. The numbers within the records are to be 

consistent to ensure no illegal discharge at the site or other areas; 

▪ EPC Contractor only - ensure that constructed septic tanks during construction and those to be 

used during operation are well contained and impermeable to prevent leakage of wastewater 

into soil; and 

▪ Ensure that septic tanks are emptied and collected by wastewater contractor at appropriate 

intervals to avoid overflowing.  

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by all 

involved entities to include the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and the Project 

Operator during the operational phase unless stated otherwise:  

▪ Inspection of wastewater management practices onsite; 

▪ Review of records and manifests for volume of wastewater generated to ensure consistency; 

and 

▪ Regular environmental reporting on implementation of the wastewater management practices 

discussed above. 

 

(iii) Hazardous Waste Generation  

Hazardous waste is expected to be generated throughout both the construction and operation 

phase and this could include consumed oil, chemicals, paint cans, etc. Hazardous waste 

generated will likely be collected and stored onsite and then disposed at the approved hazardous 

waste disposal facilities managed by the Hazardous Waste Management Project and supervised 

by the governorate and the EEAA. 

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by all involved entities to include 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and the Project Operator during the operational 

phase unless stated otherwise:  

▪ Coordinate and hire a private contractor for the collection of hazardous waste from the site to 

the approved hazardous waste disposal facilities; 

▪ Ensure that hazardous waste is disposed in a dedicated area that is enclosed; of hard surface; 

with proper signage and suitable containers as per hazardous waste classifications and that 

they are labelled for each type of hazardous waste. 



 

 

▪ Ensure hazardous waste storage area is equipped with spill kit, fire extinguisher and anti-

spillage trays and a hazardous waste inventory is available.  

▪ Prohibit illegal disposal of hazardous waste to the land; 

▪ Possibly contaminated water (e.g. runoff from paved areas) must be drained into appropriate 

facilities (such as sumps and pits). Contaminated drainage must be orderly disposed of as 

hazardous waste; 

▪ Ensure that containers are emptied and collected by the contractor at appropriate intervals to 

prevent overflowing; and 

▪ Maintain records and manifests that indicate volume of hazardous waste generated onsite, 

collected by contractor, and disposed of at the hazardous waste disposal facilities. The 

numbers within the records are to be consistent to ensure no illegal discharge at the site or 

other areas. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by all 

involved entities to include the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and the Project 

Operator during the operational phase unless stated otherwise:  

▪ Inspection of hazardous waste management practices onsite; 

▪ Review of records and manifests for volume of hazardous waste generated to ensure 

consistency; and 

▪ Regular environmental reporting on implementation of the hazardous waste management 

practices onsite. 

 

(iv) Hazardous Material 

The nature of construction and operational activities entail the use of various hazardous materials 

such as oil, chemicals, and fuel for the various equipment and machinery. Improper management 

of hazardous material entails a risk of leakage into the surrounding environment either from 

storage areas or throughout the use of equipment and machinery.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by all involved entities to include 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and the Project Operator during the operational 

phase unless stated otherwise:  

▪ Ensure that hazardous materials are stored in proper areas and in a location where they 

cannot reach the land in case of accidental spillage. This includes storage facilities that are of 

hard impermeable surface, flame-proof, accessible to authorized personnel only, locked when 

not in use, and prevents incompatible materials from coming in contact with one another; 

▪ Maintain a register of all hazardous materials used and accompanying Material Safety Data 

Sheet (MSDS) must present at all times. Spilled material should be tracked and accounted for; 

▪ Incorporate dripping pans at machinery, equipment, and areas that are prone to 

contamination by leakage of hazardous materials (such as oil, fuel, etc.); 

▪ Regular maintenance of all equipment and machinery used onsite. Maintenance activities and 

other activities that pose a risk for hazardous material spillage (such as refuelling) must take 

place at a suitable location (hard surface) with appropriate measures for trapping spilled 

material; 

▪ Ensure general-purpose spill absorbent is available at hazardous material storage facility. 

Appropriate absorbents include zeolite, clay, peat and other products manufactured for this 

purpose. This should be dependent on the largest storage tank onsite or truck that brings 

hazardous materials to the site (i.e. largest conceivable spill); and 



 

 

▪ If spillage on soil occurs, spill must be immediately contained, cleaned-up, and contaminated 

soil disposed as hazardous waste. 

▪ All hydrocarbons to be stored within hardstanding within secondary containment bunds 

capable of retaining 110% of the contents of the largest vessel or 25% of the inventory (if 

more than one vessel), whichever is the greatest. Ensure the integrity of the secondary bund 

and Oil/water separators to be used to discharge rainwater after visual inspection to ensure no 

oil contamination of rainwater. 

 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by all 

involved entities to include the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and the Project 

Operator during the operational phase unless stated otherwise:  

▪ Inspection for storage of hazardous materials to include inspections for potential spillages or 

leakages; and 

▪ Report any spills and the measures taken to minimize the impact and prevent from occurring 

again. 

8.4.3 Potential Impacts from Erosion and Runoff during the Construction Phase  

Site preparation activities which are to take place onsite by the EPC Contractor for installation of 

the various Project components to include wind turbines, substation, cables, etc. are expected to 

include land clearing activities, excavation, grading, etc.   

The nature of construction activities discussed above could disturb soil, exposing it to increased 

erosion during rainfall events.  If onsite erosion and runoff are not controlled, they can result in 

siltation of surface water. Generally, such impacts can be adequately controlled through the 

implementation of general best practice housekeeping measures as highlighted throughout this 

section, and which are expected to be implemented throughout construction phase.  

The potential impacts from erosion and runoff is of short-term duration as it is limited to the 

construction phase. Such impacts are negative in nature, and could be noticeable and are 

therefore of medium magnitude. However, they are considered of low sensitivity as they are 

generally controlled through the implementation of general best practice housekeeping 

measures. Given all of the above, such an impact is considered to be of minor significance. 

Following the implementation of the mitigation measures highlighted throughout this section, the 

residual significance can be reduced to not significant. 

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by all involved entities to include 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase:  

▪ Avoid executing excavation works under aggressive weather conditions. 

▪ Place clear markers indicating stockpiling area of excavated materials to restrict equipment 

and personnel movement, thus limiting the physical disturbance to land and soils in adjacent 

areas. 

▪ Erect erosion control barriers around work site during site preparation and construction to 

prevent silt runoff where applicable.  

▪ Return surfaces disturbed during construction to their original (or better) condition to the 

greatest extent possible. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by all 

involved entities to include the EPC Contractor during the construction phase:  



 

 

▪ Inspection for erosion and runoff control to include inspections for implementation of 

mitigation measures. 

 

 

8.5 Biodiversity  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on biodiversity from the Project throughout its 

various phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could include mitigation 

measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been identified to 

eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

It is important to note that biodiversity assessed in this Chapter excludes birds (avi-fauna) and 

bats, which are discussed separately in “Section 8.6” and “Section 8.7“ respectively. 

 

8.5.1 Potential Impacts during the Construction Phase 

Site preparation activities which are to take place onsite by the EPC Contractor for installation of 

the wind turbines and the various Project components to include substation, transmission cables, 

access roads and internal road network, buildings, etc. are expected to include land clearing 

activities, levelling, excavation, grading, etc.  

Such activities are limited to the relatively small individual footprints of these facilities and the 

actual area of disturbance is relatively minimal. Nevertheless, although alterations are considered 

to be minimal, such activities would still likely result in the alteration of the site’s habitat and 

thus potentially disturb existing habitats. Other impacts on the biodiversity of the site are mainly 

from improper management of the site, which could include improper conduct and housekeeping 

practices by workers (i.e. hunting of animals, discharge of hazardous waste to land, etc.). 

However, as discussed earlier, the Project site is general is considered of low ecological 

significance but special consideration should be given to the globally threatened to the Egyptian 

Dabb Lizard Uromastyx aegyptia since the project site provides a typical habitat for such species.   

Given all of the above, the potential impacts on biodiversity created during the construction 

phase would be of a long‐term duration as they would result in a permanent change in the 

natural biodiversity of the site. Such impacts are considered of negative nature and of a medium 

magnitude given that the change in the natural biodiversity of the site will be noticeable in 

limited individual footprints. In addition, as the site is considered of low ecological significance, 

the receiving environmental is determined to be of a low sensitivity. Given all of the above, such 

an impact is considered to be of minor significance. 

Additional Surveys and Mitigation 

▪ As discussed above, the permit issued by the 300km2 ESIA identifies specific buffer distance 

requirements for turbine design related to the Egyptian Dabb Lizard. However, this is not 

considered a feasible or practical solution given that burrows can change and are not fixed 

(an active burrow this year can become inactive next year given that they continuously move 

to other locations). Therefore, it is recommended that as alternative and more feasible option 

that a detailed survey is undertaken prior to construction through a biodiversity expert. The 

expert should have an educational background in a related field (bachelor’s degree at a 

minimum) (e.g. biology, biodiversity or similar) with demonstrated work experience and 

track record in planning and implementing biodiversity assessments, surveys and studies in 

the region including reptiles in particular.  

The survey should focus on all construction activities areas and in particular the Wadi 

systems where such a species is likely to be located. If the species is present in these areas 

the biodiversity expert will design and implement a pre-construction capture and relocation 

programme based on demonstrated good practice for the relocation of this type of species. 



 

 

A detailed report should be submitted which documents all of the above.   

▪ Implement proper management measures to prevent damage to the biodiversity of the site. 

This should include establishing a proper code of conduct and awareness raising / training of 

personnel and good housekeeping which include the following: 

- Prohibit hunting of any wildlife at any time and under any condition by construction 

workers onsite; 

- Ensure proper storage, collection, and disposal of waste streams generated as discussed in 

detail in “Section 8.4.2“; 

- Restrict activities to allocated construction areas only, including movement of workers and 

vehicles to allocated roads within the site and prohibit off‐roading to minimize 

disturbances; and 

- Avoid unnecessary elevated noise levels at all times. In addition, apply adequate general 

noise suppressing measures as detailed in “Section 8.9.1”. 

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact is categorized as not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The project will require the EPC contractor to conduct monitoring and reporting during the 

construction phase including:: 

▪ Submission of pre-construction Egyptian Dabb Lizard survey report and subsequent reports 

should relocation be necessary. 

▪ Regular, scheduled, and documented inspection of all construction phase activities that could 

impact on biodiversity, with reporting submitted to the project for review. 

 

8.5.2 Potential Impacts during the Operation Phase 

The only impacts anticipated during the operation phase are related to improper management of 

the site as discussed earlier. This could include improper conduct and housekeeping practices by 

workers (i.e. hunting of animals, discharge of hazardous waste to land, etc.).  

The potential impacts on biodiversity would of a long-term duration throughout the operation 

phase of the Project. Such impacts are of negative nature and of a medium magnitude. However, 

as the site is considered of low ecological significance, the receiving environmental is determined 

to be of low sensitivity. Given all of the above, such an impact is considered to be of minor 

significance. 

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the Project Operator during the 

operation phase and which include: 

▪ Implement proper management measures to prevent damage to the biodiversity of the site. 

This could include establishing a proper code of conduct and awareness raising / training of 

personnel and good housekeeping which include the following:   

- Prohibit hunting of any wildlife at any time and under any condition by workers onsite; 

- Ensure proper storage, collection, and disposal of waste streams generated as discussed in 

detail in “Section 8.4.2”; and 

- Restrict activities to allocated areas only, including movement of workers and vehicles to 

allocated roads within the site and prohibit off-roading to minimize disturbances. 

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact is categorized as not significant. 



 

 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the Wind Farm Operator during the operation phase and which include: 

▪ Regular, scheduled, and documented inspection of all operations phase activities that could 

impact on biodiversity, with reporting submitted to the project for review. 

 

8.6 Birds  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on birds (avi-fauna) from the Project throughout 

its various phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could include 

mitigation and monitoring measures, additional requirements, etc.) have been identified to 

eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels. 

Before discussing the outcomes of the above, it is important to state that the potential impact of 

wind turbines on birds is considered one of the key issues related to wind farm developments 

which must be thoroughly addressed within the ESIA. 

 

8.6.1 Potential Impacts during the Construction Phase  

Site preparation activities which are to take place onsite by the EPC Contractor for installation of 

the wind turbines and the various Project components to include substation, transmission cables, 

access roads and internal road network, buildings, etc. are expected to include land clearing 

activities, levelling, excavation, grading, etc. 

