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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

1. Environmental Management Inspectors (EMIs) from the City of Johannesburg (CoJ) 

visited the site on 21 September 2016. 

2. A follow up site meeting was conducted on 12 October 2016.  

3. A Notice of Intention to issue a Compliance Notice was issued by the Gauteng 

Department of Agriculture and Rural Development (GDARD) on 14 March 2017. 

4. Written representation from Tsetsetse Consulting, the appointed Environmental 

Assessment Practitioner (EAP) was submitted on 15 May 2017. 

5. A site meeting was held between CoJ’s EMIs and the EAP on 11 January 2018 to 

discuss the submitted written representation. 

6. An email from the appointed EAP responding to Mr Maphuti Moabelo of Environment 

and Infrastructure Services Department within CoJ on the status of the requested 

additional information was delivered on 6 February 2018. 

7. A follow-up email from Mr. Moabelo on 6 June 2018 requesting additional information 

as committed by the EAP during the site meeting on 11 January 2018 was sent in which 

the EAP’s failure to respond to the initial email was addressed. 

8. A letter providing a “Final Opportunity to Re-submit a Rehabilitation Plan or Section 24G 

Application…” was signed on 19 June 2019. 

9. Mr Ragimana appointed PENSU Environmental to undertake the S24G application. An 

extension request for the submission of a Section 24G application was submitted by to 

CoJ on 1 July 2019. 

10. CoJ granted a 30-day extension for the submission of the S24G application. 

11. The preliminary notification of the project was advertised in the Roodepoort Record on 

12 July 2019. PENSU Environmental had made progress with the S24G application as 

required and was due to submit the application according to the specified timeframe, 

namely 2 August 2019. The project ran into a slight hurdle when it became apparent that 

Totius Road does not fall under Roodekrans despite such indications on the municipal 

account. According to Ward Councillor, Leah Knott, from Ward 97, Totius Road falls 

under Amorosa and should, therefore, have been advertised in the Roodepoort 

Northsider as opposed to the Roodepoort Record, in order for residents to see the 

advert.  

12. PENSU Environmental requested an additional extension to the submission of the S24G 

in order to re-advertise in the correct local newspaper. The preliminary notification was 

advertised in the Roodepoort Northsider on 2 August 2019. Interested and Affected 

Parties (I&APs) were given a further twenty (20) days to register. 

13. The S24G application has been made available to registered I&APs on 15 August 2019 

for a seven (7) day period to review the contents of the application. 

14. The S24G application was submitted to GDARD on 23 August 2019. 

15. A letter of acknowledgement for the submission of the S24G application was received 

from GDARD on 6 September 2019. 



16. A site inspection was conducted by EMIs on 29 October 2019. 

17. A Directive was issued by GDARD on 21 February 2020. 

18. This Environmental Impact Report is in response to requirements specified in the 

Directive. 

 

Background: 

The applicant, Mr. Rotondwa Praise Ragimana, commenced with a listed activity between 

December 2012 and July 2013 without the necessary environmental authorisation and is now 

applying for ex post facto approval. The activity took place at 430 Totius Road, Portion 308 of 

the Farm Roodekrans 183-IQ, City of Johannesburg. 

 

Applicable legislative provision contravened: 

The contravened legislation is Listing Notice 3, Activity 12 (b) of GN R 546 of 18 June 2010 

(as amended) of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations (2010), of the 

National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998) (NEMA): The clearance of 

an area of 300m2 or more of indigenous vegetation where 75% or more of the vegetative cover 

constitutes indigenous vegetation within Critical Biodiversity Areas identified in bioregional 

plans; and Listing Notice 3, Activity 12 (c)(ii) of GN R 985 of 8 December 2014 (as amended) 

of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations (2014), of the National 

Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998) (NEMA): The clearance of an area 

of 300m2 or more of indigenous vegetation within Critical Biodiversity Areas or Ecological 

Support Areas identified in the Gauteng Conservation Plan or bioregional plans. 

The property on a ridge has been cleared of indigenous vegetation and excavated for the 

purposes of constructing a residential house. The clearance of the area has resulted in 

approximately 8500m2 of indigenous vegetation being permanently eradicated. 

 

Explanation for why environmental authorization was not obtained: 

The applicant sought guidance from the City of Joburg and was instructed to submit building 

plans for approval. Following the completion of the building, an official from the City of Joburg 

did a site inspection and awarded the applicant with a Certificate of Occupancy. While 

ignorance is no excuse for anyone, one would assume that the Local Authority would be aware 

of potential authorisations and/ or permits required and should advise the applicant that other 

relevant authorities should be consulted to confirm whether or not additional authorisations 

and/ or permits are indeed required for their particular application. It was always the applicant’s 

intention to follow due process and he would have applied for environmental authorization had 

he been aware of such a legal requirement. 

