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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Introduction

Newtown Landscape Architects cc has been appointed by SAFDEV Tanganani (Pty) Ltd to
conduct an environmental assessment for the proposed establishment of Tanganani
Development on Portions RE/2 and 123 of the farm Diepsloot 388 JR, City of Johannesburg
Metropolitan Municipality.

Newtown Landscape Architects cc are applying for authorization for the rezoning of
approximately 237,4 hectares in terms of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998
(Act 107 of 1998) as amended and the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, July
2006 (Version 1). Authorisation by GDACE shall give way to SAFDEV Tanganani (Pty) Ltd to

proceed with establishment of the proposed development.

The proposed activities to be undertaken are listed activities in terms of Government Notice
R386 of 21 April 2006 and it requires that environmental authorisation be applied for. The
following Activities have been applied for:
Government Notice No. R386 :
Activity 1(k): The construction of facilities or infrastructure, including associated
structures or infrastructure, for -
The bulk transportation of sewage and water, including storm water, in pipelines with —
- aninternal diameter of 0.36 metres or more; or

- apeak throughput of 120 litres per second or more

Activity 1(m): The construction of facilities or infrastructure, including associated
structures or infrastructure, for —
Any purpose in the one in ten year flood line of a river or stream, or within
32 metres from the bank of a river or stream where the flood line is
unknown, excluding purposes associated with existing residential use, but
including —
- Canals
- Channels

- Bridges
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- Dams; and

- Weirs

Government Notice No. R387:
Activity 2: Any development activity, including associated structures and infrastructure,

where the total area of the developed area is, or is intended to be, 20 hectares or more.

The methodology used for the assessment was to investigate all environmental issues

associated with the project. This scoping report addresses these environmental issues.

Environmental assessment procedure followed so far, according to the National Environmental
Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998) as amended and the Environmental Impact
Assessment Regulations, 2006 (Version 1) are:

Submission of application form on 6 July 2007 (Appendix A).

Statutory advertising on site, 12 July 2007.

Advertising in local newspaper. The advertisement was placed in The Star on 12 July

2007.

Public Participation, which include inform all relevant I&APs by means of a Public

Meeting. The meeting was held on 13 September 2007.

Circulation of the Draft Scoping Report to all registered I&APs

Submission of the Scoping Report to GDACE.

1.2. Terms of reference

The scoping phase was undertaken in accordance with the National Environmental
Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998) as amended and the Environmental Impact

Assessment Regulations, 2006 (Version 1)

1.3. Purpose of Scoping Report

The purpose of the Scoping Report is to determine and confirm issues from the general public in
respect of the activity for which authorisation is being applied for. The emphasis during scoping

is to identify issues, potential impacts and potential alternatives.
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2. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS OF THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Environmental Impact Assessment process, which includes a Scoping study, is required by

legislation. The process ensures that all relevant information is presented in order to facilitate
good management decision-making. The legislations that require development projects to

undergo through the Scoping Process are:

2.1. National Environmental Management Act (act 107 of 1998) as amended: This Act
requires that the report concerning the impact of the proposed development on the
environment be prepared. There are certain activities that are listed as activities that
require EIA process. These activities are listed in Government Notice R386 and R387,
21 April 2006. The proposed development, which is the rezoning of “Undetermined”
land into residential, is listed under activity 2(R387).

2.2.  Constitution of the Republic of South Africa (Act 108 of 1996): Section 24(b)(i)
encourages prevention of pollution and ecological degradation. Section 24(b)(iii)
promotes ecologically sustainable development.

2.3. National Heritage Resource Act of 1999 (Act 25 of 1999) (NHRA): Section 34, no person
may alter or demolish any structure or part of a structure, which is older than 60 years
without a permit issued by the relevant provincial heritage resources authority (SAHRA).

2.4.  The National Water Act (Act No 36 of 1998).

The following policies and guidelines were consulted:
From the NEMA Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations Guideline and
Information Document Series
- Guideline on the Interpretation of the Listed Activities (November 2006)
- Guideline on Public Participation Process (September 2007)
- Guideline on Alternatives (September 2007)

GDACE requirements for Biodiversity Assessments
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3. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT PROCESS

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process that has been undertaken for Tanganani
development consists of three main phases. The phases of this process are the Application and
Authorization Phase, Scoping Phase and EIA phase.

3.1. Application and Authorization

Newtown Landscape Architects submitted a Scoping/EIA application to The Department of
Agriculture, Conservation and Environment (GDACE) on 6 July 2007 after which authorization
was received from the Department to proceed with the Scoping process (24 July 2007), GAUT
ref: 002/07-08/N0420.

3.2. Scoping Phase

The Scoping study is a requirement by EIA legislation in applying for authorization with the
Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Environment. The study involves public
consultation, gathering of information to identify potential impacts to the environment and

possible alternatives to the development and compiling of a plan for EIA.

3.3. EIA Phase

The EIA Phase will include the integration of the findings by specialists and the outcome of the
Scoping process in order to enable documentation of one report. During this phase the I&APs
will be addressed and all issues and mitigation measures will be discussed. A detailed
Environmental Impact Assessment will be done to determine the extent of the impacts the
development might have on the environment and the surrounding community. A detailed

Environmental Management will also be included in this phase.
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4. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

4.1. Locality

The project is located in Diepsloot, City of Johannesburg Metropolitan Municipal area. The site
is situated along the R511 (William Nicol Drive Extension) and between the N14 and
Knoppieslaagte Road. The site is located right across the existing Diepsloot Informal Settlement
and is approximately 10 km north of Bryanston and 8 km east of Lanseria Airport. Please refer

to Figure 1 and Appendix B for the Locality Maps.

4.2 Urban Edge

As per the letter received from GDACE on 22 April 2008, it was requested that the Scoping
Report should be amended to address the urban edge issue and provide a clear motivation for
the type of development outside the urban edge. Since the Scoping Report was first submitted
to GDACE there have been a few meetings between SafDev Tanganani Ltd (Pty) and the City
of Johannesburg Council regarding the inclusion of the proposed site in the urban edge. After a
long discussion it was agreed that the proposed site will be included and according to the Draft
Spatial Development Framework 2008-2009 (City of Johannesburg 2008) the proposed site is
included within the Urban Development Boundary. The Draft Spatial Development Framework
specifically refers to the area as a proposed urban expansion area. Please refer to Appendix C

for the Draft Spatial Development Framework Maps.

4.3. Project description

The project involves the rezoning of ‘Agricultural land’ to:
1. Residential

Residential 1
Residential 3
2. Medical Center
3. Business

Regional Shopping center
Value Retail center
Local Shopping center

4. Public Open Space

5. Schools

The proposed site is approximately 237,4346 hectares.
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Figure 1. Site locality
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4.4. Property description

The development is going to cover portions RE/2 and 123 of the farm Diepsloot 388 J.R. The

property is currently vacant and very degraded.