Such activities in particular could impact avi-fauna which use the site for foraging and as a 

breeding ground– to include soaring and non-soaring resident and migratory species. Generally, 

such construction activities would not result in any major alteration of the site’s habitats and thus 

would not affect the foraging and feeding area of such species, given that such activities are 

limited to the relatively small individual footprint of these facilities and where the actual area of 

disturbance is relatively minimal. The Project site is considered of low ecological significance due 

to its natural setting; characterised by being heavily degraded and arid. 

On the other hand, there are additional potential impacts during the construction phase on 

breeding birds within the site. Construction activities could disturb existing habitats of birds 

breeding and within the Project site. Such potential impacts are created during the construction 

phase only and thus are of long‐term duration. However, such impacts are considered of negative 

nature and of a low magnitude given that the construction activities’ actual area of disturbance is 

relatively minimal. In addition, given that breeding activities are likely within the Project site, the 

receiving environmental is determined to be of a medium sensitivity. Given all of the above, such 

an impact is considered to be minor significance. 

Mitigation Measures by the Developer/EPC Contractors 

▪ Implementation of proper housekeeping measures to reduce impacts including:  

- Restrict activities to allocated construction areas only, including movement of workers and 

vehicles to allocated roads within the site and prohibit off-roading to minimize disturbances.  

- Prohibit hunting of birds at any time and under any condition by construction workers onsite. 

- Implement proper measures, which would prevent attraction of birds to the site. This 

includes measures such as prohibiting illiterate dumping and ensuring waste streams are 

disposed appropriately in accordance with the measures identified in “Section 8.4.2”.  

-  

- Avoid unnecessary elevated noise levels at all times. In addition, apply adequate general 

noise suppressing measures. This could include the use of well‐maintained mufflers and noise 

suppressants for high noise generating equipment and machinery, developing a regular 



 

 

maintenance schedule of all vehicles, machinery, and equipment for early detection of issues 

to avoid unnecessary elevated noise level, etc. 

▪ Develop a protocol to swiftly report and dispose of any dead or injured wildlife or animals 

recorded onsite. 

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirement 

The following summarises the monitoring requirements for the projects which must be 

undertaken and which include:  

▪ EPC Contractors to submit construction schedule and plan and demonstrate that construction 

is planned to avoid areas of concern during breeding season. 

▪ Submission of dead animal handling protocol  

 

8.6.2 Potential Impacts during the Operation Phase  

Wind turbines are associated with impacts on birds from risks of collision and electrocution for 

both migratory soaring birds (which could pass over the site during the spring and autumn 

migration seasons) and resident soaring birds in the area.  

Egypt is one of the main crossroads for migratory soaring birds (MSBs) crossing from breeding 

grounds in Europe and Asia to their wintering areas in Africa. High wind energy potentials in the 

Gulf of Suez (GoS) stimulated rapid development of wind energy facilities, which poses additional 

risk to migratory birds using the area. Principal risks to these species are from fatal collisions 

with turbines and with overhead powerlines and disturbance/barrier effects. 

Based on the foregoing and given the importance of the area for bird migration routes and the 

implementation of related international commitments, the Regional Centre for Renewable Energy 

and Energy Efficiency (RCREEE) initiated the “Active Turbine Management Program” (ATMP) 

aiming to determine the optimum wind turbines operations periods during the heavy bird 

migratory seasons (spring and autumn) during pre, under, and post-construction phases of wind 

farms. 

This program aims to ensure the protection and risk mitigation of the environment while increasing 

the feasibility and the productivity of the wind turbines over the project lifetime. Therefore, RCREEE 

has succeeded in launching the study and providing an innovative coordination and execution 

strategic framework among public and private stakeholders, including three governmental 

institutions; the New and Renewable Energy Authority (NREA), the Egyptian Environmental Affairs 

Agency (EEAA) and the Egyptian Electricity Transmission Company (EETC) by releasing a Bird 

Migration Protocol (BMP) called the ”Executive Framework for Strategic Cumulative, 

Environmental & Social Assessment & Program of Ornithological monitoring and Active Turbine 

Management for Wind Energy Developments in Gulf of Suez”. One of the objectives of the Bird 

Migration Protocol is to strengthen the protection of birds in their migration path in Egypt from the 

potential effects of wind-energy projects through a series of practical activities in the GoS area, as 

well as facilitate cooperation among relevant stakeholders.  

 

Background  

As part of the ESIA study for the Project, three (3) spring migratory seasons (2020 to 2022) and 

two (2) autumns (2020 and 2021) have been completed. These pre-construction studies were 

performed with the assumption of installing turbines of 120 m tip height. However, recent 

changes in turbine technology have evolved to bigger turbines with a higher output. Since the 

early 2000s, wind turbines have grown in size—in both height and blade lengths—and generate 

more energy as noted in the figure below. Turbine towers are becoming taller to capture more 

energy as winds generally increase as altitudes do. The change in wind speed with altitude is 









 

 

Pernis apivorus Honey Buzzard 0.6 1.5 flapping 18.06 

Pelecanus onocrotalus Great White Pelican 1.56 2.93 flapping 15.60 

Neophron percnopterus Egyptian Vulture 0.62 1.6 gliding 13.90 

Aquila pennata Booted eagle 0.51 1.38 gliding 11.3 

Gyps fulvus Eurasian Griffon 1.01 2.52 gliding 19.40 

Circaetus gallicus Short-toed Snake-

Eagle 

0.66 1.77 gliding 11.30 

Aquila nipalensis Steppe Eagle 0.70 1.9 gliding 18.06 

Aquila heliaca Eastern Imperial 

Eagle 

0.71 1.9 gliding 18.06 

Falco tinnunculus Common Kestrel 0.31 0.68 flapping 13.90 

Falco naumanni Lesser Kestrel 0.31 0.66 flapping 13.90 

Falco cherrug Saker Falcon 0.51 1.12 flapping 22.20 

Grus grus Common Crane 1.08 1.9 flapping 16.67 

Circus aeruginosus Western Marsh-

Harrier 

0.48 1.3 gliding 11.10 

Circus cyaneus Hen Harrier 0.46 1.1 gliding 11.10 

Milvus migrans Black Kite 0.55 1.37 gliding 11.7 

Accipiter nisus Eurasian 

Sparrowhawk 

0.34 0.67 flapping 19.40 

Buteo buteo Steppe Buzzard 0.46 1.23 gliding 16.67 

Buteo rufinus Long-legged Buzzard 0.53 1.3 gliding 16.67 

Falco tinnunculus Eurasian Kestrel 0.31 0.68 flapping 13.90 

Clanga clanga Greater Spotted eagle 0.71 1.80 gliding 11.7 

Clanga pomarina Lesser spotted eagle 0.67 1.68 gliding 11.7 

Accipiter brevipes Levant Sparrowhawk 0.37 0.74 flapping 11.1 

Pandion haliaetus Osprey 0.66 1.59 gliding 11.4 

Circus pygargus Montagu’s Harrier 0.49 1.23 gliding 8.4 

Falco vespertinus Red-footed falcon 0.32 0.75 flapping 12.8 

Falcon concolor Sooty falcon 0.36 0.88 flapping 11.3 

Ciconia ciconia White Stork 1.02 1.65 gliding 16.0 

 

The flight duration of the target species was recorded to the nearest 15-second interval. Estimate 

of the bird’s flight height above ground level at the point of first detection and thereafter at 15-

second intervals, where heights to be classified flight based on turbine specifications and to be at 

least divided into two classes; at collision risk and above collision risk. Although at the time of the 

undertaking of the survey the specifications of turbines were not finalized, the scenarios 

proposed all present a small area below collision risk, while above collision risk is above 120 

(2020-2022) for all scenarios. Based on this, the two classes were used for collision risk height:   

  Band 1= Turbine from the bottom to the tip height (≤ 120 m) 

  Band 2= above turbine height (> 120 m) 

However, at a later stage throughout the Project, the client considered a change in the turbine 

size, increasing the tip height to 180  m. For this reason, during the autumn 2021 and spring 

2022 monitoring, there was a change in data collection with birds classified into four classes as 

follows:  

  Band 1= Turbine from the bottom to the tip height (0-120 m) 

 Band 2= above turbine height (120-150 m) 

 Band 3= 150-200 m 

 Band 4= above 200m 

As the data were being collected according to the above-mentioned bands, the CRM was 

estimated for the  200m as it is considered the most representative for the 180 m tip height.  

The following table shows the percentage of records at risk height for each spring season 

and species plus the time such flights were at risk height. Data were recorded during the 

three spring seasons considering the tip height of the turbine being 120 m. Bird observations 

















 

 

Although collision risk estimates will vary between years due   to spatial variation in the intensity 

of migration flight activity within this part of the flyway, the CRM does provide 3 seasons of 

spring, and 2 of autumn data, and therefore likely provides a reasonable assessment of the scale 

of species-specific impacts likely. Specifically, the CRM provides robust evidence that White 

Stork, and Great White Pelican have the potential to be substantially impacted from collision with 

project turbines. The CRM also provides evidence that European Honey-buzzard are likely to be 

impacted during their autumn migration. The risk to most other raptor species and all globally 

threatened and near-threatened species appears to be low.  

White Stork and Great White Pelican are assessed to have a high vulnerability to collision with 

turbines based on their body mass, flight style and behaviour and documented collision (see 

‘Species Vulnerability Index’ section in Allinson 2017). This corroborates the potential for impacts 

on these two species. The same study assigns a high vulnerability to collision for large raptors, 

indicating that this group of species is especially susceptible to collision with turbines and that 

safeguarding of these species should always be a priority. 

(i) Sensitivity of the Project Site  

The baseline assessments have recorded high numbers of migratory soaring birds over the 

Project site and its vicinity. Some of those recorded species have an important status on the 

international or national levels. The baseline assessment concludes that the site is considered 

within a highly sensitive area in terms of avi-fauna. Additionally, the Project site is considered to 

be located along an intensive migration route. Taking all of the above into account, the 

receiving environment is considered of high sensitivity. 

(ii) Magnitude of the Impact 

The collision risk model (CRM) assessment data in the tables above are helpful for assessing 

impacts. The results suggest: 

▪ The collision risk to all species except for European Honey-buzzard is lower in the autumn 

compared with the spring migration period. 

▪ For the majority of MSBs passing through the project site airspace during spring and 

autumn migration, the risk of collision is low or zero. 

▪ Most raptor species  had low or zero predicted collision rates when assessed either 

seasonally or annually. Three raptors had higher CRM estimates (Steppe Buzzard, 

European Honey-buzzard, Black Kite). All the higher values for these species related to 

the autumn 2021 and spring 2022 180m blade tip analysis which may suggest that the 

increased blade tip height will result in higher collision rates. This is unsurprising and 

aligns with turbine collision studies comparing smaller with larger turbines (e.g. Rasran 

2017, Shimada 2021). 

▪ Based on the predicted seasonal and annual collision rate estimates, two species have the 

potential to be substantially impacted by the project: White Stork and Great White 

Pelican. The impacts for both species are likely to be greatest during spring migration with 

average estimates of 63 White Storks and 23 Great White Pelican fatalities predicted 

without mitigation. In the autumn season, Great White Pelican is predicted to have a 

lower risk with <5 fatalities predicted but impacts on White Stork remain relatively high 

compared with all other MSBs with a 2-season average of 25 fatalities predicted. 

▪ Four globally threatened MSBs pass through the project airspace. These are Steppe Eagle 

and Egyptian Vulture (IUCN - Endangered), Eastern Imperial Eagle, Greater Spotted Eagle 

and Sooty Falcon (IUCN -Vulnerable). Additionally, Pallid Harrier (IUCN-Near Threatened) 

was also recorded during baseline flight activity monitoring. Of these, only Steppe Eagle 

had a predicted collision rate exceeding zero. The predicted collision rate for Steppe Eagle 

was zero for two of the three seasons that it was present (the species only migrates 

through the site in spring). In spring 2022 the 180m CRM analysis predicted one fatality 

for this species. 

▪ CRM estimates for the current turbine maximum blade tip height of 180m (autumn 2021 

and spring 2022 flight activity data) suggest that the results for the 120m blade tip 

analysis may underestimate risk, i.e. most species with at least 1 predicted fatality had 

higher rates for the increased blade tip height analysis in both autumn 2021 and spring 

2022. The 180m tip analysis used flight activity data from all height bands up to 200m, so 



 

 

there is also the potential that the predicted fatality rates could be slightly higher than 

those for a 180m blade tip. 

