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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Purpose 

This report is in response to the Department of Agriculture and Environmental Affairs‟ (previously the Department 
of Agriculture, Environmental Affairs and Rural Development) letter of rejection of the final Environmental Impact 
Assessment Report dated 01 June 2012. The report is set out to correspond with the sections of the letter and will 
therefore address each issue accordingly and as depicted in table 1 below.  

TABLE 1: STRUCTURE OF REPORT 

Section : Finding/Requirement 

1 Inadequate Layout Plan 

2 Land Use Alternatives 

3 Need and Desirability Study 

4 The provision of sanitation 

5 The provision of electricity 

6 Confirmation from the Municipality on sufficient water supply for the development 

7 Baseline Ecology Report 

8 Wetland Impact Assessment Report 

9 Environmental Management Programme 

 

1.2 Project Proponent  

TABLE 2: PROJECT PROPONENT 

Applicant : Tongaat Hulett Development 

Representative Bheki Shongwe 

Postal Address P.O.Box 22319 

Glenashley 

4022 

Telephone Number +27 31 560 1937 

Fax Number +27 86 679 9243 

Email Address Bheki.Shongwe@thdev.co.za  

 

1.3 Independent Environmental Assessment Practitioner  

TABLE 3: EAP DETAILS 

EAP : RHDHV (Previously SSI Environmental) 

Representative Kushela Naidoo 

Postal Address PO Box 55 Pinetown, 3600, KwaZulu-Natal 
South Africa 

mailto:Bheki.Shongwe@thdev.co.za
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Telephone Number +27 31 719 5500 

Fax Number +27 31 719 5505 

Email Address Kushela.Naidoo@rhdhv.com 

2 SECTION 1: INADEQUATE LAYOUT PLAN 

Please refer to Appendix A.  

3 SECTION 2: LAND USE ALTERNATIVES 

Section 2 of the letter states that the EIR submitted does not discuss alternatives; Section 7 of the report contains 
the following subsections: 

7.1     LAND USE ALTERNATIVES                           

7.2     INFRASTRUCTURAL ALTERNATIVES                                                                                       

7.3     NO GO OPTION                                                                                                                        

7.4     COMPARATIVE ASSESSMENT OF ALTERNATIVES                                                                 

The following table outlines the identified land use alternatives.  

TABLE 4: ALTERNATIVES 

Site Alternatives 

No site alternatives  No offsite or other site alternatives have been investigated due to the fact that 

this existing large parcel of land is strategically located adjacent to the R102 

and which can integrate naturally and positively into this existing industrial 

fabric as well as open up opportunities along the northern corridor. The site is 

unusually flat and therefore ideally suited to industrial development. 

 The development, as noted above, has a number of and wide variety of 

objectives to meet and such objectives would not be possible to achieve if the 

development was attempted elsewhere.  

 

Land Use Alternatives 

Alternative 1 (Preferred)  Due to the site located in close proximity to the King Shaka International 

Airport and Dube Trade Port and also on the suitable relatively flat land, it 

affords the opportunity to create a sustainable business and light industrial 

hub with higher densities, employment, commercial, recreational and social 

facilities.  

 The KwaDukuza Spatial Development Framework Plan as well as the Ilembe 

Spatial Framework Plan has earmarked the property as forming part of an 

“Activity Node” situated at the intersection of two “Activity (Secondary) 

Corridors”. The general interpretation of the Framework Plan is based on “ … 

a linear spatial structure to the Dolphin Coast Entity, which is already well 

established by virtue of the coastal settlement, the N2 freeway, the R102 and 

the railway line”. It is further noted that in the current proposed Ilembe 

Industrial Development Strategy, the property has been identified as land 

suitable for Industrial Development.  

 

Alternative 2  This alternative is focused solely on residential or a significantly reduced 

commercial component and a much higher residential density. 

 This alternative would put a much greater impact on the receiving 
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environment as the nature of residential developments involves larger 

volumes of people moving into the area on a more permanent basis vs 

business development that involves people being there for work purposes. 

 Residential components also put a significant added pressure on core 

services like road, sewer, water and electrical infrastructure.     