Vegetation within the proposed site for development is predominantly grassland, described in
the latest Vegetation Map of South Africa, Lesotho and Swaziland as Egoli Granite Grasslands
(Mucina & Rutherford 2007). The vegetation is however very disturbed due to various human
activities.

A stream/wetland runs through the proposed site from a western to an easterly direction. The

wetland is however very disturbed.

4.5. Activities to be undertaken

4.5.1. Town planning
The proposed site is zoned “Agricultural Land” in terms of the Peri Urban Town Planning
Sceme, 1975 and are currently vacant and has not been used for agricultural purposes. The
proposed development aims for the rezoning of this land into “residential 1", “residential 3",
“business” and “public open space”. SAFDEV Tanganani (Pty) Ltd has appointed Peter Roos to
conduct Town Planning for the proposed development. The town planning will provide for:
1. Residential
a. Residential 1
b. Residential 3
Medical Center
3. Business
Regional Shopping center
Value Retail center
Local Shopping center

Public Open Space
Schools

N

ok

4.5.2. Engineering services

Access and road network

At present, the following roads surround the property:
William Nicol Drive (R511) / Provincial Road K46
William Nicol Drive is a north-south mobility spine. In the vicinity of the site, William Nicol Drive

is a two-lane road with turning lanes provided at various intersections to separate movements
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It forms part of the future K46 route, it provides access to the N1 western bypass as well as the
N14. It is also part of the City of Johannesburg's Strategic Public Transport Network that will in

the future take the form of a Bus Rapid Transit system.

Knoppieslaagte Road
Knoppieslaagte Road is a two-lane mobility road. It forms an important link between the R562

and William Nicol Drive and continues over the N14.

R562 (Provincial Road 795)
The R562 is a mobility road with a core function of collector-distributor. In the vicinity of the site,
the R562 is a two-lane road with turning movements provided at various intersections to
separate movements. It provides a link to the Olifantsfontein Road, which has an interchange
with the N1.

N14
N14 is a major urban freeway accommodating mainly inter-regional traffic. It forms a strategic

link between Pretoria and Ventersdorp.

Diepsloot access roads
There are two main access points off William Nicol Drive into Diepsloot. Both have signalized

intersections. Each access consists of a single approach lane with no separated turning lanes.

Future Road Planning in the vicinity of the site are discussed below:

K46
Is a north-south arterial road, which will run on the current alignment of the William Nicol

Drive.

K27
Is an east-west arterial road providing a link between the existing N14 southern terminal on the
R511 with Clayville.

K54
Is an east-west arterial road, it will provide a link between the R114 on the west and the R562 in

the east. It would provide access to the PWV9.

8
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PWV9
Is a north-south metropolitan road that will run parallel to the K46 further east of the

development site.

PWV5
is an east-west metropolitan that will run parallel to the N1 ring road south of the development

site.

Significant infrastructure upgrades are being considered as part of this development and at the
time of writing included:

 Construction of one carriageway of the K56 to Main Road;

 William Nicol Drive is upgraded to three lanes in each direction south of Erling Road and to
two lanes in each direction to the north (turning lanes in addition);

* Internal link road between William Nicol Drive and Cedar Road; and the

» Upgrade of Cedar Road to two lanes in each direction from Uranium Road to the N14

Water

It has been confirmed by the Engineers that water will be available.

Sewer
It has been confirmed by the Engineers that sewer services will be available for the first two
phases of the development. The Engineers are currently working on the sewer for the rest of the

development.

Electricity
It has been confirmed that Electricity will be available for the development.

4.5.3. Land use
The land is currently zoned “Agricultural Land” but is currently not used for agricultural
purposes. The property is currently vacant, open grassland, which has been disturbed by

human activities.
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4.5.4. Open Space
A great part of the property forms part of a seasonal wetland. This area will be used as the

public open space between the business area and the residential area.

4.6. Description of Biophysical environment likely to be affected

This section provides a brief description of the existing biophysical and built/social
environments. It draws on information from site visits, the study team and member’s experience,
background literature as well as maps, 1: 50 000, and photographs. In doing so, it presents a
background against which the positive and negative impacts of the proposed options can be
assessed. Existing social environment includes information regarding land-use and

landownership, culture and historical aspects, etc.

4.6.1. Climate

Regionally, the site lies within the dry subtropical climate in the mid latitude of the world climate
classification. The area receives most of its rainfall in summer with rainfall between 650 to 750
mm per year. Temperatures vary between 7°C and 35°C for the summer and —5°C to 24°C for

the winter months.

4.6.2. Vegetation

Vegetation within the proposed site for development is predominantly grassland, described in
the latest Vegetation Map of South Africa, Lesotho and Swaziland as Egoli Granite Grasslands
(Mucina, Rutherford & Powrie; 2005). The dominant grass species that are found on site is
Hyparrhenia hirta. This Hyparrhenia hirta — dominated vegetation community was disturbed in
places by severe surface erosion and spatter erosion as a result of frequent burning followed by
Heavy rain. Small copses of trees and shrubs occurred sporadically. In the centre of the large
area south of the drainage line, a specimen of Acacia hebeclada occurred together with small
trees such as Ehretia rigida subsp rigida and Rhus pyroides var pyroides . A few small

specimens of Phytolacca dioica (Belhambra) also occurred.
The vegetation along the drainage line was disturbed by severe surface erosion and the

presence of many Seriphium plumosum plants, which in some areas dominated the vegetation

community.

10
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Footpaths bisect this terrain, considerable quantities of rubbish have been dumped and the

lower part of the valley is badly fouled as it is being used as an open-air toilet.

Although the proposed development will have a definite impact on the vegetation cover of the
proposed area, the significance of impact will be negligible since the vegetation in the study
area has a low conservation status. The areas where the drainage line vegetation occurs will

not be developed.

4.6.3. Hydrology

The site has a seasonal drainage line. The development is likely to have a positive impact on
the seasonal watercourse as the watercourse is highly disturbed and will be rehabilitated to form
part of the open space area and increase the biodiversity of the area. The watercourse forms
part of the open space area and thus no development will take place within the buffer zone of

the wetland.

4.6.4. Sensitive areas

There are two sensitive area that occurs on site. 1) The wetland area: this area will form part of
the open space area of the development and will not be developed. 2) Giant Bullfrog Habitat:
This area is more to the south of the proposed development site. We are currently working with
Caroline Yetman (University of Pretoria & Endangered Wildlife) on a Management Plan for the

Bullfrogs.

4.6.5. Site geology and soils

The site is underlined by the Halfway House Granite Dome with typical gravely soils.

4.7. Socio-economic environment

4.7.1. Land ownership
The landowners are Tanganani SAFDEV (Pty) Ltd.

4.7.2. Agricultural Potential
According to the Gauteng Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Environment’s C-Plan 2,
most of the area has a very low Agricultural potential. The only part that has a high agricultural

potential is the Giant Bullfrog Sensitive Habitat Area.