Although  collision risk estimates will vary between years due to spatial variation in the intensity 

of migration flight activity within this part of the flyway, the CRM does provide 3 seasons of 

spring data and 2 of autumn and therefore likely provides a reasonable assessment of the scale 

of species-specific impacts. Specifically, the CRM provides robust evidence that White Stork, and 

Great White Pelican have the potential to be substantially impacted from collision with project 

turbines. The CRM also provides evidence that European Honey-buzzard is likely to be impacted 

during their autumn migration. The risk to most other raptor species and all globally threatened 

and near-threatened species appears to be low.  

White Stork and Great White Pelican are assessed to have a high vulnerability to collision with 

turbines based on their body mass, flight style and behaviour and documented collision (see 

‘Species Vulnerability Index’ section in Allinson 2017). This corroborates the potential for impacts 

on these two species. The same study assigns a high vulnerability to collision for large raptors, so 

although the CRM did not generally predict many fatalities for this group, future migration 

periods with higher numbers of birds flying at turbine height will increase the CRM rate for these 

species, some of which are globally threatened. 

 

Summarizing, the fatality rates for species recorded at the Amunet project  will vary between 

years and it is likely that the number of fatalities could be higher than the assessment provided 

here.  The CRM estimates indicate that for most MSB species including those globally threatened 

or near-threatened the impacts are likely to be low, however uncertainty relating to migration 

activity between years may mean that impacts could be higher and in some cases reach or 

exceed acceptable thresholds. For White Stork, Great White Pelican and European Honey-buzzard 

annual fatality rates are moderate to high. However, these species are all abundant with stable or 

increasing populations and assigned IUCN Least Concern status and therefore are better able to 

sustain some loss compared with globally threatened raptors using the project area. Overall, 

there is potential for a noticeable change to occur and acceptable limits are likely to be breached 

for non-threatened species but not for the majority of MSBs, therefore the assessment concludes 

medium magnitude of impact  

 

Based on the above, the impact significance for the Amunet wind power project is 

assessed as Moderate, based on a high receptor sensitivity and a medium magnitude of 

effect. 

Residual Impacts 

The project will need to implement comprehensive turbine shutdown on demand and associated 

flight activity monitoring programs to mitigate turbine collision risk and identify and respond to 

emerging risks. The shutdown program will need to have the capacity to implement extended 

shutdown in response to predicted high migration intensity and/or environmental conditions that 

may lead to elevated risk situations. This type of shutdown will need to be implemented until the 

high collision risk situation has abated. Comprehensive and systematic fatality monitoring around 

turbines will be required to provide feedback on shutdown efficacy and as a trigger for adjusting 

the scale of shutdown required. Provided these measures are implemented to Good International 

Industry standards, evidence from operational wind projects in the Gulf of Suez operating this 

level of mitigation suggests that the significance of residual impact can be reduced to not 

significant 

The following identifies the mitigation and monitoring measures to be applied during operation 

phase. Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the 

residual impact can be reduced to not significant.  

Mitigation and Monitoring Measures  

(i) Barrier Effect Study  



 

 

It is recommended that RCREEE undertake at the cumulative level for all wind farms within the 

GoS region a barrier effect study. The study should assess potential impacts of wind farms as 

disruptive barriers to the migration route at the cumulative level within the GoS region and 

identify any additional mitigation measures to be considered. This could include for example 

spacing/buffer requirements between wind farms. The study should take into account the Project 

and all surrounding wind farms and the variations in the turbine heights of such projects. The 

study should be undertaken once all wind farms have confirmed their turbine specifications – 

please refer to “Section 8.15” for full list of wind farm projects within the GoS region.  

 

(ii) Avi-Fauna Monitoring and On-Demand Turbine Shutdown 

Good International Industry Practice standard shutdown on demand and bird monitoring study 

protocol will be designed and implemented by the Project informed by baseline bird data and the 

results of similar monitoring at GoS wind projects.  

Monitoring during the operation of the wind farm must be completed in order to inform the actual 

impact caused by the wind farm on resident and migratory birds. The monitoring must be 

undertaken with the primary objective of collision avoidance but also secondary for migration 

monitoring behavior. 

Monitoring will be undertaken during the migration seasons. The start and end of the monitoring 

period will be agreed with the ATMP Technical Committee8 prior to commencement of each 

migration season. Based on current information, monitoring must take place during the spring 

migration season (from 20 February until 15 May) and autumn migration season (from 10 August 

till 15 November). Throughout these periods, monitoring must take place continuously on a daily 

basis. Detailed protocols for the ATMP including shutdown on demand is provided as an Annex 

 

(iii) Avi-Fauna Carcass Search during Operation  

A Good International Industry Practice standard post-construction fatality monitoring (PCFM) 

program (including bias correction trials) will be designed and implemented. A detailed protocol 

for this program is provided as an Annex.  

The PCFM program  will assess the effectiveness of shutdown mitigation measures and allow the 

annual number of bird turbine collision fatalities to be estimated. 

PCFM reporting, including fatality rate estimate analysis will be 6-monthy, Additionally,  a 

comparative assessment between the fatality monitoring results and the outcomes of the pre-

construction ESIA CRM will be provided annually.  

 

8.7 Bats  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on bats from the Project throughout its various 

phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could include mitigation 

measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been identified to 

eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels. 

 

8.7.1 Potential Impacts during the Construction Phase 

Site preparation activities which are to take place onsite by the EPC Contractor for installation of 

the wind turbines and the various Project components to include substation, transmission cables, 

access roads and internal road network, buildings, etc. are expected to include land clearing 

activities, levelling, excavation, grading, etc.  

 
8 This includes members from RCREEE, EEAA, and EETC   



 

 

Such activities are limited to the relatively small individual footprints of these facilities and the 

actual area of disturbance is relatively minimal. Nevertheless, such activities would likely result in 

the alteration of the site’s habitat and thus potentially impacts bats; particularly through loss of 

hunting habitats for bats as well as roosting sites.  

However, such impacts on bats created during the construction phase would of a long‐term 

duration as they would result in a permanent change in the natural biodiversity of the site. 

However, such impacts are expected to be of negative nature, low magnitude, and low sensitivity 

and therefore not significant due to the reasons provided below.  

▪ Based on literature review all bat species that are expected within the Project area are 

considered of Least Concern according to IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. 

▪ The Project site being a feeding ground for bats (which in turn relates to bat activity) is 

expected to be minimal and insignificant given that the very low nocturnal insect activity due 

to the arid nature of the Project site and very low vegetation coverage.  

▪ Based on preliminary visits of the Project area it does not seem to support any roosting sites 

for bats.  

Taking the above into account, no mitigation measures are expected to be required  

 

8.7.2 Potential Impacts during the Operation Phase  

The potential impacts from the Project during operation are mainly related to risk of bat strikes 

and collisions with rotors of the operating wind turbines.  

Many reports have corroborated the findings of bat collisions with wind turbines; this includes 

reports in Germany (Dürr 2001; Trapp et al. 2002; Dürr & Bach 2004), Sweden (Ahlén, 2002) 

and Spain (Alcalde, 2003). Evidences that turbines do not only kill bats from local populations but 

also from populations at far distance were established (Voigt et al., 2012).  

In addition, in reference to EUROBATS Guidelines for Considerations on Bats in Wind Farm 

Projects (Rodrigues et al, 2014), some of the species that are listed to have their distribution 

range in the Project area and its vicinity are documented to be vulnerable to collisions with wind 

turbines. For instance, Pipistrellus spp. are known to be at high risk of collision from wind 

turbines. The literature shows that two species of the genus have their distribution range in the 

area; Pipstrellus kuhlii and P. rueppellii. Also, Eptesicus spp. of which Eptesicus bottae is 

documented to be recorded in the area, are known to be of medium risk to collision with wind 

turbines. None of the species listed in the literature review are known to have low risk of collision 

with wind turbines. In fact, all remaining seven species’ vulnerability to collision with wind 

turbines is unknown. 

Such impacts are anticipated to be of a long‐term duration as negative nature, medium 

magnitude, and low sensitivity and therefore of minor significance due to the reasons provided 

below.  

▪ Risk of collision of bats could potentially entail impacts on population on the species during 

specific periods of the year, mainly in spring season. However, based on literature review all 

bat species that are expected within the Project area are considered of Least Concern 

according to IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. 

▪ The Project site being a feeding ground for bats (which in turn relates to bat activity) is 

expected to be minimal and insignificant given that the very low nocturnal insect activity due 

to the arid nature of the Project site and very low vegetation coverage.  

▪ Based on preliminary visits of the Project area it does not seem to support any roosting sites 

for bats.  

 

Mitigation and Monitoring Measures  



 

 

To verify the outcomes above, as part of the Carcass Search Surveys and program to be 

undertaken (refer to “Section 8.6.2“ earlier), this should cover bats as well. Based on the 

outcomes of the program above, if the results present any key outcomes then additional 

management measures should be determined as appropriate and based on the outcomes of the 

carcass search survey program.  

 

8.8 Archaeology and Cultural Heritage  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on archaeology and cultural heritage from the 

Project throughout its various phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which 

could include mitigation measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have 

been identified to eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

It is important to note that there are no anticipated impacts during the operational phase of the 

Project.  

 

8.8.1 Potential Impacts during the Construction Phase  

Site preparation activities which are to take place onsite by the EPC Contractor for installation of 

the wind turbines and the various Project components to include substation, transmission cables, 

access roads and internal road network, buildings, etc. are expected to include land clearing 

activities, levelling, excavation, grading, etc.  

Although such activities are limited to the relatively small individual footprints of these facilities 

and the actual area of disturbance is relatively minimal, if such activities are improperly 

managed, they could damage or disturb archaeological remains present on the surface of the 

Project site. However, the archaeological baseline assessment discussed earlier concludes that 

there are no archaeological sites or remains within the Project site. Therefore, there are no 

anticipated impacts from the Project on surface archaeological remains within the Project site.  

In addition, there is a chance that throughout such construction activities, archaeological remains 

buried in the ground are discovered. Improper management (if such sites are discovered) could 

potentially disturb or damage such sites which could potentially be of importance.  Such potential 

impacts are of a short-term duration as they are limited to the construction phase, and are 

irreversible as should sites be discovered then inappropriate management could result in 

disturbance and/or damage, in which such an impact would be of medium magnitude. The 

impacts will be of a negative nature and low sensitivity given that the likelihood of such impacts 

is considered low. Given all of the above, such an impact is considered to be of minor 

significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the EPC Contractor during the 

construction phase and which include:  

▪ As required by the SCA (refer to Figure 74), during excavation activities, SCA must be notified 

to check if they will provide any observers to oversee the process and ensure that no 

underground archaeological remains of importance are unearthed and/or disturbed.  

▪ Throughout the construction phase, and as the case with any Project development that entails 

such construction activities, there is a chance that potential archaeological remains in the 

ground might be discovered. It is expected that chance find procedures are implemented.  

Those mainly require that construction activities be halted and the area fenced along with 

proper signage, while immediately notifying the Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities/Red Sea 

and Suez Antiquities Inspection Office. No additional work will be allowed before the 

Ministry/Inspection Office assesses the found potential archaeological site and grants a 

clearance to resume the work. Construction activities can continue at other parts of the site if 

no potential archaeological remains were found. If found, same procedures above apply. 



 

 

▪  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant.  

Monitoring Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the Wind Farm EPC Contractors during the construction phase and which include: 

▪ Submission of formal letter of communication with SCA; and 

▪ For chance find procedure, inspection of actions taken in case of new discoveries, including 

fencing, limiting access to site, and contacting the Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities/ Red 

Sea and Suez Antiquities Inspection Office. Report should be prepared and submitted to the 

Ministry in such a case which details the above. 

 

8.9 Air Quality and Noise  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on air quality and noise from the Project 

throughout its various phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could 

include mitigation measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been 

identified to eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

 

8.9.1 Potential Impacts during the Construction Phase  

Site preparation activities which are to take place onsite by the EPC Contractor for installation of 

the wind turbines and the various Project components to include substation, transmission cables, 

access roads and internal road network, buildings, etc. are expected to include land clearing 

activities, levelling, excavation, grading, etc.  

Although such activities are limited to the relatively small individual footprints of these facilities 

and the actual area of disturbance is relatively minimal. Nevertheless, such activities will likely 

result in an increased level of dust and particulate matter emissions, which in turn will directly 

and temporarily impact ambient air quality. If improperly managed, there is a risk of nuisance 

and health effects to construction workers onsite and to a lesser extent to the nearby 

surrounding receptors from windblown dust (such as nearby petroleum activities). In addition, 

construction activities will likely entail the use of vehicles, machinery and equipment (such as 

generators, compressors, etc.) which are expected to be a source of other pollutant emissions 

(such as SO2, NO2, etc.) which would also have minimal direct impacts on ambient air quality.    

