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SAEON calculated a series of pressure maps to relate population, economic activity and biomass
potential to the distribution of current and planned infrastructure. The infrastructure that was
considered included:

* Operational and decommisioned power stations;

* Planned new energy infrastructure, based in NERSA permits;

* Eskom planned and current transmission, distribution, and substation infrastructure;

* Agriculture infrastructure - silos;

* Sawmills and sugar mills;

* Waste water treatment works and solid waste disposal sites.

In each case, an assessment was made on the basis of four categories (below or over median):
1. Close to infrastructure, and high density of population, economic activity, or biomass potential
(possibly problematic);

2. Not close to infrastructure, and high density of population, economic activity, or biomass
potential (problematic);

3. Close to infrastructure, and low density of population, economic activity, or biomass potential
(not problematic);

4. Not close to infrastructure, and low density of population, economic activity, or biomass potential
infrastructure, pressure, population, economic acitivity, biomass potential
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