11
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4.7.3. Transport and Roads network

The site for development is situated along William Nicol Drive (R511). To the north is the R562,
the N14 intersection and to the east is Knoppieslaagte Road. A Traffic Impact Study was
conducted and will be made available during the EIA Phase of his project. Please refer to point

4.4.3: Engineering Services.

12
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5. ALTERNATIVES

In terms of both the national Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations (GNR385, 21
April 2006) and the National Environmental Management Act (Act No. 107 of 1998), the

applicant is required to demonstrate that alternatives have been discussed in detalil.

The alternatives that are being considered in this Environmental Scoping Study are as follows:
5.1 The ‘No Go’ or no development alternative
5.2 Land use alternatives for the property
5.3 Energy alternatives

5.4 Alternatives in development layout & densities.

5.1. “No Go” Alternative

The ‘No Go’ alternative will mean that the site will stay exactly as it is and no development will
take place. As also mentioned in the Scoping Report, the proposed site is currently vacant and
has been exposed to human activities for some time already. It is as a result of these human
activities that the site is severely disturbed. It should be clear that if the current situation

continues the area will become even more degraded over time.

The proposed site is located next to the existing Diepsloot Settlement where the great demand
for housing in the area renders the site ideal for the development of housing. If the proposed
site were to stay undeveloped the chance exists that the site will be invaded by illegal settlers. It
should also be considered that, as there are no facilities or infrastructure on the site, such
invasion will directly contradict the Gauteng Department of Housing's initiative to eradicate
informal settlements. The illegal invasion of the property will further have severe consequences

for the environment and might be a nuisance to adjacent land owners.

5.2 Land Use Alternatives

5.2.1 Recreational / Parkland
Although the proposed site is very extensive, some sections could be utilised for recreational

activities and/or parkland.

13

Newtown Landscape Architects cc August 2008



Tanganani Scoping Report

To apply this alternative it will mean that the municipality will have to purchase the land and
administer it in the public good. This will significantly contribute to the social aspect of the area
and might even increase the value of the adjacent properties if the park is managed well.
However, if the park is not managed correctly, safety risks might develop, turning the park into a

liability and a sore eye to the community. This will again lead to a decrease in property values.

Although the Recreational / Parkland alternative is a good alternative from an environmental
and social point of view, it will not be the best use of the proposed property from an economical
perspective. This alternative will also not solve the problem of the high demand for housing in

the area.

5.2.2 Biodiversity Conservation

In the Scoping Report the vegetation of the proposed site is described as disturbed Egoli
Granite Grassland. A wetland can be found in the northern section of the site with a smaller
artificial dam and wetland housing Giant Bullfrogs located in the southern section. The site is

thus ideal for Biodiversity Conservation.

Although it seems like a good alternative it is not the best option for the proposed site as it does
not address the biggest problem in the area, which is the demand for housing. In order to use
the site as a biodiversity conservation area it will mean that the degraded Egoli Granite
Grassland and the wetland will have to be rehabilitated. It will also mean that the area should be
fenced off and managed to prevent the site from degrading even further and result in the same

impacts as described under the ‘No Go’ alternative.

5.3 Energy Alternatives

The following energy alternatives will be encouraged when the different housing units are built:
- Solar geysers

Photovoltaic cells
Gas stoves
Gas push through geysers

Insulation

14
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5.4 Development Layout and Densities

As previously mentioned there have been a lot of changes to the original layout of the
development due to the following:

5.4.1 Wetland in the northern section of the site

5.4.2 Giant Bullfrogs in the southern section of the site

5.4.3 Housing requirements from the Council

5.4.1 Wetland

In the northern section of the site the layout plan had to change to accommodate the wetland as
well as the 1:100 year flood line. It was decided that the best option is to include the wetland in
a park / open space that can be enjoyed by the residents of the Tanganani Residential
Development. During the public participation process there were suggestions from the
Interested & Affected Parties (I&AP’s) that will be taken into account when the type of park is

being considered.
There are currently two alternatives for the park:

The first is based around a ‘passive park’ design where the park mainly provides aesthetic
appeal to its surroundings. Except for hiking trails, this type of park will not be used by the local

community.

The second alternative is to create an ‘active park’ that includes children’s playgrounds and
open lawned areas for ball sports. In this case the park will be actively used by the local

community.

Between the first two park types the ‘active park’ is clearly the better alternative as there is a
great demand for a social infrastructure in the area. However, as the space within the main park
of the Tanganani Residential Development is limited by the 1:100 year flood line and the
wetland buffer zones, it might not be the best alternative for the wetland to include the ‘active

park’ as part of the wetland park.

I&APs suggested that as part of an active park the following should be included:

A horse trail that runs along the wetland — This will however not be an environmentally
responsible choice as horse trails can cause severe erosion. It should also be taken into
account that the horses will be likely to transport exotic vegetation into the park which
could have disastrous results for the wetland.

15
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Another suggested option is to create a Township TV park — This option will however
impact negatively on the wetland as it will expose the wetland buffer zone to possibly

damaging human activities.

The third alternative is to use Mark Tyrrell’s Urban Design concept for Diepsloot and create a
social and ecological spine/corridor between Diepsloot and the proposed Tanganani Residential
Development (Mark Tyrrell, 2008). This social and ecological spine/corridor will form a large
public space which will include wetland, sports and community areas. It will also open up the
opportunity to demarcate land areas for public buildings. By creating this spine/ corridor the two
townships will be linked instead separated into two islands. This concept should however be

investigated further and will be discussed in detail in the Environmental Impact Report.

In addition to the above, it should be noted that the park described under alternative three will
be zoned a public open space and as a result become the responsibility of Johannesburg City
Parks. The type of park will thus depend on the agreement between Johannesburg City Parks

and the developer.

5.4.2 Giant Bullfrog Habitat

The Giant Bullfrogs are located in the southern corner of the proposed site. Two specialists

were appointed and the following alternatives were suggested.
The first alternative was to relocate the Giant Bullfrogs to a more suitable location were
the frogs would not be threatened by the proposed development or by residents from
Diepsloot. This alternative is however not feasible as translocation of the Giant Bullfrogs
are seldom successful as a conservation measure.
The second alternative, which is the preferred option, is to conserve the Giant Bullfrogs
on the site and to include the area as part of an educational centre. This will however only
be possible if a conservation corridor is created between the proposed site and the

adjacent sites on the south-eastern boundary.

5.4.3 Housing requirements

The local authority via its Department of Development Planning and Facilitation provided
statistics, which revealed an acute housing shortage of approximately 17 000 units (by mid
2006) in the Diepsloot region. The housing shortage situation is a serious problem and requires
immediate attention. The proposal outlined in this report attempts to address this issue and to a

large degree relieve the shortage of the business, commercial and social facilities.