In addition, all the above activities will likely include the use of machinery and equipment such as 

generators, hammers, compressors, etc. and which are expected to be a source of noise and 

vibration generation within the Project site and its surroundings. If improperly managed, there is 

risk of nuisance and health affects to construction workers onsite and to a lesser extent to the 

nearby surrounding receptors (such as nearby petroleum activities). 

The above impacts are anticipated to be temporary and of short‐term nature as they are limited 

to the construction period only. Such impacts are of a negative nature, and will be noticeable and 

therefore of medium magnitude. However, the impacts will be dispersed and are reversible as air 

quality would revert back to baseline conditions after construction works is completed and thus 

the receiving environment is considered of low sensitivity. Given the above such an impact is 

considered of minor significance. 

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the EPC Contractor during the 

construction phase:  



 

 

▪ Based on inspections and visual monitoring undertaken, if dust or pollutant emissions were 

found to be excessive due to construction activities, the source of such emissions should be 

identified and adequate control measures must be implemented; 

▪ Comply with the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) requirements and the 

Egyptian Codes to ensure that for activities associated with high dust and noise levels, 

workers are equipped with proper Personal Protective Equipment (e.g. masks, eye goggles, 

breathing masks, ear muffs, etc.); 

▪ Apply basic dust control and suppression measures which could include: 

- Regular watering of roads for dust suppression; 

- Proper planning of dust causing activities to take place simultaneously in order to reduce 

the dust incidents over the construction period. 

- Proper management of stockpiles and excavated material (e.g. watering, containment, 

covering, bundling). 

- Proper covering of trucks transporting aggregates and fine materials (e.g. through the use 

of tarpaulin).  

- Adhering to a speed limit of 15km/h for trucks on the construction site. 

▪ Develop a regular inspection and scheduled maintenance program for vehicles, machinery, 

and equipment to be used throughout the construction phase for early detection of issue to 

avoid unnecessary pollutant and noise emissions. 

▪ Based on inspections and visual monitoring undertaken, if noise levels were found to be 

excessive from construction activities, the source of such excessive noise levels should be 

identified and adequate control measures must be implemented; and 

▪ Apply adequate general noise suppressing measures. This could include the use of 

well‐maintained mufflers and noise suppressants for high noise generating equipment and 

machinery, developing a regular maintenance schedule of all vehicles, machinery, and 

equipment for early detection of issues to avoid unnecessary elevated noise level, etc. 

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact is categorized as not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and which include: 

▪ Inspection and visual monitoring of the works should be carried out at all times. In addition, 

periodic inspections should be conducted at nearby sites (e.g. such as nearby petroleum 

activities) to determine whether harmful levels of dust and noise from construction activities 

exist; and 

▪ Reporting of any excessive levels of pollutants/dust or noise and the measures taken to 

minimize the impact and prevent it from occurring again. 

 

8.9.2 Potential Impacts during the Operation Phase  

The main foreseen impacts during the operation phase is that related to the noise generated from 

the operating wind turbines and its potential impact on the health and safety of the nearby 

surrounding receptors. Given that such impacts are directly related to public health and safety, 

such impacts have been discussed in details in “Section 8.12” along with other relevant impacts 

such as shadow flicker. 

 



 

 

8.10 Infrastructure and Utilities 

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts on infrastructure and utilities from the Project 

throughout its various phases. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could 

include mitigation measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been 

identified to eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

 

8.10.1 Potential Impacts on Road Networks during the Planning and Construction 

Phase 

Wind turbines are manufactured in factories and transported to the installation site where they 

are assembled. Wind turbine components have big dimensions and weight and their transport 

poses a challenge to the existing roads and infrastructure. The Project’s wind turbine blades will 

have a length of around 57m and are usually transported in one piece. Tower components can 

have a transport height of up to 5m. Nacelles are also usually transported in one piece and can 

have a weight of more than 70 tonnes. 

Components for wind energy projects are usually transported by sea from the manufacturing 

country to the country of installation and are then loaded in existing ports to trucks which 

manoeuvre their way through existing roads to the installation site.  

Given the increasing size, weight, and length of components of the wind turbines, proper 

transportation and logistical solutions could be required for managing the heavy-load long-haul 

requirements. If improperly planned and managed, the trucks hauling the various heavy Project 

components may damage the existing roads, highways and bridges, utility lines (e.g. electricity 

lines), and could also be a public safety concern for other vehicles on the road.  

Taking all of the above into account, the anticipated impacts on road networks are considered of 

short‐term duration during the Project construction phase. Such impacts are of a negative nature, 

and if such impacts are improperly managed, then they are expected to be of high magnitude 

and medium sensitivity.  Given the above impact is considered of moderate significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

It is recommended that EPC Contractor develop a Traffic and Transport Plan before 

commencement of any transportation activities to ensure that the transportation process is 

properly and adequately managed and does not pose a risk of damage to the existing roads, 

highways, overpasses whilst ensuring public safety.  The Plan must analyse and study the entire 

route for transportation of the Project components from the port till the Project site. The 

assessment must take into account worst case scenarios for transportation of Project components 

for blade lengths, tower sections, etc. The study must investigate any constraints which need to 

be considered along the highways leading to the Project site such as bridges, overhead utility 

cables, slants in roads, etc. and identify accommodations which need to be taken into account 

(bypasses, adjustments to roads, etc.)  

The Plan must take into account the following: 

▪ The Plan must be developed in accordance with relevant local traffic and transportation 

legislations related to traffic loads and weights, dimensions, speed limits, etc.  

▪ The plan must consider, to the extent possible, the proper planning of generated trips of 

trucks to ensure they are spread over the course of a work day and hours of day, and which 

also take into account peak and non-peak commute hours on the highway; 

▪ As part of the Plan, the EPC Contractor must establish coordination with relevant entity to 

take into account any specific requirements that should be considered and ensure they are 

aware of the transportation requirements and details related to the Project.    

In addition, the following identifies the mitigation measures that are to be implemented by the 

EPC Contractor as part of the planning phase of the Project: 



 

 

▪ As noted earlier in “Section 8.3“ formal communications must be established with the General 

Petroleum Company for a “Work Coordination Agreement”. As part of such meetings, formal 

communication must also aim to discuss and determine any specific requirements to be taken 

into account for the established road networks within the Project site (e.g. avoidance of such 

areas, buffer distances to be considered, etc.)  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and which include: 

▪ Submission of Traffic and Transport Plan with proof of coordination with the authorities 

discussed above for works required as part of the Study. 

▪ Submission of proof of coordination with relevant entities   

 

8.10.2 Potential Impacts on Electricity Lines during the Planning and Construction 

Phase 

As noted earlier, an electricity line runs along the eastern border of the project area at a distance 

of around 600m. The electricity line is under the responsibility of the Egyptian Electricity 

Transmission Company (EETC). 

Inappropriate management of planning activities (e.g. siting of turbines) and construction 

activities (e.g. excavations) could damage and/or disturb such electricity lines.  

Taking all of the above into account, the anticipated impacts on electricity networks are 

considered of short‐term duration during the Project construction phase. Such impacts are of a 

negative nature, and if such impacts are improperly managed, then they are expected to be of 

medium magnitude and medium sensitivity due to their distance from the Project site.  Given the 

above impact is considered of minor significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the EPC Contractor during the 

construction phase:  

▪ Establish coordination with EETC with to discuss and determine any specific requirements to 

be taken into account for the established electricity networks within the Wind Farm (e.g. 

avoidance of such areas, buffer distances to be considered, etc.)  

▪  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and which include: 

▪ Submission of proof of coordination with relevant entities   

 

8.10.3 Potential Impacts on the Petroleum Pipeline during Construction  

As noted earlier, there are some petroleum pipelines that pass close to the Project area at the 

south direction.  



 

 

Inappropriate management of planning activities (e.g. siting of turbines) and construction 

activities (e.g. excavations) could damage and/or disturb such pipelines.  

Taking all of the above into account, the anticipated impacts on petroleum pipeline are 

considered of short‐term duration during the Project construction phase. Such impacts are of a 

negative nature, and if such impacts are improperly managed, then they are expected to be of 

medium magnitude and medium sensitivity due to their distance from the Project site.  Given the 

above impact is considered of minor significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the EPC Contractor during the 

construction phase:  

▪ Establish coordination with relevant entity to discuss and determine any specific requirements 

to be taken into account for the pipeline (e.g. avoidance of such areas, buffer distances to be 

considered, etc.)  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and which include: 

▪ Submission of proof of coordination with relevant entities   

 

8.10.4 Potential Impacts on Water Resources during Construction and Operation  

It is expected that the Project throughout the construction and operation phase will require water 

for potable usage (drinking, showering, etc.) and non-potable usage (e.g. cleaning of machinery 

and vehicles).  

The Project is expected to require around 80,000m3 throughout the construction phase (for a 

total duration of 28 months) – equivalent to around 75m3/day. This will include around 60,000m3 

for construction requirements (concrete works, minimize dust, cleaning of requirements, etc.) as 

well as 20,000m3 as potable water requirements (drinking, washing, etc.).  

Similarly, during the operation phase, water will mainly be required for potable use of onsite staff 

at the Wind farm. Nevertheless, such requirements are expected to be minimal and insignificant.  

As discussed earlier, based on consultations with Ras Ghareb Water Company there are no 

existing or planned water connections to the Project area. Water will be supplied through water 

trucks and tankers from Ras Ghareb and stored onsite through water tanks.   

Based on the above it is clear that the water requirements for the Project during construction and 

operation are unlikely to entail any constraints on the existing users. However, the involved 

entities are required to coordinate with Ras Ghareb Water Company to secure water 

requirements for the Project most likely through tankers.  

Taking all of the above into account, the anticipated impacts on the local water resources and 

utilities are considered of short‐term duration during the Project construction phase and of long-

term duration during the Operation phase. Such impacts are of a negative nature, and are 

expected to be of low magnitude and of low sensitivity given the temporary nature of such 

impacts during construction and minimal water requirements of the Project during operation.  To 

this extent, the impact is considered not significant.   

Additional Requirements  



 

 

The following identifies additional requirements to be applied by the EPC Contractor during the 

construction phase and Project Operator during the operation phase respectively and which 

include: 

▪ Coordinate with the Ras Ghareb Water Company to sector the water requirements of the 

Project.  

 

8.10.5 Potential Impacts on Waste Utilities during Construction and Operation  

The Project is expected to generate the following waste streams during the construction and 

operation phases: 

▪ Wastewater during construction and operation to include black water (sewage water from 

toilets and sanitation facilities) and grey water (from sinks, showers, etc.). Wastewater during 

the construction phase from the Wind Farm can be assumed by taking into account an 80% 

wastewater generation factor for potable water requirements which will amount to around 

16,000m3 throughout the construction phase. Wastewater generated from the Wind Farm 

during operation is expected to be minimal and insignificant. Wastewater will be stored onsite 

though enclosed septic tanks and collected by tankers from the Project to the closest WWTP. 

▪ Solid waste during construction and operation from the Wind Farm will include construction 

waste (mainly during construction to include dirt, rocks, debris, etc.) as well as general 

municipal waste (such as food, paper, glass, bottles, plastic, etc.).  Solid waste quantities 

generated are not expected to be significant and are likely to be easily handled by closest 

landfill facility.  

▪ Hazardous waste during construction and operation from the Wind Farm will include routine 

waste generated from such activities to include spent oil, lubricants, paint cans, solvents, etc. 

Hazardous waste quantities generated are not expected to be significant and are likely to be 

easily handled by closest authorized facility.  

Taking all of the above into account, the anticipated impacts on waste utilities are considered of 

short‐term duration during the Project construction phase and of long-term duration during the 

Operation phase. Such impacts are of a negative nature, and are expected to be of low 

magnitude and of low sensitivity given the relatively minimal quantities generated and easy of 

management by relevant authorities. Given the above impact is considered not significant. 

Additional Requirements  

The following identifies the additional requirements to be applied by the EPC Contractor during 

the construction phase and Project Operator during the operation phase respectively and which 

include: 

▪ Coordinate with the Ras Ghareb Water Company and obtain list of authorized contractors for 

collection of wastewaters from the site to the Ras Ghareb WWTP.   

▪ Coordinate with the Ras Gharib City Council to hire a competent private contractor for the 

collection of solid waste from the site to the closest approved sanitary landfill site.   

▪ Coordinate with Environmental Management at Ras Ghareb City Council to obtain list of 

authorized contractors for collection of hazardous waste from the site to the closest approved 

facility for final disposal.  