 

Receiving Environment: 

The vegetation type found on the adjacent site represents typical Gold Reef Mountain 

Bushveld (SVcb9, Mucina & Rutherford 2009). This is representative of the vegetation that 

was present on 430 Totius Road, Portion 308 of the Farm Roodekrans 183-IQ, City of 



Johannesburg, before the development commenced. This is the typical vegetation that is 

restricted to the rocky ridges of the Magaliesberg; the east-west stretching ridges of the 

Witwatersrand from Krugersdorp in the west to the eastern parts of Johannesburg, and also 

to the ridges at Suikerbosrand. Due to the great variation in topography, rockiness and soil 

depth, many micro-habitats occur, causing great variation in plant species composition and 

presence of different plant communities. This richness in plant species and plant communities 

offers habitat for a variety of fauna and consequently resulting in high flora and fauna 

(biodiversity) richness, therefore leading to high conservation value.  

Of particular interest is that seven different parts of the Gold Reef Mountain Bushveld have 

been recognized and identified as Threatened Ecosystems, implying great conservation need 

in this vegetation type that is restricted to hills and ridges in Gauteng and North-West Province. 

The site 430 Totius Road, Portion 308 of the Farm Roodekrans 183-IQ, is located in one of 

these threatened ecosystems, namely the Roodepoort Reef Mountain Bushveld, listed as 

Critically Endangered in the National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act (Act 10 of 

2004) – National list of Ecosystems that are threatened and in need of Protection (Government 

Gazette 1002, 2011).  The GDARD hills and ridges policy (GDARD  2001 updated) assists in 

conserving this Critically Endangered ecosystem.  

 

Alternatives: 

Three types of alternatives could have been considered. These include layout, technology and 

environmental alternatives. 

Layout Alternatives: 

This alternative considers the most appropriate siting of the two main buildings. It is not 

anticipated that there will be a significant difference in impacts if the layout had been changed 

considering the size of the buildings and associated infrastructure. 

Technology Alternatives: 

A more significant consideration would be that of building design. The building was designed 

and built prior to any regulated requirements to consider energy efficiency and other 

sustainability concepts associated with green buildings. 

Environmental Alternatives: 

The first environmental alternative relates to landscaping options. Indigenous gardening could 

be achieved, incorporating the flora typical of the ridge. 

The second environmental alternative relates to the construction of the boundary wall. 

Appropriate measures could encourage ecosystem functioning by allowing movement through 

the property. 

 

Public Participation: 

Prior to the submission of the S24G application, a preliminary public participation process was 

undertaken. A preliminary advertisement, in compliance with the requirements outlined in 

Annexure A, Section D of the Section 24G Fine Regulations, 2017, was placed in the 

Roodepoort Record on 12 July 2019. A second advertisement was placed in the Roodepoort 



Northsider on 2 August 2019 after it was brought to the EAP’s attention that the Roodepoort 

Record was not the correct local newspaper to use for the relevant community. 

Stakeholders and potential I&APs were identified and were notified of the preliminary 

advertisement via email. 

The application was made available to registered I&APs seven days prior to submission to 

GDARD. 

A further public participation process has been undertaken as outlined in the Directive: 

- An updated notice was erected at the entrance to the property. 

- An updated written notice was given to the owners and occupiers of land adjacent to 

the site. 

- Stakeholders and I&APs identified previously, were sent an updated written notice and 

were formally invited to register as I&APs and were provided thirty (30) day period 

within which to comment 

- A register of Interested and Affected Parties was opened during the preliminary PPP 

and has been maintained. 

 

Key Issues: 

The following potential impacts were identified as being of a Medium-High significance rating: 

 Flora - Loss of plant species of conservation concern. 

 Flora - Destruction of indigenous flora typical of the ridge. 

 Fauna - Disturbance and displacement of animals. 

 Aesthetics - Reduction in visual quality. 

 Socio-Economic (of a positive nature)- Job creation and provision of employment. 

 

Specialist Input: 

On the site, only the tree Protea caffra is considered to be of conservation concern. Most of 

the general area surrounding the site has already been developed. Therefore, the vegetation 

(of the adjacent site, but also on Portion 308) was fairly isolated, resulting in a lower 

conservation value. Nevertheless, the sensitivity analysis indicated that the vegetation still has 

a Medium-High ecological sensitivity. This implies that conservation of at least a part of the 

natural vegetation on Portion 308 could have contributed to conserving a Critically 

Endangered ecosystem. 

 

Conclusion: 

The activity was undertaken in ignorance. Guidance had been sought from the local authority 

who failed to alert the applicant of his need to consult other relevant authorities to confirm what 

authorisations and/ or permits were necessary for this particular application. 

With the necessary input, mitigation measures would have reduced the impact of the 

development on the environment, and in particular, could have contributed to the conservation 

of a Critically Endangered ecosystem. 