16
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For the housing requirements three alternatives were considered:

The first alternative is to develop a high density, low income residential development. This
type of development received a lot of objections from the adjacent landowners and
contradicts the vision of the Gauteng Department of Housing.

The second alternative was to develop a low density, high income residential estate. The
affordability of housing in such a development will however render it exclusive to a very
small percentage of the public and not address the major housing crisis of the area.

The third and preferred alternative is a mixed residential development where high and low
density housing is combined to form a gradual transition between the Diepsloot Township
(on the western boundary) and the high income residential areas of Bridal Park to the
east of the site. This option also falls within the requirements of the Gauteng Department
of Housing who refer to mixed income developments as an innovative approach to
housing delivery that provides a mixture of housing products to suit low, middle and high
income earners. The mixed income developments are aimed at bringing together and
integrating communities in well located areas that provide economic opportunities or have
a greater economic growth potential. This approach aims to dispel the myth around low
cost housing and is well positioned to provide an integrated lifestyle — ensuring the
sustainable development of the area and its communities (Gauteng Department of
Housing, 2008).

17
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6. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

Public Participation process is one of the most important aspects in the Scoping/EIA process. It
allows the public to have access to all information regarding the proposed development in hand
through transparency and provision of sufficient and accessible information about the
development. Public participation plays an important role in the compilation of a scoping report
as well as the planning, design and implementation of the project. Public participation is a

process leading to informed decision-making, through joint effort.

6.1. Advertisement according to EIA Regulations

The EIA guideline document stipulates that notices informing the public of the proposed
development be placed on site and the project should be advertised in a local newspaper. On
the 12™ of July 2007, six (6) site notices were placed in various places around the proposed
development site and the project was advertised in The Star. The public was given 30 days to
comment on the proposed development. Refer to Appendix D for the photographic record of site

adverts and the newspaper advert.

6.2. Interested and Affected Parties

Identified relevant authorities, adjacent landowners and other stakeholders were informed about
the development and given opportunity (30 days) to comment and/or object in the proposed
development. Below is a list of stakeholders identified, a list of the neighbouring residents as
well as a list of all registered interested and/or affected parties as well as the comments that

were raised.

Table 1: Stakeholders identified

Government Departments

Department/Organization Contact Person Postal Addre  ss Contact Numbers

Department of Transport and | Dennis Emett Private Bag X83 Tel: 011 355 7183

Public Roads Marshalltown Fax: 011 355 7181
2107

Gauteng Department of L. Ngcobo Private Bag X79 Tel: 011 355 4308

Housing Marshalltown Fax: 011 355 3429
2107

Johannesburg Department Lebo Molefe Private Bag X86 Tel: 011 355 5000

of Development Planning Marshalltown Fax: 011 355 5401/2
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Transport and Environment

2107

Municipalities

DWAF Private Bag X313 Tel: 012 336 7500
Pretoria, 0001 Fax: 012 324 6592
DACE Makhathini PO Box 8769 Tel: 011 355 1345
Nhlanhla Johannesburg Fax: 011 337 2292

2000

Department/Organization

Contact Person

Ppstal Addre SS

Contact Numbers

City Power

P.O. Box 38766
Boysen
2010

Fax:011 490 7590

JHB Road Agency

Hanners Grobler

Private Bag X70
Braamfontein
2017

Fax: 011 298 5188

Pikitup

Danie Thorien

Private bag X74
Braamfontein
2017

Fax: 011 712 5322

JHB Water

Warren Longhow

P.O. Box 61542
Marshaltown
2107

Fax: 011 688 1699

JHB Dept of Housing

Department/Organization

Uhuru Nene

Contact Person

P.O. Box 61542
Marshaltown
2107

Services Providers

Ppstal Addre SS

Fax: 011 339 2901

Contact Numbers

Eskom

Corporate
Environmental
Affairs Officer

PO Box 8610
Johannesburg
2000

Tel: 011 711 2941
Fax: 011 711 2189

Johannesburg City Power

PO Box 38766
Booysen, 2016

Tel: 011 490 7000
Fax: 011 490 7590

SAHRA

Jennifer Kitto

Tel:
Fax: 011 403 2609

Table 2: Adjacent Landowners & Home Owner Associati

ons

Adjacent Landowners & Home Owner Associations

Name & Association Tel Fax Email
Mr. Adrian Tills 083 684 6145 011 464 2272
Kayalami Lodge
KNS Construction 011 464 4000
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Adjacent Landowners & Home Owner Associations

Name & Association Tel Fax Email
Mike
African Reptile & Venom 011 464 1450 011 464 2341
Kim 011 464 2201 011 464 2203

Footloose Trout Farm

Julias Katzke
Masingita Group

011 447 6855

011 880 3349

juliusk@masingitagc.co.za

South African Nursery
Ass.

011 464 1098

0866 618 2344

Riaan
RVS Enterprises

011 464 1141

011 464 1777

Caroline Yetman

012 420 4283

012 420 3210

cayetman@zoology.up.ac.za

Councillor John
Mendelsohn

088 011 234
2501

johnjay@telkomsa.com

Shari de Nobrega
Greater Kayalami Ass

011 702 2387

086 669 7706

info@kayalamicountry.co.za

Shari de Nobrega
Greater Kayalami
Conservancy

011 702 2387

086 669 7706

info@kayalamicountry.co.za

Shari de Nobrega
Ward 94 - Committee

011 702 2387

086 669 7706

info@kayalamicountry.co.za

Stephen Louw
Saddle Brook HOA

083 631 0442

stephenl@renprop.co.za

Nicolette Wolfgang
Pooks Hill Hotel

012 205 1445

nicolette@magalies.co.za

Philip Dieperink
Bridal Park HOA

082 555 6976

Philip.dieperink@unitrans.co.za

Sipho

083 384 2663

076 989 8605

siphon@kdproperties.co.za
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Table 3: Registered I&APs

Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name Tel: Fax: Email: Comments & EAP Response
Caroline A Yetman 012 420 4283 012 420 3210 cayetman@zoology.up.ac.za - Received: 8 January 2007
University of Pretoria - Concerned about the Bullfrog
Population

A meeting was held on 25 April
2007. It was decided that
Caroline will compile a site
specific Bullfrog Management
Plan in accordance with a
provincial bullfrog conservation
strategy to be developed by
collaboration between Caroline,
other bullfrog specialist and the
Herpetologist at GDACE.

The Bullfrog Management was
received on 24 July 2007
Councillor John Mendelsohn 011 803 3763 088 011 234 2501 johnjay@telkomsa.net - Received: 16 July 2007

ard 94 - No comments
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name

Tel:

Fax:

Email:

Comments & EAP Response

Mr. J C Doak

011 464 1344

lcdoak@iafrica.com

Received: 17 July 2007
Is there a Layout Plan?
What Impact will there be on the

traffic?