 

8.10.6 Potential Impacts on Aviation, Telecommunication and Television & Radio Links 

during the Planning and Construction Phase  

Improper planning and site selection of the Project could impact and affect infrastructure 

elements related to aviation, telecommunication and television & radio links in the surrounding 

area. Those are discussed in further details below. 

(i) Aviation  



 

 

Any tall structure could impact aircraft safety if located near airports or known flight paths. In 

addition, such structures could potentially interfere with certain electromagnetic transmissions 

associated with air transport, for example primary radar and secondary surveillance radar. Wind 

turbines have the potential to impact the surveillance systems used to detect and identify aircraft 

approaching, overlying or leaving Egyptian airspace and for which a Recognized Air Picture (RAP) 

is produced.  

Such issues are generally managed through appropriate setback distances (if applicable) and in 

addition, regulatory authorities generally include requirements for wind farm developments 

related to visibility of turbines to include navigational lights and blade paintings.  

Nevertheless, if such issues are improperly managed and not taken into account as part of the 

planning phase, they could affect aircraft safety.  Therefore, such impacts are considered of long-

term duration, of negative nature, and of low magnitude given impact is related to inappropriate 

management of activities, however given its importance it is considered if high sensitivity. Given 

all of the above, the impact is considered of minor significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the Developer during the 

planning phase and which include:  

▪ Establish coordination via NREA/EETC with the relevant entity to provide information on the 

Project (to include location and specifications of turbines in specific) and include any specific 

requirements to be considered as part of the detailed design to include setback distances if 

required (e.g. from radar systems if applicable) and navigational safety requirements (e.g. 

navigational lights, blade paintings, etc.)  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact is categorized as not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the Developer during the planning phase and which include: 

▪ Submission of formal non-objection letters from relevant entities   

 

(ii) Telecommunication, TV and Radio Links 

Wind turbines during the construction and operation phase could impact telecommunication, TV 

and Radio infrastructure. For example, construction activities could damage/disturb underground 

communication cables (if present within the area), while rotating turbines during operation could 

disrupt Line of Sight (LoS) connections between telecommunication transmission towers.   

Such issues are generally managed through appropriate setback distances (if applicable) from 

such infrastructure elements. Nevertheless, if such issues are improperly managed and not taken 

into account as part of the planning phase, they could affect such elements. Therefore, such 

impacts are considered of long-term duration, of negative nature, and of low magnitude given 

impact is related to inappropriate management of activities, however given its importance it is 

considered if high sensitivity. Given all of the above, the impact is considered of minor 

significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the Developer during the 

planning phase and which include:  

▪ Establish coordination via NREA/EETC with the relevant entity (given that a 

telecommunication tower is noted onsite), and other applicable local agencies to provide 

information on the Project (to include location and specifications of turbines in specific) and 

include any specific requirements to be considered as part of the detailed design to include 



 

 

setback distances if required for telecommunication, radio and TV infrastructure (e.g. from 

LoS connections)  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact is categorized as not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the Developer during the planning phase and which include: 

▪ Submission of formal non-objection letters relevant entities  

 

 

8.10.7 Potential Impacts on Water Dams during Construction  

As noted earlier, there are three key water dams located just outside of the Project site to the 

west.  

Inappropriate management of planning activities (e.g. siting of turbines) and construction 

activities (e.g. excavations) could damage and/or disturb such dams.  

Taking all of the above into account, the anticipated impacts on the dams are considered of 

short‐term duration during the Project construction phase. Such impacts are of a negative nature, 

and if such impacts are improperly managed, then they are expected to be of medium magnitude 

and medium sensitivity due to their distance from the Project site.  Given the above impact is 

considered of minor significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

The following identifies the mitigation measures to be applied by the EPC Contractor during the 

construction phase:  

▪ Establish coordination with relevant entity to discuss and determine any specific requirements 

to be taken into account for the pipeline (e.g. avoidance of such areas, buffer distances to be 

considered, etc.)  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractor during the construction phase and which include: 

▪ Submission of proof of coordination with relevant entities   

 

8.11 Occupational Health and Safety and Worker Accommodation  

This Section identifies the anticipated impacts from the Project throughout its various phases on 

occupational health and safety. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could 

include mitigation measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been 

identified to eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

This section presents the assessment of potential impacts on occupational health and safety 

collectively during the construction and operation phase for the wind farm, given that they are 

similar in nature during both phases.  

Throughout the construction and operation phase there will be generic occupational health and 

safety risks to workers, as working onsite increases the risk of injury or death due to accidents. 

The following risks are generally associated with wind farm development projects:   



 

 

▪ Slips and falls; 

▪ Working at heights; 

▪ Working with powered and hand-held tools; 

▪ Struck-by objects; 

▪ Moving machineries; 

▪ Working in confined spaces and excavations; 

▪ Exposure to chemicals, hazardous or flammable materials; 

▪ Working in sunny conditions and high temperatures;  

▪ Exposure to electric shocks and burns when touching live components; 

▪ Exposure to noise and vibration 

▪ OHS risks from work with nearby operations to include in specific the oil rigs and 

petroleum storage facilities  

Such impacts are considered of short-term duration during the construction phase and of 

long‐term duration throughout the Project operation phase, of a negative nature, and are 

expected to be of medium magnitude and medium sensitivity as in extreme cases they could 

entail permanent impacts (e.g. permanent disability). Nevertheless, such impacts are generally 

controlled through the implementation of general best practice. Given the above such an impact 

is considered of minor significance.  

Mitigation Measures  

The EPC Contractor is expected to prepare an Occupational Health and Safety Plan (OHSP) for 

their construction, installation and commissioning works as well as the general construction site 

operations. In addition, the Operator is expected to develop an OHSP tailored to the Project’s 

operation phase.  

The objective of the OHSP is to ensure the health and safety of all personnel in order to concur 

and maintain a smooth and proper progress of work at the site and prevent accident which may 

injure personnel or damage property contractor and all involved sub-contractors, as well as the 

Project Operators 

The OHSP for the construction and operation phase should be Project and site specific and must 

take into account the national requirements mainly the Law 4/1994 and Law 12/2003 on Labour 

and Workforce Safety and Book V on Occupational Safety and Health (OSH) and assurance of the 

adequacy of the working environment. In addition, it must also be compliant with IFC PS2 

(Labour and Working Conditions including Guidelines on OHS for noise and vibration) and EBRD 

PR 4 (Health and Safety) which recognize the importance of avoiding or mitigating adverse health 

and safety impacts on workers and require the development of a project-specific health and 

safety plan that is in accordance with Good International Practice (GIP). 

In general, the OHSP should address the following components: 

▪ Identify roles and responsibilities of the personnel involved within the Project to include the 

EHS manager, construction manager, supervisor, and other sub-contractor’s responsibilities;  

▪ Identify in details information in relation to formulation of safety committees, communication 

protocols, first aid personnel and facilities, first aid training programs, occupational health and 

safety culture, emergency preparedness and response, quality system, reporting 

requirements, competence and job safety training, safety inspections, recruitment 

procedures, safety audits, risk assessment, etc.;  

▪ Identify in details the hazards which may be associated with various activities to take place 

and the various measures to be implemented to reduce such risks including the requirements 

for Personal Protective Equipment (PPE). This includes for example hand tools, access 

equipment, lifting equipment, mobile working equipment, etc. 

▪ Identify in detail the fire control systems to include fire risk assessment, fire alarm system, 

fire risk management, and others; and 



 

 

▪ Establish training requirements for workers to comply with health and safety procedures and 

protective equipment.  

▪ Establish OHS and communications measures for working with nearby operations of the 

General Petroleum Company which has oil rigs and petroleum storage facilities within the 

Project area. 

EPC Contractor and Project Operator are expected to adopt and implement the provisions of the 

OHSP throughout the Project construction and operation phase. 

In relation to workers accommodation, the EPC Contractor has not been selected yet (nor any 

other sub-contractor which might be involved in the Project). Therefore, it is not clear at this 

point whether there will be any onsite accommodation for workers, or whether they will be 

accommodated at closest villages (i.e. Ras Gharib). However, should this be the case, an 

assessment on accommodating migrant workforce within Ras Ghareb should be undertaken.  

Nevertheless, the EPC Contractor must prepare a worker accommodation plan, which must 

provide details on accommodation requirements of the workforce to include location, facilities, 

transportation requirements, etc.  The Plan must ensure that workers are provided with a decent 

accommodation which meets the basic worker’s needs. In addition, workers accommodation must 

be compliant with good international industry practices – mainly the “Workers’ accommodation: 

process and standards” (EBRD/IFC Guidance Note, 2009). The document provides guidance notes 

on general living facilities, room facilities, medical facilities, management of accommodation 

units, etc.  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements 

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractor and Project Operator.  

▪ Inspection to ensure the implementation of the provisions of the Occupational Health and 

Safety Plan and assess compliance with its requirements;  

▪ Regular Reporting on the health and safety performance onsite in addition to reporting of any 

accidents, incidents and/or emergencies and the measures undertaken in such cases to 

control the situation and prevent it from occurring again; and 

▪ Inspection on workers accommodation to ensure its compliance with EBRD/IFC’s Guidance 

Note – Workers’ accommodation: process and standards”. 

 

 

8.12 Public Health and Safety  

This section identifies and assesses the anticipated impacts from the Project activities on public 

health and safety during the various phases to include planning and construction phase and 

operation phase. For each impact, a set of management measures (which could include 

mitigation measures, additional requirements, etc.) and monitoring measures have been 

identified to eliminate or reduce the impact to acceptable levels.   

 

8.12.1 Potential Impacts from Noise from Wind Turbines during Operation 

Wind turbines produce noise during operation from mechanical and aerodynamic sources. 

Mechanical noises are mainly limited from the machinery in the nacelle of the turbine (gearbox, 

generator, auxiliary equipment, etc.) while aerodynamic noise is generated from the movement 

of air around the turbine blades and tower.  



 

 

Propagation of the sound from a turbine is primarily a function of distance, but it can also be 

affected by the placement of the turbine, surrounding terrain, and atmospheric conditions. In 

addition, noise levels depend greatly on the level of operation of the turbines (percentage of 

rated power). Nevertheless, in some cases, background/ambient sound already exceeds the 

sound produced by any wind turbine (e.g. high wind speeds, surrounding activities, etc.). In this 

case, the sound from the wind turbine blends into the background sound, simply becoming part 

of the present soundscape without the notice of residences. 

As required by the IFC EHS Guideline for Wind Energy, the following is noted in relation to noise 

assessment for wind farms:  

▪ Receptors should be chosen according to their environmental sensitivity (human, livestock, or 

wildlife).  

▪ Preliminary modelling should be carried out to determine whether more detailed investigation 

is warranted. The preliminary modelling can be as simple as assuming hemispherical 

propagation (i.e., the radiation of sound, in all directions, from a source point). Preliminary 

modelling should focus on sensitive receptors within 2,000 meters (m) of any of the turbines 

in a wind energy facility.  

▪ If the preliminary model suggests that turbine noise at all sensitive receptors is likely to be 

below an LA90 of 35 decibels (dB) (A) at a wind speed of 10 meters/second (m/s) at 10 m 

height during day and night times, then this preliminary modelling is likely to be sufficient to 

assess noise impact; otherwise, it is recommended that more detailed modelling be carried 

out, which may include background ambient noise measurements.  

The IFC EHS Guideline for Wind Energy is based on the on “the Assessment and Rating of Noise 

from Wind Farms” (ETSU-R-97). ETSU can be regarded as relevant guidance on good practice, it 

contains a methodology for generating noise limits for a wind turbine and wind farms. ETSU-R-97 

is referenced by the United Kingdom (UK) Government as a best practice guide for UK 

Legislation. The assessment procedure of ETSU-R-97 consists of the following steps for the 

screening assessment:  

▪ Determine a study area;  

▪ Identify potentially affected properties;  

▪ Predict noise levels from all turbines (existing and proposed) and determine a noise contour 

boundary of 35dB(A);  

▪ Identify if any noise sensitive receptors are within this boundary. 