 There is a major need for economic and employment opportunities as 

opposed to solely housing development. Sustainable cities have to provide 

for a variety and mix of uses which are easily accessible. 

 Government‟s policy and drive is aimed at Integrated Human Settlements as 

the solution to simply rolling out RDP housing because of its sustainable 

basis together with the significant benefits to the use and efficiencies of 

infrastructure. 

No-Go Option 

This option involves retaining the existing land use – agriculture. The property would remain under cane, and 
would continue to operate as a working sugar cane farm. This is a light industrial and business use development 
that entails a huge component for warehousing; as such the no-go alternative will prevent all the key objectives of 
the development from being achieved. The no-go option for a development in terms of the spatial framework plan 
will limit the opportunities within the Ilembe District in providing job opportunities to local communities. The 
location and situation of Compensation also dictates that it be appropriately and sustainable developed for uses 
and activities which offer the best value, returns and benefits to the municipality. 

 

  

It was stated in the Scoping Report (as accepted by the Department on 10 January 2011) and EIAR that “no 
offsite or other site alternatives have been investigated due to the fact that this existing large parcel of land is 
strategically located adjacent to the R102 and which can integrate naturally and positively into this existing 
industrial fabric as well as open up opportunities along the northern corridor. The site is unusually flat and 
therefore ideally suited to industrial development. The development, as noted above, has a wide variety of 
objectives to meet and such objectives would not be possible to achieve if the development was attempted 
elsewhere.” 

However, in a clarification meeting held on Thursday the 28
th
 of June 2012, the Department stated that what is 

required is a more detailed comparison of the impacts associated with the development between both 
alternatives. The EIAR assesses the impacts utilising significance ratings and these are done per alternative and 
generates a numeric rating as depicted in Table 5 below.  

TABLE 5: IMPACTS AND SIGNIFICANT RATING OF LAND USE ALTERNATIVES 

Impact Alternative 1 
Significance 
Rating 

Alternative 2 
Significance 
Rating 

Disturbance of surface geology for development foundations. (-8) 

 

(-6) 

Alteration of topography due to stockpiling of soil, building material and 
debris and waste material on site. 

(-9) 

 

(-9) 

Removal and compaction of soil during construction activities. (-9) 

 

(-9) 

Disturbance of soils and/or land use potential due to location of construction 
camp and associated infrastructure. 

(-8) 

 

(-8) 

Erosion, degradation and loss of topsoil due to construction activities as well 
as surface and stormwater runoff. 

(-9) (-9) 
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Impact Alternative 1 
Significance 
Rating 

Alternative 2 
Significance 
Rating 

 

Degradation of soil due to exposed areas and roads. (-10) 

 

(-10) 

Impact on land use and land capability. (+12) 

 

(+12) 

Disturbance of major vegetation areas. (-12) 

 

(-12) 

Impact on riparian zones. (-9) (-9) 

Removal and use of local flora for firewood. (-15) (-15) 

Permanent loss of wetland as a result of infilling for the construction of a road 
and other platforms. 

(-12) (-12) 

Erosion of wetland soils as a result of uncontrolled stormwater runoff 
generated from the construction sites. 

(-9) (-9) 

Deposition of excess sediment in wetland system as a result of erosion in the 
catchment caused by improper stormwater management during earthworks. 

(-9) (-9) 

Decrease in water quality as a result of contamination of runoff from 
construction site. 

(-11) (-11) 

Direct disturbances to the wetland as a result of the establishment of 
reticulation services in wetlands and buffers. 

(-8) (-8) 

Construction of the proposed development within the 1:100year flood line (-9) (-9) 

Consumption and use of surface water by employees. (-6) (-6) 

Contamination of surface water runoff with contaminated standing surface 
water. 

(-10) (-10) 

Increased urban run-off into the Wewe River. (-10) (-10) 

The consumption of groundwater can lead to the depletion of a natural 
resource. 

(-9) (-9) 

Release of dust from building activities, equipment and construction vehicles 
into the atmosphere. 