Unfortunately a final Layout plan
is not available, but a
preliminary layout plan was
send to Mr. Doak

We are busy with the Traffic
Impact Study

ndrew Dicks

083 455 6693

andrew@ilizwe.co.za

Received: 17 July 2007
Concerned about the traffic,
electricity and sewerage
Concerned that there will be no

more open space left in JHB

We are busy with the Traffic
Impact Study

We are still busy with the power
and sewerage plan
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name Tel: Fax: Email: Comments & EAP Response

Mr Steve B Ireton 083 448 3448 stevei@tiscali.co.za . Received: 17 July 2007

Concerned about the traffic and

the conditions of the roads.

We are currently busy with a

traffic impact study

Shari de Nobrega 011 702 2387 086 669 7706 info@kyalamicountry.co.za - Received: 17 July 2007

Greater Kyalami Residents - Requested a locality plan

Council indicating the natural features

Greater Kyalami Conservancy on site

(GECKO) - Requested a layout plan, which
ard 94 — Ward Committee indicates the sewerage and

water supply?

Requested more info on the

project
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name

Tel:

Fax:

Email:

Comments & EAP Response

A locality plan indicating the
natural areas was send
Unfortunately a final Layout plan
is not available, but a
preliminary layout plan was
send

A Background information

document was send to Shatri.

Gill Ownes 011 315 0300 011 315 0584 gill@cnci.org.za Received 17 July 2007
No comments
Tony Stein 083 327 8767 Received: 18 July 2007

What percentage of the
development will be housing,
mall, roads etc.?

What impact will it have on the

traffic?

Unfortunately the % cannot be
determined, as the layout has
not been finalised.

We are busy with the Traffic
Impact Study

Newtown Landscape Architects cc

August 2008



Tanganani

Scoping Report

Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name

Tel:

Fax:

Email:

Comments & EAP Response

Mr Adrian Tills

011 464 2272

011 355 2272

Received: 18 July 2007
No comments

Requested more information

A background information

document was given to Mr. Tills

Johan Crouse
Riding School

082 601 7307

atstar@mweb.co.za

Received: 23 July 2007

No comments

Stephen Louw
Saddle Brook HOA

083 631 0442

stephenl@renprop.co.za

Received: 24 July 2007

No comments

Philip Dieperink
Bridal Park HOA

082 555 6976

philip.dieperink@unitrans.co.za

Received: 23 July 2007

No comments

Nicolette Wagner
Pooks Hill Hotel

012 205 1445

nicolette@magalies.co.za

Received: 24 July 2007

They welcome the development

Carly Blankevoort

carly b@mweb.co.za

Received: 23 July 2007
Concerned about the traffic and

road condition.

We are currently busy with a

traffic impact study

Julias R Katzke
Pat van der Valk

Masingita Group of Companies

011 447 6855

011 880 3349

juliusk@masingitagc.co.za
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name

Tel:

Fax:

Email:

Comments & EAP Response

Paula & Lance Lasersohn

011 464 7221

paula@qglobalmicro.co.za

lance@globalmicro.co.za

Received: 24 July 2007

No Comments

Claudia Cloete

011 546 1724

011 635 7282

claudia.cloete@vodacom.co.za

Received: 23 July 2007

No Comments

Bernard Proper

florex@iafrica.com

Received: 23 July 2007
Just received an email in which

he indicates that he objects but

with reason.
Sipho 076 989 8605 sipho@kdproperties.co.za Received: 24 July 2007
No Comments
llen Ramsay 011 638 5409 011 638 3813 aramsay@angloamerican.co.za Received: 26 July 2007

No Comments

Marius Cilliers

marius.cilliers@momentum.co.za
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name

Tel:

Fax:

Email:

Comments & EAP Response

Dr. Karen Bohme

083 658 3446

27
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Concerned about the traffic and
especially for the safety of
children that crosses the road to
go to school.

Concerned about property value
that might plummet

Crime might increase during
construction

Concerned about the
ecologically important plant and
animal species that might occur
there.

Power and water supply.
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name

Tel:

Fax:

Email:

Comments & EAP Response

011 464 2263

086 670 8235

sharuf@mweb.co.za

We are currently busy with a
traffic impact study.

The engineers are currently
working on the electricity and
water supply.

The property values might not
necessarily decrease but might
show an increase.

A habitat study has been
conducted and we are currently
working on a Bullfrog

Management Plan.

Newtown Landscape Architects cc

August 2008

Received: 26 Jul7 2007
Concerned about the traffic
problem and the condition of the
roads
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name

Tel:

Fax:

Email:

Comments & EAP Response

We are currently busy with a
Traffic Impact Study

It was explained to Sharon that
the EAP followed all the steps
as set out in the NEMA
regulations.

The engineers are currently
working on the water and

sewerage availability.

083 308 8175

dbaylis@senet.co.za

Received: 26 Jul7 2007
Concerned about the traffic
problem and the condition of the
roads

Not satisfied with the public
participation process that was
followed

EIA summary does not mention
impact on water.

No mention of impact that will be
caused during the construction

phase of the project
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name

Tel:

Fax:

Email:

Comments & EAP Response

We are currently busy with a
Traffic Impact Study

It was explained to Dudley that
the EAP followed all the steps
as set out in the NEMA
regulations.

The EIA process was explained
to Mr. Dudley. It was explained
that the information they
received was just to inform them
of the development and at a
later stage a Scoping Report will
be delivered to them that will
contain more detail about the
project and the environmental

Impacts.

011 403 0683

011 403 2609

njanuary@ijhb.sahra.org.za

Received: 30 July 2007
It was requested that a Heritage
Impact Assessment (HIA) be

conducted
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name Tel: Fax: Email: Comments & EAP Response

A HIA study was already
conducted and we are just

awaiting the final report.

nnette Deppe 011 468 2177 011 702 2016 Annette@deppe.co.za - Received: 30 July 2007
Counsillor: Ward 93 - Concerned about the wetland
area

Concerned about the traffic and
condition of the road

An eco-friendly wall should be
erected around the development
A formal taxi holding area
should be included in the
development

A formal trading area should be
included

Concerned about the services to

the development
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name Tel:

Fax: Email:

Comments & EAP Response

A wetland delineation study and
a traffic impact study was
conducted

The town planner and engineer
are currently working on the
services.

The trading area and taxi area

will be discussed with the client.

Frank Samuel Blackbeard 011 464 1735

011 464 1050 le sa@global.co.za

Received 13 August 2007
Concerned about the impact the
development will have on him.

Public meeting should be held

A public meeting will be held,
the time should still be

confirmed

Bob Davidson 011 702 1191

011 702 1191 keroal@mweb.co.za

Received: 10 August 2007
The land was zoned for

agricultural use.