Taking the above requirements into account, a screening assessment was undertaken for the 

Project based on the following:   

▪ Noise prediction calculations using SoundPLAN 8.2 software according to the International 

Organization for Standardization (ISO) 9613 ‘Acoustics – Attenuation of Sound During 

Propagation Outdoors’ (International Organization for Standardization -ISO, 1996). ISO 9613 

specifies an engineering method for calculating the attenuation of sound during propagation 

outdoors in order to predict the levels of environmental noise at a distance from a variety of 

sources 

▪ ISO 9613-2 calculates predicted noise levels with the major assumption that the sources are 

located upwind from the Noise Sensitive Receiver locations (NSR) as this is the worst-case 

scenario. Therefore, directivity and attenuation due to metrological factors such as wind 

speed and wind direction upwind from a source are not taken into account 

▪ Screening was based on a worst-case noise scenario (W10 = 10m/s) as required by the 

guidelines.  Since the proposed wind turbines for the Project operate at a constant maximum 

sound power output of 110.1 dB(A) between 10 m/s and 14 m/s, worst cases would be 

defined as operation within wind speeds which exceed 10 m/s.  

▪ A 2 dB corrections for uncertainty have been applied in accordance with the turbine 

manufacturer 







 

 

undetectable. Beyond this distance, the shadow is diffused such that the variation in light levels 

is not likely to be sufficient to cause annoyance. This is also acknowledged in the Queensland 

Wind Farm Planning Guidelines, which state that the first step in performing a shadow flicker 

assessment is to determine the extent of shadows from turbines and suggest a distance 

equivalent to 265 maximum blade chords (the thickest part of the blade) as an appropriate limit. 

This limit corresponds to around 800 m to 1,325 m for modern wind turbines, which typically 

have maximum blade chord lengths of 3 m to 5 m (AECOM, 2016). The rotor diameter that will 

be considered for the Project is 171m – therefore shadow flicker effects are likely to occur within 

1,800m radius.    

The IFC EHS Guideline for Wind Energy states that where there are nearby receptors, 

commercially available software can be used to model shadow flicker in order to identify the 

distance to which potential shadow flicker effects may extend.  

Based on the above and the fact that the closest proposed sensitive receptor is located 9km from 

the Project; such impacts are considered irrelevant and no detailed shadow flicker modelling is 

required.  

 

8.12.3 Potential Impacts from Trespassing of Unauthorised Personnel  

Such impact is mainly related to public access of unauthorized personnel to the various Project 

components. Such access could result in safety issues such as unauthorized climbing of the 

turbine, safety hazards from substations (electric shock, thermal burn hazards, exposure to 

chemicals and hazardous materials, etc.), unauthorized climbing of the transmission tower and 

others.  

Such impacts are considered of long‐term duration throughout the Project operation phase, of a 

negative nature, and are expected to be of medium magnitude and high sensitivity given that it 

entails potential public safety concerns which in extreme cases they could entail permanent 

impacts (e.g. death or permanent disability). Given the above such an impact is considered of 

moderate significance. 

Mitigation Measures  

The following presents the mitigation measures that are to be implemented by the Project 

Operator during the operation phase of the Project and which include: 

▪ A Security Risk Assessment should be developed for the Wind Farm Project and which takes 

into account the following:  

- Each turbine to be fitted with locked doors to prevent unauthorized access to the turbines;  

- Substation area to be completely fenced with concrete walls to prevent unauthorized 

access; 

- Onsite guards within the entire Project site at all times to ensure the safety and security of 

the Project as well as preventing unauthorized access to any of the Project components. 

However, it must be ensured that all onsite guards are adequately trained to deal with 

unauthorized trespassing incidents.  

- Post informative signs on the turbines and substation about public safety hazards and 

emergency contact information. Signs, especially warnings need to be pictorial as well as 

written to ensure they are understood by those unable to read 

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant.  

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following presents the mitigation measures that are to be implemented by the Project 

Operator during the operation phase of the Project and which include: 

▪ Submission of Security Risk Assessment  



 

 

 

8.12.4 Potential Impacts from Worker Influx during Construction  

During construction the Project a relatively significant number of workers will be expected onsite 

(around 1,500 workers) for duration of approximately 28 months. However, as discussed earlier, 

at this point it is still unclear how many of these workers will be expatriates, Egyptians and/or 

from local communities and it is still unclear where accommodation of these works will take 

place. However, an estimate is likely to be around 15-20% from the total number of workforce at 

peak.  

Nevertheless, the influx of workforce to the area could result in certain community health, safety 

and security impacts which are discussed below. 

Risk of Diseases 

Influx of workers may introduce new reservoirs of diseases such as vector-related diseases, 

water-borne diseases, etc. In addition, there is also a risk of spreading communicable diseases, 

included sexually transmitted ones. The risk of catching or exchanging communicable diseases 

(e.g., Virus B, Virus C, and HIV/AIDS) and the lack of awareness on transmission disease can 

represent a high risk to workers and community health and safety. This could also include in 

particular risk from COVID-19.  

Inappropriate Code of Conduct  

Other risks from worker influx include inappropriate code of conduct by workers towards local 

communities which might result in hostilities and resentment. Such inappropriate conduct could 

include also disrespecting the traditional culture and social norms of the area and local 

communities.  

Increase in Social Vices  

Population influx could result in an increase of social vices including alcoholism, drug abuse, and 

other.  

Such impacts are considered of short-term duration during the construction phase, of a negative 

nature, and are expected to be of medium magnitude and medium sensitivity.   Given the above 

such an impact is considered of minor significance. 

Mitigation Measures  

The EPC Contractor is expected to prepare a worker influx plan to be implemented for the 

construction phase of the Project. The plan must take into account the following: 

▪ Medical examination program. All workers must be subject to a preliminary medical 

examination before commencement of any job tasks in accordance with local applicable 

requirements. In addition, routine medical examination for workers (bi-annually) must be 

undertaken. Such medical examinations must be undertaken at certified centres. Copies of 

medical examination results of all workers must be retained onsite.  

▪ Details and procedures for ensuring and maintaining hygienic conditions onsite at all times 

specifically related to toilet and washing facilities, eating areas, etc. 

▪ Development of a code of conduct for workers which takes into account appropriate behaviour 

by workers at all times, religious customs, traditional cultures and social norms in the area. In 

addition, it must include specifically requirements for social vices including gender-based 

violence, sexual harassment, alcoholism, drug abuse, etc.  

▪ Induction training and awareness raising sessions on risks associated to the most common 

contagious diseases (e.g. influenza virus), communicable diseases, general measures for 

hygiene, code of conduct expected to be implemented and other as appropriate.  

▪ COVID-19 procedures to be implemented onsite for the workforce (e.g. masks, disinfectants, 

etc.) 



 

 

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractor: 

▪ Submission of the Worker Influx Plan  

 

8.12.5 Potential Impacts from Security Personnel  

Inappropriate management of security issues and incidents by security personnel towards local 

communities could result in resentment, distrust and escalation of events. Such impacts are 

considered of short-term duration during the construction phase and long‐term duration during 

the Project operation phase, of a negative nature, and are expected to be of medium magnitude 

and medium sensitivity.   Given the above such an impact is considered of minor significance. 

Mitigation Measures  

The EPC Contractor and Project Operator are expected to prepare a Security Management Plan to 

be implemented for the construction and operation phase of the Project.  

The plan must identify appropriate measures for hiring, rules of conduct, training, equipping, and 

monitoring of security personnel to control and manage such issues. The plan must adhere to: (i) 

IFC PS 4 (Community Health, Safety and Security); and (ii) EBRD PR 2 (Labour and Working 

Conditions), all of which identify requirements for security personnel. This includes in specific 

requirements to ensure security personnel are guided by the Voluntary Principles on Security and 

Human Rights in terms of hiring, rules of conduct, training, equipping and monitoring of such 

personnel. They also require reasonable inquiries that those providing security measures are not 

implicated in past abuses, will ensure they are trained adequately in the use of force (and 

firearms if applicable) and appropriate conduct towards the workers and the local community. 

Force should only be used when strictly necessary, and to an extent proportional to the threat.   

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant. 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following identifies the monitoring and reporting requirements that must be adhered to by 

the EPC Contractor and Project Operator: 

▪ Submission of the Security Management Plan   

 

8.12.6 Potential Impacts from Blade and Tower Glint of Wind Turbines during 

Operation 

Blade or tower glint occurs when the sun strikes a rotor blade or the tower at a particular 

orientation. This can impact a community, as the reflection of sunlight off the rotor blade may be 

angled toward nearby residences.  

However, as discussed previously, there are no key sensitive receptors located within the 

surrounding area of the wind farm which could potentially be impacted by blade and tower glint. 

In addition, according to the IFC EHS Guidelines on Wind Energy (IFC, 2007), blade glint is a 

temporary phenomenon for new turbines only, and typically disappears when blades have been 

soiled after a few months of operation.  

Taking all of the above into account, such impacts are considered of short-term duration as they 

will occur only temporary throughout the operation phase of the Project and of a negative nature. 

However, given that there are no sensitive receptors located within the surrounding areas and 



 

 

the only temporary occurrence (if occurring at all) such an impact is considered of low magnitude 

and low sensitivity. Given the above, such an impact is considered of not significant.   

Mitigation Measures  

The following presents the mitigation measures that are to be implemented by the Project 

Operator during the operation phase of the Project and which include: 

▪ Consideration should be given to the use of non-reflective finishes to ensure potential impacts 

are not significant.  

Following the implementation of these mitigation measures, the significance of the residual 

impact can be reduced to not significant 

Monitoring and Reporting Requirements  

The following presents the mitigation measures that are to be implemented by the Project 

Operator during the construction phase of the Project and which include: 

▪ Inspections and visual monitoring to ensure that non-reflective finishes have been used.  

 

8.12.7 Potential Impacts from Blade/Ice Throws from Turbines during Operation   

There are potential impacts from blade throws and ice throws from the wind turbines, where if 

such incidents occur, they could affect the public safety of nearby receptors.  

According to the IFC EHS Guidelines on Wind Energy (IFC, 2015), a failure in the rotor blade can 

result in the ‘throwing’ of a rotor blade – however the overall risk of such an event is extremely 

low. In addition, if ice accretion occurs in blades, which can happen in certain weather conditions 

in cold climates, then pieces of ice can be thrown from the rotor during operation, or dropped if 

the turbine is idling. Ice throws are considered irrelevant given that in general the area does not 

experience any snow events. 

The IFC EHS Guidelines on Wind Energy (IFC, 2015) states a setback distance should be applied 

between turbines and populated locations. The minimum setback distance is 1.5 x turbine height 

(tower + rotor radius), although modelling suggests that the theoretical blade throw distance can 

vary with the size, shape, weight, and speed of the blades, and the height of the turbine. 

Although the Guideline specifies such a setback distance from populated location (which are not 

applicable for the Project given that there are none), it is still important to consider such 

requirements for existing onsite and nearby facilities (such as the petroleum facilities).  

Taking all of the above into account, such impacts are considered of long-term duration as they 

will occur throughout the operation phase of the Project and of a negative nature. However, 

given that there are no sensitive receptors located within the surrounding areas and given that 

the risk is extremely low such an impact is considered of low magnitude and low sensitivity. 

Given the above, such an impact is considered of not significant.   

Additional Requirements  

As noted earlier in “Section 8.3”, formal communications must be established with the General 

Petroleum Company for a “Work Coordination Agreement”. As part of such meetings, formal 

communication must also aim to discuss and determine any specific requirements to be taken 

into account for the established setback distances from existing onsite facilities which could be 

based on the IFC setback distance requirements. This could include in particular the following 

receptors as discussed in “Section 7.2”/ Table 15 and Figure 18 but which their uses and 

potential plans can be verified as part of such communications: (i) receptor 5 (substation location 

with offices), receptor 6 (petroleum field with offices), receptor 7 (parking and offices) and 

receptor 6 (entrance gate with office); (ii) receptor 13 is only a storage area and therefore could 

be potentially excluded.  

 



 

 

8.13 Socio-economics  

This Section identifies the potential impacts in relation to socio-economic during the various 

Project phases. For each impact, a set of mitigation measures and monitoring requirements are 

identified.  

Given the generic nature of the impacts on socio-economic development for both phases of the 

Wind Farm Project (construction and operation) those have been identified collectively 

throughout this section.  

During the construction and operation phases of the Wind Farm, the Project is expected to create 

the following job opportunities:   

▪ Around 1,500 job opportunities at peak during the construction phase for a duration of 

approximately 30 months. This will mainly include skilled job opportunities (to include 

engineers, technicians, consultants, surveyors, etc.) and unskilled job opportunities (mainly 

labourers but will also include a number of security personnel).  

▪ Around 60 job opportunities during the operation phase for a duration of 20 years. This will 

include skilled job opportunities (such as engineers, technicians, administrative employees, 

etc.) and unskilled job opportunities (such as security personnel, drivers, etc.). 