(-8) (-8) 

Generation of fumes from vehicle emissions may pollute the air. (-8) (-8) 

Noise disturbance from contractors on site and construction activities. (-10) (-10) 

Disturbance of sites of archaeological, historical and cultural significance.  (-4) (-4) 

Visual impact of light industrial on residents of Compensation/ Ballito (-11) (-6) 

Generation and disposal of domestic waste. (-8) (-8) 

Generation of hazardous and building waste. (-9) (-9) 

Generation and disposal of sewage waste of temporary construction toilets. (-8) (-8) 

Release of odours as a result of the chemical toilets on site. (-8) (-8) 

Contamination of soils, surface and groundwater due to spillage, leakage, (-8) (-8) 
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Impact Alternative 1 
Significance 
Rating 

Alternative 2 
Significance 
Rating 

incorrect storage and handling of: 

 Chemicals and oils; 

 Lubricants and fuels; and Other Hazardous Materials. 

Fires or explosions may occur which would result in a significant risk to the 
biophysical and socio-economic environment. 

(-6) (-6) 

Loss of indigenous species natural habitat (-11) (-10) 

The development will result in job creation and provision of employment. (+10) (+7) 

Job creation during the construction phase could result in the influx of people 
to the area. However, this should be temporary. 

(-12) (-12) 

Contractors, the influx of people and potential job creation will result in the 
proliferation of social ills and issues such as crime, prostitution, the spread of 
HIV/AIDS, informal settlements etc. 

(-13) (-13) 

Traffic disruptions during construction period. (-7) (-7) 

Public safety during construction. (-7) (-7) 

Construction staff safety during construction. (-9) (-9) 

Planting of road verges. (+8) (+8) 

Utilising power servitudes as grasslands. (+8) (+8) 

Burning of grasslands. (10) (10) 

Decrease in quality of water entering the wetland as a result of the 
contamination of urban runoff entering the wetland (hydrocarbons and litter 
from the road surface). 

(-10) (-10) 

Erosion of wetland due to increased runoff entering the wetland during peak 
flows as a result of increased hardened surfaces in the catchment. 

(-10) (-9) 

Erosion in wetland due to concentration of storm water at outfalls. (-10) (-9) 

Encroachment of alien invasive plants into the buffer zone and wetland, as a 
result of poor management. 

(-10) (-10) 

Erosion of the wetland as a result of the increased hardened surfaces and 
subsequent intensity and volume of stormwater runoff 

(-12) (-11) 

Improvement in the health of the wetland as a result of rehabilitation of the 
wetland and buffer zones. 

(+9) (+8) 

Consumption of surface water. (-10) (-10) 

Pollution of surface water. (-10) (-10) 

The consumption of groundwater can lead to the depletion of a natural 
resource. 

(-7) (-7) 

Generation and disposal of domestic waste by the proposed development. (-9) (-11) 

Generation and disposal of sewage waste by the proposed development. (-9) (-10) 

The completion of the development will lead to job creation through the 
industrial and commercial components. 

(+12) (+8) 

The development will address the low to middle income housing demand (+12) (+12) 
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Impact Alternative 1 
Significance 
Rating 

Alternative 2 
Significance 
Rating 

affecting the surrounding areas 

Impact of increase in traffic. (-10) (-11) 

Energy consumption (-11) (-11) 

 

It is important to note that while the impacts associated with both the alternatives assessed are similar, it is the 
significance ratings that differ greatly and therefore aid in identifying a preferred alternative.  

The two alternatives were also compared and rated after recommended mitigation methods proposed, as 
depicted in Table 6.  

TABLE 6: COMPARATIVE IMPACT ASSESSMENT BETWEEN LAND USE ALTERNATIVES BEFORE AND 
AFTER MITIGATION (EIAR, MARCH 2012) 

 Construction Phase Operational Phase 

Average Before 
Mitigation 

Average After 
Mitigation 

Average Before 
Mitigation  

Average After 
Mitigation 

Alternative 1 -8 -5.5 -3.8 -1.9 

Alternative 2 -8 -5.6 -4.2 -2-2 

 

4 SECTION 3: NEED AND DESIRABILITY STUDY 

The Needs and Desirability and Impact Assessment undertaken by Urban Econ includes a Spatial Analysis, 
Socio-Economic Profile, Market Assessment, Commercial Demand Modelling and an Economic Impact 
Assessment, thereafter offering conclusions and recommendations.   