The BID was send to Mr.

Davidson
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name Tel: Fax: Email: Comments & EAP Response

Mrs. D J Hughes 082 553 9413 - Received: 13 August 2007

Concerned about the roads,

traffic and safety.

The BID was send to Mrs
Hughes
Chris de Villiers 083 326 2551 chrisdev@icsa.co.za - Received: 14 August 2007

Proposed site does not fall
within the urban development
area

Insufficient infrastructure, roads,
water sewerage, electricity
Concerned about the wetlands,
red data species and vegetation
Insufficient schools, clinics,

libraries, police stations.
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name Tel: Fax: Email:

Comments & EAP Response

According to the RSDF the
proposed site falls within an
area earmarked for future
development

We are currently busy arranging
all the necessary items to insure
a sufficient infrastructure

We have conducted a wetland
study, habitat assessment and
red data study

There will be schools and a
clinic in the developed area. A
new police station was build

across the road in Diepsloot.

M Heyneke 011 711 2773 011 711 2189 heynekmm@eskom.co.za

Received: 20 July 2007
Eskom Holdings Ltd services

are affected

Samukelisiwe Mkatshwa 012 336 8083 012 336 6608 dem@dwaf.gov.za
Dept of Water Affairs & Forestry

Received: 15 August 2007
No Objection

Kim Kendal 011 464 2201/2 kim@kendals.co.za
Footloose Troutfarm

No objections
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name Tel: Fax: Email: Comments & EAP Response
S M Baikie 011 460 1918 011 460 1440 salsb@mweb.co.za - Received: 28 September 2007
Dainfern Homeowner Association - Traffic Impact Study
Clive Varejes 083 555 5555 varejes@iafrica.com - Received: 16 August 2007
No Objection

Ita Tomaschko 011 702 1040 011 702 1040 tomasc_k@telkomsa.net - Attended Public Meeting
Robyn Doak 083 388 6252 robyn@designoval.co.za - Attended Public Meeting
Michael Bishop 082 371 7611 fenris@mweb.co.za - Attended Public Meeting
Mark Corbett - Attended Public Meeting
Marion Clough 083 275 8228 086 604 2882 riding@global.co.za - Attended Public Meeting

ndrew Dicks 083 455 6693 Andrew@ilizwe.co.za - Attended Public Meeting
Jan Engelbrecht 011 702 1946 engelbrecht@wbmail.co.za - Attended Public Meeting
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Tanganani: Registered I&APs

Name Tel: Fax: Email: Comments & EAP Response
Alex Mitchell 086 659 5420 Alexromitchell@global.co.za Attended Public Meeting
Simon Beckett 082 415 8471 simon@sriversands.co.za

Attended Public Meeting

Charles Foster

082 554 7654

charles.foster@millwardbrown.com

Attended Public Meeting

Renee Wilger

082 446 6130

robins@tiscalli.co.za

Attended Public Meeting

Rosemary Stapelton

083 377 2793

rosemarys@mweb.co.za

Attended Public Meeting

Kristin Kallesen 011 468 2573 011 468 2573 peaceful@eject.co.za Would like to stay informed of
the Environmental progress.
Marlene Holzapfel 0860 836337 033 343 5882 MarleneH@L2B.co.za Would like to stay informed of
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6.3 Public Meeting

Public participation was adequately addressed during the scoping process for the proposed
development. In order to facilitate an open and transparent process, I&APs were identified and
notified of the proposed development. The 1&APs were notified either through mail, email, fax or
hand delivery of the information. Comments/concerns received were incorporated and addressed
in this Scoping Report. As part of public participation process, a public meeting were held with
I&APs on 13 September 2007. Please refer to Table 4 below for the main concerns that were

raised during the public Meeting. The Minutes of the meeting is attached as Appendix D.

Table 4: Main Issues raised by I&APs during the Pub  lic meeting held on 13 September 2007.

Main Issues raised by I&APs

Issues raised Response/ Action

What exactly is the scope of the development, | The residential development will include
how many houses, density, what type of | Residential 1 and Residential 3 land use,
residential? which includes low to medium density housing
as well as high density low cost housing. The
residential area will consist of approximately
2300 single stand and 3700 section title
residential 3 units. There will thus be
approximately 6000 houses on the proposed
site. The residential development will include a
shopping centre, schools, a clinic and parks.
Will  the  infrastructure  support the | It has been confirmed by the engineers that
development? water, sewer and electricity is available. Sewer
is available for the first two phases of the
development and the engineers are currently
working on a plan to get sewer connected for
the other phases of the development.

Will the development be fenced? A fence will be erected around the
development. At this stage it is not sure what
kind of fencing will be used.

Will the social needs of the community be | As previously mentioned the development will

addressed? include 3 schools (2 Primary & 1 Secondary),
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Main Issues raised by I&APs

Issues raised

Response/ Action

What has been done regarding the traffic
problem in this area?

What about the wetland?

What will happen to the Bullfrogs?

Property values

Land Invasion

a clinic, a shopping centre and active open
spaces/parks. I&APs also suggested that a
police station should be included as well as a
horse trail along the wetland area.

ARUP (Pty) Ltd has been appointed to

conduct a traffic impact study.

A wetland specialist has been appointed to

conduct the wetland delineation study. The
wetland will be used as part of a park. 1&APs
recommended that a horse trail run along the
wetland. Regardless of the fact that the
wetland will be part of a park there will also be
smaller parks between the residential areas.

As previously mentioned we are currently

working with Caroline Yetman on a Giant

Bullfrog Management Plan.

1. During construction phase all
measurements will be taken to secure the
site.

A fence will be erected around the
property to ensure that nobody enters the
property.

Crossovers will be build to ensure that
pedestrian can cross from Diepsloot to
Tanganani in a safe way.

The property values in the area will increase.

One of the main concerns of the councillors is

the illegal invasion of land. The property will be

fenced to make sure that nobody enters the

property.
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6.4 Circulation of the Scoping Report

The draft Scoping Report was circulated to all registered 1&APs via email, mail or hand delivery of
the Scoping Report. Registered 1&APs were given 30 days to comment. The only comments that
were received were from Shari de Nobrega who represents GECKO and the Greater Kyalami
Resident’s Council. Please refer to Appendix D for the comments received from Shari and to

Table 5 for the response given by Newtown Landscape Architects.

Table 5: Comments raised by Shari de Nobrega.

Main Issues raised

Issues raised

Response/ Action

You should be aware that residents
have been fighting the PWV 5 & 9 form
many years and will continue to do so.
These are proposed roads - not
planned roads - so should not form part
of your planning and validation
process.

The majority of residents object to the
K56. Urgent discussions need to take
place with relevant parties and RA's
before proposals to build the single
carriage are made. CoJ has insufficient
budget to expropriate land for the K56
and the current proposals are floored.
A local resident, Mr. Malcolm
Mackenzie has viable alternatives that
have been studied by road engineers,
traffic engineers, the AA etc and we
would be happy to impart this
information as an alternative.