However, the contractors and operators have not been selected at this stage, and therefore there 

are no details available on the number of job opportunities targeted to local communities, type of 

jobs, duration, etc. In addition to the above, the local communities could also be engaged in 

procurement opportunities along different segments of the value chain such as local contractors, 

local supply of equipment and machinery, cleaning services, etc.  

Taking the above into account, the Developer is committed to ensuring that priority for job 

opportunities and procurement activities where relevant are targeted to the local communities. 

The above could also entail other indirect positive benefits to the local community from increase 

in demand for local services, supplies, and businesses. This could include for example possible 

engagements for supplies and service providers (accommodation services, food, etc.). Such 

demands could improve the existing local economic activities and impact certain sectors, such as 

wholesale/retail trade. 

Taking all of the above into account, this to some extent could contribute to enhancing the living 

environment for its inhabitants. The creation of job and procurement opportunities in specific is 

of crucial importance. However, it is understood that the socio‐economic development of the area 

is not hinged on a single project but rather on implementing collective and coordinated actions, 

including other development projects and investment within the area.  

Nevertheless, proper planning and local community engagement from the start is crucial to 

understand issues and opportunities which in turn would enable the Project build true sustainable 

links which will bring maximum benefits to the local communities. Given the above, such impacts 

are anticipated to be positive. 

 

Recommendations and Required Action 

As the impacts discussed are mainly positive, no mitigation measures have been identified. This 

section provides recommendations which aim to enhance such positive impacts anticipated from 

the Project throughout the construction and operation phases to the greatest extent possible.  

▪ Local Recruitment Procedure: the EPC Contractor under supervision from the Developer 

should develop a Local Recruitment Procedure that must identify the number of job 

opportunities targeted for local communities to include skilled and unskilled workers. Such job 

opportunities shall also take into account employment of local communities in the area around 

the project to include fresh graduate engineers, technicians, labourers, etc. In addition, the 

procedure must include details on how job opportunities will be announced as well as a 

selection process that is fair and transparent and provides equal opportunities for all including 

females. The Procedure should investigate the potential for implementation through a joint 

collaboration between the Developer/EPC Contractors and the other wind farm developers in 



 

 

the area. Prioritising employment from the community is considered a key issue and this 

should be reflected in the EPC Contract and subsequent subcontracts.  

▪ Local Procurement Procedure: the EPC Contractor under supervision from the Developer 

should develop a Local Procurement Procedure that must identify the procurement 

opportunities targeted for local communities to include for example local subcontractors, local 

supplies and services, cleaning services, etc. In addition, the procedure must include details 

on how procurement opportunities will be announced as well as a selection process that is fair 

and transparent and provides equal opportunities for all. The Procedure should investigate the 

potential for implementation through a joint collaboration between the Developer/EPC 

Contractors and the other wind farm developers in the area. Prioritising procurement 

opportunities from the community is considered a key issue and this should be reflected in 

the EPC Contract and subsequent subcontracts.  

▪ Social Responsibility Program: it is recommended that the Developer implement a social 

responsibility program which aims to benefit the local communities to the greatest extent 

possible. In this case, a structured approach must be developed which must identify priority 

development projects which could benefit local communities (e.g. based on a needs 

assessment if available). Based on that the social responsibility program can prioritise 

projects for local communities based on available budget, vision, timeline for implementation 

and other factors.  

 

8.14 Summary of Anticipated Impacts  

The tables below present a summary of the anticipated impacts during the planning and 

construction and operation phase of the Project. The information in the tables includes: 

▪ Key and generic environmental attributes (e.g. air quality, noise); 

▪ Impact (textual description); 

▪ Nature of impact (negative or positive); 

▪ Duration (long-term or short-term); 

▪ Reversibility (reversible or irreversible); 

▪ Magnitude (high, medium, or low); 

▪ Sensitivity (high, medium, or low); 

▪ Significance (major, moderate, minor, or not significant); 

▪ Management action – generally management actions describe whether an impact can be 

mitigated or not. Management actions include: (i) mitigation measures; (ii) compensation 

measures; (iii) additional requirements which must be implemented at a later stage and which 

could be required by a governmental entity; (iv) for positive impacts recommendations have 

been provided which aim to enhance the impact; and 

▪ Residual significance after management actions are implemented (major, moderate, minor, or 

not significant). 

 









 

 

to be of low or no 
importance. However, it is 

required to investigate at 

specific project locations 
avoidance of wadis for 
turbine erection to avoid 
direct damage to plants 
and habitats. 
Fauna could be affected by 

construction activities but 
are not believed to be 
impacted during the 
operations of the wind 
farms. 

mammal species and one reptiles 
require consideration since literature 

has shown that the project site is 

located in their distribution range. 

requirement. Refer 

to “Section 8.5”. 

Birds (avi-

fauna) 

Significant considerations 

were provided with the 
SESA regarding impacts on 
avifauna, specifically during 

spring migration season 
while autumn migration 
was considered to be of low 
significance since species 

recorded were of least 
concern and were relatively 
low. 

The project is conducting a 

Cumulative Effects Assessment (CEA) 
to identify species at highest risk 
from cumulative effects. This is 

expected to identify a suite of 
migratory soaring birds (MSBs) as 
priority biodiversity values. 
Biologically/demographically derived 

thresholds will be determined for all 
priority bird species 

Site-specific 

mitigation and 
monitoring 
requirements. Refer 

to “Section 8.6“. 

Bats Bats were not considered 
specifically by the SESA 

The project is conducting a 
Cumulative Effects Assessment (CEA) 

to identify species at highest risk 
from cumulative effects. This will 
include an assessment for bats.  

Site-specific 
mitigation and 

monitoring 
requirements. Refer 
to “Section 8.7”. 

Archaeology 
and Cultural 
Heritage  

There are no archaeological 
and cultural heritage sites 
within the SESA studied 
area. No additional 

requirements have been 
identified for site-specific 
ESIA’s or for developers. 

There are no site-specific archaeology 
or cultural heritage remains. 
Therefore, there are no anticipated 
impacts during construction and 

operation. There is routine chance 
find impacts related to the 
construction phase.  

Site-specific 
mitigation and 
monitoring 
requirement. Refer 

to “Section 8.8“. 

Air Quality 
and Noise  

Key outcome is that there 
are no key issues of 
concern identified within 
SESA studied area due to 
absence of sensitive 

receptors which could be 
affected by air quality and 
dust during construction 
phase. SESA identified 
routine air quality and 
noise mitigation measures 
for construction phase. 

Note: impacts from noise 
during operation of 

turbines are assessed as 
part of the public health 
and safety section below.  

No key issues of concern identified. 
Routine impacts on air quality and 
noise from construction activities on 
several receptors. Note: impacts from 
noise during operation of turbines are 

assessed as part of the public health 
and safety section below.   

Site-specific 
mitigation and 
monitoring 
requirement. Refer 

to “Section 8.9“. 

Infrastructure 

and Utilities  

No key issues of concern 

identified. Several 
infrastructure and utility 
elements were noted within 
the SESA studied area to 
include roads, electricity 
lines, oil exploitation 

facilities, and other. SESA 
concludes there are no 
impacts on such 
infrastructure and utility 
elements and SESA does 

No key issues of concern identified. 

Several site-specific infrastructure 
and utility elements were noted 
within the area and surrounding to 
include a roads, telecommunication 
tower, electricity network, pipeline, 
and other which could be impacted 

during the construction and operation 
phase if improperly managed.   

Site-specific 

mitigation and 
monitoring 
requirement. Refer 

to “Section 8.10“. 



 

 

not identify any additional 
requirements.  

Occupational 
Health and 
Safety 

No key issues of concern 
are noted. There are 
routine impacts during 
construction and operation 
on occupational health and 
safety and SESA identifies 

additional route measures 
to control such impacts.  

No key issues of concern are noted. 
There are routine impacts during 
construction and operation on 
occupational health and safety.  

Site-specific 
mitigation and 
monitoring 
requirement. Refer 

to “Section 8.11“.   

 

Public Health 
and Safety 

Key issues include noise 
and shadow flicker. SESA 
concludes that due to large 
distance from any nearby 

settlement, there are no 
impacts related to noise 
and shadow flicker during 
operation of turbines. No 

additional requirements are 
identified in the SESA  

Key issues include noise and shadow 
flicker during operation of turbines. 
Site specific assessment indicates 
that there are no anticipated impacts 

on nearby sensitive receptors.  
 
However, as part of the site-specific 
ESIA, a cumulative noise model was 

undertaken which takes into account 
the closest wind farms to the Project 
site. Results are discussed in further 

details below.   
In addition, it is important to note 
that there are no cumulative impacts 
in relation to shadow flicker given 
that project impacts are limited to 
1800m where no sensitive receptors 

are located within such areas.  

Site-specific 
mitigation and 
monitoring 
requirement for 

other public health 
and safety concerns. 
Refer to “Section 
8.12“. 

Socio-
economics  

Impacts anticipated are 
positive in nature.  

Impacts anticipated are positive in 
nature.  

Project specific 
recommendations to 
enhance positive 
impacts have been 
provided. Refer to 

“Section 8.13“. 

 

Cumulative Noise Assessment 

Similar to the noise screening assessment undertaken in “Section 8.12.1”, a similar methodology 

and analysis was undertaken taking into account the nearby wind farm developments for a 

cumulative screening assessment. 

There are four (4) existing/proposed wind farms present in the surrounding area of the proposed 

Project location. Therefore, the noise screening assessment should consider all wind turbine noise 

emissions that have the potential to increase noise levels at NSR. These wind farms include the 

following which are also presented in the figure that follows with respect to the proposed Project 

in both layout.  

The key wind farms that could result in cumulative impacts are summarized below. 

 

Lekela Wind Farm 

This project consists of 96 wind turbine generators, each of which also houses a Gamesa SG 2.6-

114 IA wind turbine. The table below details the basic specifications. 

Table 70: Lekela Wind Farm - Gamesa SG 2.6-114 CS Wind Turbine Generator Specification 

Manufacturer GAMESA 

Model Type 2.6-114 

Rated Power 2,625 kW 

Rotor Diameter 114 m 

Hub Height 63 m 

 



 

 

RGWE 250MW Wind Farm 

This project consists of 125 wind turbine generators, each of which houses a G97- 2.1 MW max 

power wind turbine. The table below details the basic specifications.  

Table 71: RGWE 250MW Wind Farm - G97- 2.1MW MaxPower Wind Turbine Generator 
Specification 

Manufacturer GAMESA 

Model Type G97-2.1 

Rated Power 2,100 kW 

Rotor Diameter 97 m 

Hub Height 71.5 m 

 

RSWE 500MW Wind Farm 

This project consists of 191 wind turbine generators, each of which houses a Gamesa SG 2.6-114 

IA wind turbine. The table below details the basic specifications.  

Table 72: RSWE 500MW Wind Farm - Gamesa SG 2.6-114 Wind Turbine Generator Specification 

Manufacturer GAMESA 

Model Type 2.6-114 

Rated Power 2,625 kW 

Rotor Diameter 114 m 

Hub Height 63 m 

 

NIAT Wind Farm 

This proposed project consists of 173 wind turbine generators, each of which will house one 3.05 

MW Wind Turbine. The table below details the basic specifications.  

Table 73: NIAT Wind Farm - Gamesa SG 2.6-114 Wind Turbine Generator Specification 

Manufacturer GAMESA 

Model Type 2.6-114 (AM+4, 3.05MW) 

Rated Power 3,050 kW 

Rotor Diameter 114 m 

Hub Height 63 m 

 

Results of Cumulative Noise Effect from All Wind Farms in the Region 

Noise contour maps for the worst-case noise scenario have been calculated for the cumulative 

assessments and is presented in the figure below. The map shows noise contour lines as well as 

the noise contour limit line of 35 dB(A). 

As noted in the figure below, cumulatively the results of the preliminary model undertaken 

indicate that the nearest NSR (Ras Ghareb City) exceeds the limit of LA90 of 35 decibels (dB) (A) 

at a wind speed of 10 meters/second (m/s) at 10 m. Based on the results of the noise contour 

map the predicted contribution noise level cumulatively at 10 m/s has been estimated at 38.0 

dB(A).  

However, as discussed earlier, the IFC EHS Guidelines on Wind Energy recommends that 

modelling should focus on sensitive receptors within 2 km of the nearest wind turbine. The 

nearest NSR is located 6 km from nearest wind farm (that being NIAT wind farm). The NSR is 

located in the suburbs of Ras Ghareb, adjacent to Highway 65.  