The assessment found that the CIBE development is integrally linked to the broader long term strategy of the 
Dube Aerotropolis and vision „To Develop a Global Gateway to South Africa‟ (Dube Aerotropolis Development 
Framework, 2011) setting it apart from any other ad hoc development currently taking place. The report states 
that it is clear that the CIBE development is both of a regional and international significance and will set a 
standard or trend for future industrial development within the Dube Aerotropolis.  

The CIBE will also support the KwaZulu-Natal Industrial Development Strategy of 2011, Provincial Spatial 
Economic Development Strategy (PSEDS) and the Provincial Growth and Development Strategy (PGDS, 2011), 
according to the report.  

The report states that the site is located in close proximity to the provincial priority corridor (N2) and therefore falls 
within the jurisdiction which supports economic growth and development. This will enhance the desirability of the 
proposed development on a provincial and national level. Secondly, the key element of development relevant to 
this proposed development (industrial) has been identified therefore enhancing the need and desirability of this 
proposed development. 

The Market Assessment within the report concluded that the opportunity of larger, flat stands adjacent to a major 
arterial and close to the northern border of eThekwini make the CIBE a very attractive alternative for business. 

The CIBE has been addressed as an integral component of the Dube Aerotropolis concept indicating important 
regional and global linkages and marketing. In keeping with the vision and requirements of the Aerotropolis, 
(aligned to the PGDS, KZN Industrial Strategy and IPAP2) aimed at economic growth and employment 
generation, the CIBE development allows for investment in upgraded and new bulk industrial infrastructure 
development. The CIBE development can provide zoned serviced land in line with the district Spatial Economic 
Development Strategy 2012 and Industrial Development Strategy 2010 as a node earmarked for industrial 
development. 
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The report states that the CIBE is in a desirable position with increased accessibility to air, sea, road and rail as 
well as increased connectivity internationally and regionally to contribute to the competitiveness of the region and 
economic growth and development given its strategic location within the Dube Aerotropolis. This increased 
connectivity to multi-modal transport systems allows for speed for delivery of industrial goods and services as well 
as workers and hence economic growth of the region. This point cannot be stressed enough with Dube Trade 
Port located 15km away and Durban and Richards Bay Ports in close proximity, land adjacent to regional 
development/growth corridors (N2 and R102) as well as parallel to an existing railway line and station. While the 
study indicates an initial current over supply of office space, it is most important to note that the commercial space 
proposed for CIBE is mainly to complement the industrial estate as opposed to catering to the existing local 
market making the development desirable. 

Please refer to Appendix B for the full report. 

5 SECTION 4: THE PROVISION OF SANITATION 

Please refer to Appendix C for the Service Level Agreement from iLembe District Municipality. 

6 SECTION 5: THE PROVISION OF ELECTRICITY 

Please refer to Appendix D for the Service Level Agreement from iLembe District Municipality. 

7 SECTION 6: CONFIRMATION FROM THE MUNICIPALITY ON 
SUFFICIENT WATER SUPPLY FOR THE DEVELOPMENT 

Please refer to Appendix E for the Service Level Agreement from iLembe District Municipality. 

8 SECTION 7: BASELINE ECOLOGY REPORT 

The following responses to the Letter of Rejection have been extracted from the Baseline Ecological Assessment: 
Compensation Flat (Manson, 2009). 

 

How are the ‘eco-regions’ 1 and 2 going to be protected during all phases of the project? 