The internal link between Cedar and
the R511 must be reconsidered as a

public route and form part of the BRT

Although the PWV 5 & 9 are just
proposed roads these roads should be
taken into consideration as it will
influence the overall traffic of the entire

area.

Are you referring to the K547
Unfortunately this situation is out of our
hands as we are not responsible for
the development of these roads. This
issue should be discussed with JRA/

Gautrans.

This comment will be discussed with

the client and be highlighted in the
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Main Issues raised

Issues raised

Response/ Action

plans. It will alleviate major traffic

through the Fourways area!

The Upgrade of the R511 MUST
include the widening of the bridges
over the Jukskei River and Diepsloot
River to accommodate all lanes.

No specific mention has been made of
BRT routes, taxi ranks, bus stops and
how these will integrate with
surrounding suburbs and nodes. This
is a fatal flaw, but we would welcome
the opportunity to discuss the oversight
in conjunction with envisaged public
transport proposals for the Greater
Kyalami area.

Please advise whether the available
water will be municipal or borehole. If it
is borehole, we have major objections
Please indicate if a long-
term environmental management plan
will be implemented for the seasonal
wetland/proposed open space between
the business area and residential area
and who will be responsible for

monitoring and implementing the plan.

What plans will be implemented to
retain/preserve/ or responsibly
relocate the remaining Egoli Granite

Grassland on site

Scoping Report

Noted

This issue will be discussed with the
client and if necessary a meeting will

be arranged to discuss this matter.

Municipal Water

This is an issue that will be mentioned
in the EIA Report. Sometimes GDACE
does ask for a management plan for
the open space, which is usually a
specific condition before construction
can start. Unfortunately we do not
know who will do the monitoring, this
depends on who the Developer
appoints.

Unfortunately the Egoli Granite
Grasslands are totally destroyed. | will
however talk to Vanessa Marais from

Galago  Environmental for  any
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Main Issues raised

Issues raised

Response/ Action

Please clarify whether

be constructing to the 1:50 or 1:100

you  will

year flood line

Please clarify the exact nature and
distances of the buffer zone of the
wetland-preferably with a diagram or
map

We reserve comment on the Bullfrog
breeding ground until  Caroline
Yetman's report is available for scrutiny
No information has been supplied with
regards to green building methods,
energy saving, water saving or
indigenous landscaping. All are integral
to sustainable development and global
warming issues, especially in light of
comments

recent by Eskom and

various government officials. Wil

developers be addressing these

needs? If so, please provide full

details.

No other comments were received from I&APS.

41

suggestions and get back to you on
that matter.

We will be constructing to the 1:100
flood line. This line and the wetland
buffer line are more or less the same
and we are not allowed to construct
within the wetland buffer.

Report was attached to the email

Map was attached to the email

These issues are usually addressed at
a later stage but will definitely be
addressed. I've attended a meeting
where they discussed how climate
change/ energy saving can be
incorporated into the EIAs. Although
climate change is not a required
issue that needs to be discussed in
an EIA Report it is becoming a
should be

incorporated into all EIA Reports. We

sensitive issue, which

will definitely have a look at it.
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6.5 Circulation of the Amended Scoping Report

Newtown Landscape Architects received comments from GDACE on 22 April 2008. GDACE had
certain requirements and the Scoping Report was amended to include these requirements. The
following issues were addressed:
Reasonable and feasible alternatives that will be considered need to be identified during
the scoping process
The plan of study need to provide information on how the various alternatives will be
evaluated to determine the most appropriate alternative for the site, including the option of
not proceeding with the activity
The Scoping Report needs to address the urban edge issue and provide a clear motivation

for this type of development to be considered outside the urban edge.
The amended Scoping Report was circulated to all registered I&APs via email, mail or hand

delivery (CD or Hard copy) of the Scoping Report. Registered 1&APs were given 30 days to

comment.
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7. METHODOLOGY FOR ASSESSING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPA CTS

The overall aim of an ecologically sound development project is to minimize the negative impacts
of the project on the environment, thus limiting the ecological footprint of the project while moving
towards greater sustainability over the longer term. Using an Assessment Criteria for the
Environmental Impacts as well as conducting Specialist Studies will assess the environmental
impacts, please refer to Appendix E for a summary of the criteria used for the environmental

impacts (Endangered Wildlife Trust — Environmental Impact Assessment Toolkit, 2006).

7.1 Assessment Criteria for Environmental Impacts

7.1.1 Cumulative Effects

It is important to assess the natural environment using a systems approach that will consider the
cumulative impact of various actions. Cumulative impact refers to the impact on the environment,
which results from the incremental impact of the actions when added to other past, present and
reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agencies or persons undertake such
actions. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant actions
or activities taking place over a period of time. Cumulative effects can take place so frequently in

time that the effects cannot be assimilated by the environment.

An assessment of the impact that the proposed development may have on the environment
includes evaluating the impact according to a series of assessment criteria. This will be

undertaken by considering the effects that may result should the impact occur.

7.1.2 Impact Assessment
As a means of determining the significance of the various impacts that can or may be associated
with the proposed project, a series of assessment criteria will be used for each impact. These
criteria include an examination of the:
Nature of Impact
Extent of Impact
Duration of Impact
- short term (0 - 5 years),
- medium term (5 - 15 years),

- long term (16 - 30 years),
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- permanent,
- discontinuous or intermittent
Intensity
- Low
- Medium
- High
Probability of occurrence
- Improbable
- Probable
- Highly probable
- Definite
Determination of significance
- No significance
- Low significance
- Medium significance
- High significance
Confidence
- Low
- Medium
- High
Legal requirements
Status of Impact
Risk or likelihood of irreversible or irreplaceable loss of natural capital

Effects on valued ecosystem services

7.2 Specialists Studies

The following specialist surveys were conducted:
Fauna and Flora survey
General and red data flora survey
Heritage Impact Assessment (as requested by SAHRA)
Traffic Impact Study

Wetland Assessment
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7.3. Description of the Environmental Issues and Po  tential Impacts identified.

7.3.1. Biological Impacts

7.3.1.1. Impact on floral abundance and diversity

The Hyparrhenia hirta grassland has been severely disturbed by surface erosion and spatter
erosion as a result of frequent burning followed by heavy rain. Footpaths bisect the terrain,
considerable quantities of rubbish have been dumped and the lower part of the valley is badly

fouled as it is being used as an open-air toilet.

The Hyparrhenia hirta grassland is disturbed Egoli granite grassland and is not considered

sensitive.

The vegetation along the drainage line is disturbed by severe surface erosion and the presence of
many Seriphium plumosum plants, which in some areas dominated the vegetation community.
The species diversity of this vegetation community is not very high with a total of 55 indigenous

plant species recorded.