Taking the above into account, noise from the wind turbines cumulatively is unlikely to be audible 

above the background noise level at this location. In addition, as discussed in “Section 8.12.1” it 

was concluded that noise levels from the AMUNET Wind Farm are not contributing to the 













 

 

▪ Stakeholder Engagement Plan; 

▪ Community Grievance Mechanism  

▪ Active Turbine Management Plan (ATMP) 

EPC Contractor  

▪ HSE Manual (in line with Developer) that should include: (i) HSE Policy; (ii) Human Resources 

Policy and Procedures; (iii) HSE Organizational Structure and Responsibilities; (iv) HSE 

Training, Monitoring and Reporting Plan  

▪ Water Management Plan 

▪ Waste and Wastewater Management Plan  

▪ Soil and groundwater Management Plan 

▪ Air Quality and Noise Management Plan 

▪ Traffic and Transport Management Plan  

▪ Training Management Plan 

▪ Community H&S and Worker Influx Plan  

▪ Occupational Health and Safety Plan  

▪ Emergency Preparedness and Response Plan  

▪ Hazardous Material Management Plan 

▪ Biodiversity Management Plan 

▪ Security Management Plan  

▪ Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Chance Find Procedures  

▪ Worker Grievance Mechanism  

▪ Human Resources Management Plan 

▪ Gender Equality Management Plan 

▪ Employment and Procurement Management Plan  

▪ Worker Accommodation Plan  

 

Project Operator 

▪ HSE Manual (in line with Developer) that should include: (i) HSE Policy; (ii) Human Resources 

Policy and Procedures; (iii) HSE Organizational Structure and Responsibilities; (iv) HSE 

Training, Monitoring and Reporting Plan  

▪ Water Management Plan 

▪ Waste and Wastewater Management Plan  

▪ Air Quality and Noise Management Plan 

▪ Occupational Health and Safety Plan  

▪ Emergency Preparedness and Response Plan  

▪ Security Management Plan  

▪ Recruitment and Procurement Procedure  

▪ Hazardous Material Management Plan 

▪ Biodiversity Management Plan 

▪ Gender Equality Management Plan 

▪ Employment and Procurement Management Plan 

▪ Training Management Plan 

 

9.3 Compilation of Environmental and Social Management Plan (ESMP) 

The tables below present the ESMP for the: (i) planning and construction, and (ii) operation 

phase respectively and which include the following: 



 

 

▪ The environmental attribute (e.g. air quality) that is likely to be impacted; 

▪ A summary of the potential impact and/or likely issue; 

▪ The identified management measures that aim to eliminate and/or reduce the potential 

impact to acceptable levels. Management measures include mitigation actions, further 

requirements, additional studies, etc.; 

▪ Monitoring actions to ensure that the identified mitigation measures are implemented.  

Monitoring actions include: inspections, review of reports/plans, reporting, etc.; 

▪ The frequency for implementing the monitoring actions, which include: once, continuously 

throughout the construction/operation period (depending on the mitigation measure identified 

this could include daily, weekly, or monthly), or upon occurrence of a certain issue;  

▪ Parameters and location of monitoring actions as identified and applicable; and 

▪ Responsible entity for implementing the mitigation measures and monitoring actions 

identified. 
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11. Annexes  

Annex 1 : Fatality Monitoring Methodology  

 

 

Objectives of the fatality monitoring guidance 

The proposed approach aims to provide: 

• an uncomplicated search survey design appropriate for assessing fatality rates at all 

WTGs as well as along transmission powerline 

• project specific, accuracy optimized, unbiased fatality rate estimates for MSBs 

• project specific unbiased fatality rate estimates for non- MSBs 

• consistent and comparable fatality rate data across all WTGs and overhead transmission 

powerlines, to facilitate robust assessment of cumulative effects and with the 

potential to inform GoS adaptive management strategies for wind energy 

Fatality monitoring program design 

Obtaining unbiased fatality rates requires the following field activities to be conducted: 

1. A schedule of systematic fatality search surveys conducted; 

• at a specified number of turbines and powerline sections, 

• within defined search area limits (the search plot) (e.g. within a 200m radius 

around each turbine), 

• using defined transect spacing within the search area (e.g. 20m apart), 

• within the area defined as ‘searchable’ within the search plot. 

2. Identify potential carcasses for the use in scavenger removal experiments 

3. Searchable efficiency bias correction experiments to estimate the % of fatalities missed 

by searchers; 

4. Carcass persistence bias correction experiments to estimate fatalities removed by 

scavengers between searches. 

Fatality rate estimate monitoring requirement shows in the following flowchart. 









 

 

to be compromised. In the largely unvegetated areas along the GoS, unsearchable areas will 

likely relate to patches of ground where a transect walk is difficult because the terrain is 

steep/rocky. Importantly, this includes mounds of loose rock deposited around turbines and 

associated powerlines during construction at some sites. These will likely represent a small % of 

the total search plot, will have little impact on the final fatality rate estimates and should be 

excluded from the search to improve the overall efficiency of the survey. At many of the turbines 

and associated powerlines in the Gulf of Suez area there will be no unsearchable areas within 

search plots. 

Identifying and mapping visibility classes within each search plot 

For each turbine and powerline, the ecological manager will also need to map areas of differing 

ground surface characteristics to account for differences in fatality visibility. It is likely that one or 

two visibility classes will be needed. The described visibility classes below provide a guide 

• high visibility areas - ≥90% level bare ground, vegetation ≤15cm (includes turbine 

hard standing and access roads) 

• medium visibility areas - ≥25% level bare ground, vegetation ≤15cm 

• low visibility areas - ≤25% level bare ground and/or ≤25% vegetation ≥15cm 

• very low visibility areas - little or no level bare ground and/or vegetation ≥25% 

vegetation ≥15cm 

Mapping of these areas will be needed to correctly conduct bias correction experiments and 

estimate fatality rate, but will not be needed by searchers in the field and therefore do not need 

to appear on the field maps described in 6.1.2.1 above. The following design illustrates turbine 

search design. 

 

Conducting fatality search survey 

Key points 

• Focus searches only in the searchable areas within the 200 x 200 search plot, the access 

road area of 120m from the turbine and, the 40m powerline search corridor. 

• All incidental finds of fatalities found either in a) the unsearched area between the edge of 

the 200 x 200m search plot and the 120m maximum fatality fall radius or b) in 

‘unsearchable’ areas should be recorded in the same way as fatalities found in the search 

area. 

• All found fatalities should be collected and stored frozen in a dedicated on-site freezer for 

use in future carcass persistence experiments, following good health and safety 

guidelines. 

 

Data entry for fatality search surveys 

Key points 

• Each fatality record should provide: 

o a GPS location 

o species 

o turbine number,  

o powerline (voltage level 220 kV or 500 kV, section number) 

o age (where  evident) 

o condition 

o date and time of discovery 



 

 

o discarded or retained 

o photographs showing head, body underparts, upper parts and wings (closed 

and outstretched) with scale to show size 

o ID number corresponding to the number on storage bag 

 

Bias correction experiments – searcher efficiency 

The suggested design requires a maximum of two types of searcher efficiency experiments 

1. Searcher efficiency experiment for walked transects 

2. Searcher efficiency experiment for driven transects along powerlines 

If powerlines are to be walked then only the walked transect experiment (1 above) is needed. 

Key points relating to the design of searcher efficiency experiments 

• Experiments are required. Ideally experiments are conducted as a small number of 

clustered events through each migration season 

• Aligned with previous searcher efficiency experiments at RGWE and KfW WPPs decoys 

rather than actual carcasses should be used. Provided decoys reflect the visibility of 

fatalities that searchers are looking for decoys are a more practical solution compared 

with real carcasses. Principal advantages are; a sufficient sample size can readily be 

bought/made and stored, decoys can be reused, and in the field they are less likely to 

attract scavenging species which can lead to reduced fatality persistence rates and as a 

result reduced fatality rate accuracy. 

• Searcher efficiency experiments should test all size classes potentially found: bats, small, 

medium and large birds. Although the focus of the fatality monitoring is MSBs which are 

mainly in the medium/large bird class, understanding the extent to which species in the 

smaller size class are being missed using the suggested design will allow fatality rate 

estimate for fatalities in all size classes to be calculated and allow the intensity of the 

suggested design to be evaluated at each site and if necessary adjusted. 

• Good practice is to use a minimum of 10 decoys per covariate (i.e. size class x visibility 

class x season). For example, at many project sites in the GoS it is likely that there will be 

just two ground visibility classes, (high and moderate visibility). This situation would 

require (4 [size classes] x 2 [visibility classes] x 2 [seasons]) x10 = 160 decoys per year 

or 80 decoys per migration season. 

• The ecological manager should place decoys within the search area to achieve a balanced 

sample within each covariate class 

• Search teams should not be aware that decoys are being placed in the turbine and 

powerline search areas. 

• The ecological manager should check that the decoys are still present after the search is 

conducted. Any searches where the decoys that are not present after the search should 

not be included in the analysis as these may have disappeared before the searcher 

reached the location. 

• If feasible, decoys that were not found on the first search should be left in place to test 

whether searchers find them on the next scheduled search. The GenEst program allows 

for this information to be entered and incorporated into the fatality rate analysis (See 

13.1.4 columns S1,S2…) 

 

Bias correction experiments – carcass persistence 

Carcass persistence methods follow international wind energy good practice standards and the 

key points below reiterate these practices. 



 

 

Key points relating to the design of carcass persistence experiments 

• Conduct a carcass persistence experiment during each migration season. 

• Conduct carcass persistence experiments using actual fatalities for MSBs and other 

migratory raptors. Raptor fatalities from other sources may be useable as surrogates if 

they can be sourced. Do not use chickens as surrogates as they are likely to have no 

value in correcting fatality estimates for raptors and MSBs and may lead to a general 

increase in the scavenging rate in the area. 

• On carcass persistence recording forms give the species name for all experimental 

carcasses used (rather than just for generic size groupings e.g. medium sized bird or large 

bird). This will allow carcass persistence to be analyzed for species groups of particular 

interest, e.g. large raptors, large water birds which will help validate program design 

search frequency. 

• Ensure that carcass persistence is tested at powerline locations as well as turbines. This is 

especially important if powerlines are not close the turbine array. 

• At a minimum check carcass persistence on the following days after placement [1, 2, 3, 4, 

5, 7, 10, 14, 20, 27, 34…. ] until the carcass has disappeared or would no longer be 

recorded as a fatality if it was found during fatality searches. For example, if 10 feathers 

or 2 or more primaries is the minimum criteria for evidence of a fatality the same criteria 

should be used for the carcass persistence experiment. If feasible for all globally 

threatened/near threatened species and all raptor species consider monitoring the 

experimental carcass more regularly to provide a more precise estimate of persistence. 

• To improve sample size using actual fatalities one approach would be to test for statistical 

differences between carcass persistence rates in the same season in different years, 

between different seasons and between years. Where no statistical difference is found it 

may be valid to pool data to improve sample size and use this pooled data to obtain a 

more robust carcass persistence rate. 

Options for improving carcass persistence sample size 

Obtaining valid carcass persistence rates for MSBs and other migratory raptors is a major 

challenge due to the lack of adequate surrogates. Using actual fatalities is the most accurate 

measure. For the RCREEE wind development area a unique opportunity exists to implement 

consistent good practice carcass persistence experiments across all projects and establish a data 

sharing repository for carcass persistence data. Analysis of shared data will improve 

understanding of MSB/raptor carcass persistence in this area and could provide reference 

persistence rates for projects in the early stage of the operational phase where few fatalities have 

occurred. 

Fatality rate analysis in GenEst 

Data input 

• Use separate MS Excel.csv or plain text.csv files to enter field derived data and then upload to 

the program using the buttons on the left side of the panel. 

• Carcass Observations (CO), Search Schedule (SS), Searcher Efficiency, and Carcass 

Persistence (CP) files use data derived directly from the results of the field work. 

• The Density Weighted Proportion (DWP) file gives turbine and powerline specific details of the 

percentage of fatalities arriving in the search area that were detectable, and requires the 

location of each fatality and a measure of the percentage of area searched within a distance 

bands out from the turbine and powerline. This needs to be calculated before it can be 

entered in the DWP data file. The GenEst team are currently developing functionality that will 



 

 

help calculate DWP. Until this is available IFC can provide help with producing DWP files if 

needed. 

 

Data analysis 

• Based on the input data candidate models are created for searcher efficiency and carcass 

persistence and the ‘best’ model for each bias correction experiment selected by the user.  

Once these models are selected the fatality (mortality) rate estimate can be calculated. 

• GenEst allows mortality rate to be split according to variables of interest. For example 

seasonal, species group differences in fatality rate can be directly compared. 

  
 