The eco-regions identified will be protected throughout the project phases as they are incorporated in the 
designated conservation servitudes which form part of the 87 hectares of open space. From the proposed plans it 
can be seen that „eco-region 1‟, surrounding the point of convergence of the Wewe River and associated drainage 
lines, has been fully incorporated. „Eco-region 2‟ has been partially incorporated; however a Like for Unlike offset 
where in compensation for the infilling of the 0.98Ha of degraded wetland, an area of 5.5Ha of Coastal Forest will 
be created on south eastern portion of the site, an effective ratio of 5:1 against the loss The area to be set aside 
will link with the existing forest patch, significantly increasing the size of this wooded area, increasing the 
perimeter of this zone and decreasing the negative influence of 'edge effect'. The proposed new forest will also 
link into the wetland conservation areas to the south and this will help to create linked habitats and provide 
corridors for plant and animal movement.   
Furthermore, the EMPr states that: 

 A significant buffer zone must be established around the entire lower hygrophilous forest system 

approximating 45m in width; 

 All wetlands must be allocated a 20m buffer with a further 10m limited use buffer;  

 A specialist ecologist will be on site during the construction period to ensure that sensitive areas are not 

encroached on; 

 Mowing of grass should be restricted to the road reserve; 

 No natural vegetation is to be collected for use as firewood; 
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 No animals are to be disturbed unnecessarily and no animals are allowed to be shot, trapped or caught for 

any reason; 

 Protected trees may not be removed or cut without a permit from the Department of Forestry and Fisheries 

(DAFF); 

 Invader species and weeds must be removed and disposed of in accordance with existing legislation on a 

regular basis; 

 The removal of indigenous/endemic shrubs and small trees should be kept to a minimum and only be 

removed if absolutely necessary; 

 Fires for cooking must be kept within designated areas at the construction camp. All fires are to be contained; 

 Workers are to be provided with firewood for cooking and are not permitted to cut down any vegetation for this 

purpose. 

How will these areas be managed in terms of eradication and control of alien invasive species during all 
phases of the project?  

According to The Conservation of Agricultural Resources Act, 1983 (Act 43 of 1983), alien plants have been 
divided up into three categories; namely „Declared Weeds‟, „Declared Invader Plants with Value‟ and „Mostly 
Ornamental Plants.‟ There are however, further stipulations regarding these plants and their proximity to 
watercourses and wetlands. Regulations 15 and 16 were revised and amended in 2000; part of regulation 16 
prohibits category 2 and 3 plants within 30m of the „one-in-fifty-year‟ flood line of watercourses and wetlands. 
Pertinent to Eco-region 1, it must b ensured that legislation regarding the stipulations on alien invasive and their 
proximity to watercourses and wetlands will be adhered to.  

There will be a management program implemented for the existing forest, new forest and the wetland systems. 
This will ensure alien control, burning and other management steps are carried out in these areas, further 
improving the quality of the new forest as well as all the open space areas on site (in excess of 
80Ha).Furthermore, the EMPr states that the Removal and subsequent management of these alien invasive plant 
species are very important in maintaining the biodiversity value and integrity of the wetland. Three basic methods 
of controlling alien plant species exist and must be employed: 

 mechanical control (hand pulling, slashing and felling); 

 biological control (introduction of natural predators into a system to control the plants); and 

 chemical control (spraying and painting of poisons onto the plant to kill them) 

 

What impacts are anticipated on the eco-regions and how significant are these impacts? 

The two eco-region areas which do hold ecological significance have been entirely or partially incorporated into 
the proposed conservation servitude.  Possible impacts include: 

 Indigenous trees will have to be removed, which requires the issuing of a license from DAFF in this instance 

and natural habitat for local fauna will be lost.  

 Spoor noted on site indicate that bushbuck (Tragelaphus scriptus), grey duiker (Sylvicapra grimmia) and 

meerkat inhabit the forest. In KwaZulu-Natal bushbuck males are scheduled as "Ordinary game" and females 

as "Protected game", although they are not listed in the S.A Red Data book or any CITES appendices.  

 Bird species are another consideration regarding the loss of habitat.  The Dolphin Coast Bird Club, an affiliate 

of BirdLifeSA, visits Pencarrow, at least annually, and walk through „eco-region 2‟ to bird there. They have 

found the forest to be home to a number of raptors, most of the barbet / tinkerbird species, a number of doves 
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/ pigeons, bulbul / greenbuls, aerial feeders like drongoes, batises, apalises and tits, ground feeders such as 

robin-chats and a noteworthy range of sunbirds. The fringes of the forest play host to a number of sparrows 

and wagtail species.  