The drainage line is connected to the grassland on the site and with the drainage line south of the
R511 in Diepsloot Township. Because drainage lines form corridors for the movement of species,
which include pollinators of plant species, the eroded drainage line vegetation was considered

sensitive.

Most of the disturbed grassland areas will be used for development. The drainage line will
however not be developed and will rather be rehabilitated and used as an open space within the

development.

7.3.1.2. Impact on fauna abundance and diversity

Mammals:

Given due care during the construction phase, no mammal species is anticipated to be displaced.
At the conclusion of the development, mammal diversity will be stabilized (such as along the

planned permanent wetlands), and expanded as result of reintroductions.

Birds:
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The development should not have a negative affect on the any Red Data bird species recorded
for the 2228 CC q.d.g.c. The largest areas on site is highly disturbed and surrounded by
development, which results in disturbance to birds. There is also a lack of sufficient breeding and

foraging habitat for any of the mentioned Red Data bird species.

Reptiles and Amphibians:

The Giant Bullfrog occurs on site. We are currently working with Caroline Yetman and in a
meeting we had with Caroline Yetman, 25 April 2007, it was decided that Caroline would compile
a site-specific Bullfrog Management Plan in accordance with a provincial bullfrog conservation
strategy to be developed by collaboration between Caroline, other bullfrog specialists, and the
Herpetologist at GDACE. According to Caroline Yetman the Giant Bullfrogs could either be
relocated to a suitable habitat, or if a suitable habitat could not be found the area should be
protected from development and used as a Giant Bullfrog conservation area. Caroline Yetman
was approached to clarify: i) how the site-specific Bullfrog Management Plan will align with the
proposed strategy for bullfrog conservation in Gauteng; and ii) the logistics of relocating batches
of bullfrogs from the proposed development site to Diepsloot Nature Reserve, starting this

summer.

7.3.2. Physical Impacts
7.3.2.1. Surface water
There is no river within the proposed site, except the drainage watercourse that runs through the

proposed site, which might be influenced during construction.

7.3.2.2. Ground water

Washing and cleaning of any chemical compounds, paint, petrol, oil and other chemicals on bear
soil may result in contaminants infiltrating the ground down to the ground water. Spillages of fuels
from temporary storages may also infiltrate the ground contaminating both the soil and ground

water and must be contained as per EMP that will be provided as part of the EIA Report.

7.3.2.3. Geology
The site is underlined by the Halfway House Granite Dome with typical gravely soils which
developed on top. The possible impact may occur during excavations for services, cutting for

construction of roads and creating platforms for houses.
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7.3.2.4. Topography

There are no anticipated negative impacts of the development on the topography of the area.

7.3.2.5. Soll
Construction will have definite impact on the local soils. Topsoil will be affected most as compared

to other soil horizons. Subsoil will only be affected by foundation and roads construction.

7.3.2.6. Air quality
The proposed study site is adjacent to the existing Diepsloot Informal Settlement. The air in the
area is considered to be polluted as the Diepsloot informal settlement creates air pollution through

dust and fires.

The main impact on air quality during construction will be through dust. Construction vehicles on
dirt roads together with earthworks can blow the dust to the atmosphere. Emission of smoke from

large construction vehicles can also contribute in air pollution.

7.3.3. Socio Economic impacts
Socio-economic impacts are anticipated impact of the development to human health/life, economy

safety and security of local community.

7.3.3.1. Health impacts
During construction phase the proposed development will have a negative impact on the local
community. Dust from construction site will affect the properties and community within and around

the area as well as construction workers.

7.3.3.2. Noise
There will be an increase in ambient noise levels during construction phase. This will be due to

the sound of construction vehicles and their reverse hooters.

7.3.3.3. Property value
The proposed development shall have a positive impact on property value. Construction phase
will have negative impact on the value of the properties within the site. Dust blown up during

earthworks shall be suspended for some time and then deposited down onto properties. The dust
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will make properties to look even older and dirty. Operational phase will improve the value of the

properties within the area.

7.3.3.4. Impact on cultural resources

Cultural resources are finite and non-renewable. Any destruction to available cultural resources
may mean their total disappearance from the area of occurrence. Modern development has been
a major factor in destruction of these heritage resources. Archaeological artefacts have been

found in the area earmarked for development and will be conserved.
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8. PLAN OF STUDY FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMEN T

8.1 Activities to be undertaken during the EIA Proc  ess

8.1.1 Public Participation Process
The Public Patrticipation Process will include the following processes:
All 1&APs will be notified of the comments raised by GDACE regarding the Scoping
Report.
A register will be kept of all the 1&APs that register as concerned parties.
All new comments received by I&APs as well as the previous comments by the 1&APs
will be addressed in detail and mitigation measures will be discussed.
Meetings will be organized with the registered I&APs if it is necessary
Registered I&APS will be kept up to date on the EIA Progress and comments received
from GDACE
The EIA Report will be circulated to all Registered I&APs
The comments received from GDACE on the EIA Report will be circulated to all

registered 1&APs

8.1.2 Specialists Studies
Specialist studies has already been conducted and submitted to GDACE under the ECA
regulations. The specialist reports were submitted on 29 June 2007. The following specialist
studies were conducted:

Fauna and Flora survey

General and red data flora survey

Heritage Impact Assessment (as requested by SAHRA)

Traffic Impact Study

Wetland Assessment
Theses specialists studies together with the criteria used to assess the environmental impacts
will be used to describe the overall impacts the development might have on the environment,
what mitigation measures should be used to decrease the environmental impacts and to discuss

any alternatives.

8.1.3 Assessment of Environmental Issues and Altern  atives
As a means of determining the significance of the various impacts that can or may be

associated with the proposed project, a series of assessment criteria will be used for each
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impact. These criteria include an examination of the extent, duration, probability of the impact
occurring, significance & magnitude status of impact and scale of confidence level; please refer

to Appendix for a detailed description.

8.1.4 Authority Consultation

The competent authority will be consulted during the following stages of the study:
Site visit (if requested)

During the I&AP notification process

All comments received by I&APs will be forwarded to the authorities.
Meetings with I&APs

Before submission of the Final EIA Report

During all correspondence with GDACE

N o o bk~ D PRE

When the Record of Decision is received.

8.1.5 Project motivation

The project motivation will include a description of the need and desirability of the proposed
activities and alternatives. The motivation will include advantages and disadvantages of the
activities and alternatives on the environment and the community. The EAP will also give an
opinion on whether the activity should or should not be authorised and if the activity is

authorised the conditions in respect with the authorisation will be given.

8.1.6 Environmental Management Plan (EMP)

A draft EMP will be compiled according to the National Environmental Management Act, 1998
(Act 107 of 1998) as amended and the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, 2006
(Version 1).
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