 A few isolated grasslands exist which are home to a number of cisticolas and prinias as well as some 

spurfowls and quails. This is pertinent as coastal grasslands are the most endangered habitat along the 

coast. It would be preferable to preserve part of these grasslands which are dispersed amongst the 

sugarcane. 

 Trees can take decades to reach adulthood and in that time multiple animals, birds, insects, micro-organisms 

and other plants become dependant on the tree. Once a large tree has been removed it will never be 

replaced, even through rehabilitation - the likelihood of planting another adult tree is slim. Some species of 

trees can be relocated and it is an acceptable practice, provided research is done prior to relocation as not all 

trees can survive uprooting and replanting. Removal of alien vegetation is always a good idea when it comes 

to smaller vegetation types, but when considering large trees it is not always the best option. Some large 

trees have become naturalized in South Africa and now play an important role in their inhabited ecosystem. 

Other alien trees may be hosting endangered or threatened animal species which must be protected. For 

these reasons large trees and indigenous vegetation must be preserved and only removed if no alternatives 

are possible, or if the large trees are particularly invasive – such as category 1 Declared Invader Plants as 

listed in The Conservation of Agricultural Resources Act, 1983 (Act 43 of 1983) or category 2 and 3 plants 

which are within 30m of the „one-in-fifty-year‟ flood line of watercourses and wetlands. 

 Although construction activities are not likely to occur in close proximity to the Wewe River or the main 

drainage line running up the southern boundary, there is still there is the potential for contaminants such as 

diesel, petroleum, oil, bituminous products, lubricants and sediment to pollute the river. When vegetation is 

cleared and platforms are cut, all of the exposed surfaces will generate an elevated amount of surface runoff. 

With the natural slope of the land, the runoff will flow directly into drainage lines and ultimately the river.  

 The effects of water pollution are numerous and far-reaching, having direct and indirect impacts on humans 

and the resident ecosystem: If water is polluted the toxins will be carried by the flow of water through drainage 

lines and into the Wewe River. It will affect water quality and vegetation across a much larger area then just 

the immediate construction site; the River discharges into Dudley Pringle, after which it flows into the Siphon 

Dam and eventually into the Tongaat River. 

 The food chain can be affected by the introduction of toxins into the water. If livestock drink from the polluted 

water, or fish ingest the polluted water, the toxins will be passed on to humans when the meat is eaten or the 

milk is used.   

 The overall chemistry of the water can be altered by the introduction of hazardous substances. The alteration 

can come in the form of changes in acidity, temperature and conductivity. These factors all have an impact on 

aquatic life and the vegetation which depends on the stream as a water source. It will also have a negative 

impact on food sources upon which aquatic life depends – food sources will either become contaminated or 

completely eliminated from the system. Alterations in temperature are particularly harmful to ecosystems. A 

change in temperature will quickly alter and destroy the delicate ecological balance which exists in an aquatic 

ecosystem.  

 Within any ecosystem there is a natural balance of „healthy‟ and unhealthy‟ microorganisms which keep the 

system thriving. If contaminants are allowed to enter that thriving system, the balance will be tilted in favour of 

the „unhealthy‟ microorganisms. This can lead to the depletion of oxygen within the water which will kill 

various life forms and release gases such as ammonia and sulfids.   
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What is the anticipated impact of the proposed development on the eco-regions considering the type of 
development that is proposed?  

 The development will have a negative impact on the eco-region areas due to the surrounding area that will be 
built up with infrastructure and hardened surfaces, this could lead to a negative impact on the birdlife and 
spoor in the area. 

 The proposed development will lead to an increased human presence and traffic in the surrounds, which will 
negatively impact the local fauna. 

 The development itself, being of a warehouse, office space and light industrial nature will significantly alter the 

habitat of the indigenous fauna (spoor such as bushbuck, grey duiker and meerkat) and fragment the natural 

environment. Fragmentation will occur due to the need to remove trees on site, although the process requires 

permits, some indigenous trees will be felled and this is a direct negative impact on the habitat of the bird 

species and browsers. 

 Alien invasives have a deeply negative impact on their surrounding environment, particularly in areas where 

they out-compete valuable indigenous vegetation; the proposed development could possibly have a negative 

impact in this regard as development can introduce exotic and invasive species to the environment. However, 

in order to mitigate this, only indigenous species will be used for greening and the development will 

encompass an alien eradication programme. However, it must also be noted that within the eco-region areas 

a total of 62 dominant plant species were recorded of which 41 are alien; and almost all invasive therefore the 

significance of this impact is relatively low. 

 The development will pose a negative impact on the few isolated grasslands existing on site which are home 

to a number of cisticolas and prinias as well as some spurfowls and quails. This is pertinent as coastal 

grasslands are the most endangered habitat along the coast. It is recommended that part of these grasslands 

which are dispersed be preserved; 

 There is potential water pollution should, during construction, contaminants such as diesel, petroleum, oil, 

bituminous products, lubricants and sediment to reach and pollute the river. Such pollution will lead to 

downstream effects and overall negative impact on the food chain. 

 The development will also decrease the air quality of eco-regions 1 and 2, which will directly affect the birdlife 

and other fauna.  

 

Specialist recommendations are required for the management and conservation of the eco-regions.  

The primary sensitive area relating to this particular development is „eco-region 1 & 2‟. Any work around the 
watercourse and indigenous forest must be considered to be potentially negative and cautionary practices should 
be employed. Both of these areas must be incorporated in the conservation servitude with an adequate buffer 
applied beyond their vegetative boundaries.   

Recommendations offered by the specialist include: 

 A management program must be implemented for the existing forest, new forest and the wetland systems. 

This will ensure alien control, burning and other management steps are carried out in these areas, further 

improving the quality of the new forest as well as all the open space areas on site. 

 The footprint created by construction activities must be kept to a minimum wherever possible and stripped 

areas re-vegetated with indigenous vegetation as soon as construction activities cease in that particular area.  

 A storm-water management plan must be drafted prior to the commencement of construction and approved 

by the ECO and Engineers; this to control the elevated amount of surface runoff which will be generated The 

EMP must note the indigenous forest and Wewe river as sensitive areas and recommendations made to 
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prevent degradation as well as plans laid out for the control / rehabilitation of potential contamination events 

should they occur. 

Below are a set of simple guidelines highlighting some common measures to control water pollution: 

 Land disturbance must be minimized in order to prevent erosion and run-off - this includes leaving exposed 

soils open for a prolonged period of time. As soon as vegetation is cleared (including alien) the area must be 

re-vegetated if it is not to be developed on in future.   

 Control dust through fine water sprays used to dampen down the exposed surfaces of the road. 

 Cover skips and trucks which are loaded with construction materials. 

 Stockpiles of building materials like cement, sand and other powders must be located where they will not be 

washed into waterways. Spillages must be regularly checked for.  

 Segregate, tightly cover and monitor toxic substances to prevent spills and possible site contamination.  

 Wastewater must not be allowed to come into direct contact with exposed soils or run across the site. 

Vehicles and machinery may not be washed on site. All wastewater must be collected in a sealed container 

and disposed of by an approved waste contractor. Waybills must be retained for inspection. 

 No materials must be burned on site. 

 No waste, liquid or solid, may be disposed of in the river. 

 For Eco-region 2, trees shall only be felled if there are no other alternatives and an alien invasive eradication 

programme implemented.  

9 SECTION 8: WETLAND IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT 

The responses addressing the specific questions posed to the Wetland Impact Assessment Report in section 8 of 
the Letter of Rejection can be found in Appendix G1, as well as the previously omitted appendix A of the Wetland 
Impact Assessment Report (Appendix G2 of this addendum). 

The Wetland Rehabilitation Plan can be found in Appendix G3.  

It should be noted that a Wetland Delineation and Functionality Assessment was completed in 2006 and 
submitted with the Scoping Report and Plan of Study for this proposed development application. This has been 
added as Appendix G4 to this addendum for ease of reference.  

10 SECTION 9: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAMME 

Please refer to the amended Environmental Management Programme attached as Appendix F.  