Retrofitting of resource efficient and environmentally responsible materials and processes 

could be considered on all future renovations. In the immediate term, measures could be 

undertaken to change lifestyle habits to ensure the efficient use of resources such as water 

and energy. These measures might include a recycling programme, rain water harvesting, 

reuse of grey water etc. 

One may consider rehabilitating a portion of the current lawn to a more natural state by 

designing a landscape similar to that which has been lost. While this area is limited in size and 

is isolated from the surrounding vegetation, it may still contribute to conserving the critically 

endangered ecosystem. The rehabilitation of this portion of the site would also result in water 

conservation as the indigenous vegetation would not require the same volume of irrigated 

water as the current kikuyu lawn requires. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 Background 

The applicant, Mr. Rotondwa Praise Ragimana, commenced with a listed activity between 

December 2012 and July 2013 without the necessary environmental authorisation and is now 

applying for ex post facto approval. The activity took place at 430 Totius Road, Portion 308 of 

the Farm Roodekrans 183-IQ, City of Johannesburg. The contravened legislation is Listing 

Notice 3, Activity 12 (b) of GN R 546 of 18 June 2010 (as amended) of the Environmental 

Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations (2010), of the National Environmental Management 

Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998) (NEMA): The clearance of an area of 300m2 or more of indigenous 

vegetation where 75% or more of the vegetative cover constitutes indigenous vegetation within 

Critical Biodiversity Areas identified in bioregional plans; and Listing Notice 3, Activity 12 (c)(ii) 

of GN R 985 of 8 December 2014 (as amended) of the Environmental Impact Assessment 

(EIA) Regulations (2014), of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 

1998) (NEMA): The clearance of an area of 300m2 or more of indigenous vegetation within 

Critical Biodiversity Areas or Ecological Support Areas identified in the Gauteng Conservation 

Plan or bioregional plans. 

The property on a ridge has been cleared of indigenous vegetation and excavated for the 

purposes of constructing a residential house. The clearance of the area has resulted in 

approximately 8500m2 of indigenous vegetation being permanently eradicated. 

 

1.2 Purpose of this Study 

A Directive was issued by Abimbola Olowa, Grade 1 EMI, of GDARD, in terms of Section 

24G(1) of NEMA, on 21 February 2020 (refer to Appendix A). The purpose of this study is to 

undertake an assessment of the environmental impact, with associated Public Participation 

Process (PPP) and specialist studies as specified in the Directive, to enable the competent 

authority to make an informed decision regarding the application as well as the administrative 

fine amount. 

 

1.3 Objectives of this Report 

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) documents the process and findings of the 

assessment.  This report will be subject to a 30-day public comment period after which it will 

be finalised and submitted to the competent authority. 

 

1.4 Details of the Applicant 

Project applicant: The RPR Family Trust 

Contact person: Mr. Rotondwa Praise Ragimana 

Physical address: 430 Totius Road, Roodekrans 

Postal address: Roodepoort, 1724 

Telephone: (083) 597 4872 

Fax: N/A 

Cell: (083) 597 4872 
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E-mail: Ragimana@hotmail.com 

 

1.5 Details of the Environmental Assessment Practitioner 

Environmental 
Assessment Practitioner 

PENSU Environmental Consulting (Pty) Ltd 

Contact person: Natalie Pullen 

Postal address: 15 Roodezand Place | Faerie Glen | 0081 

Cell: 082 558 9079 

E-mail: natalie@pensu.co.za 

 

The Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) undertaking this assessment is Natalie 

Pullen, who holds an MSc degree in Environmental Biotechnology through Rhodes University. 

Natalie has sixteen years of experience in Integrated Environmental Management, Integrated 

Waste Management and Water Resource Management. Natalie’s experience includes 

undertaking project-based environmental and waste studies such as Basic Assessments, 

Environmental Impact Assessments, Environmental Management Plans and programmes and 

Integrated Waste Management Plans. Natalie is registered with EAPASA as an EAP (number 

2018/132). She is a professional member of the South African affiliate of the International 

Association of Impact Assessors (membership no 5170), where she currently serves as Vice-

Chair on the Gauteng Branch Committee. She is also a professional member of the Institute 

of Waste Management (membership no 10117002). 

Natalie’s detailed CV is attached as Appendix I. 

 

1.6 Structure of this Report 

Chapter 1 of this report provides an introduction, outlining the background, purpose of this 

study, the objectives of the report, details of the applicant and EAP and compliance with the 

Directive. Chapter 2 describes the project location and the project description is given in 

Chapter 3. This includes the overview of the project as well as the listed activities that have 

been triggered by the development. The assumptions, uncertainties and gaps in knowledge 

have been described in Chapter 4. Chapter 5 provides the policy and legislative context with 

the need and desirability being discussed in Chapter 6. Alternatives assessed are given in 

Chapter 7. Chapter 8 describes the public participation process followed. The environmental 

attributes of the receiving environment are unpacked in Chapter 9. An impact assessment is 

undertaken in Chapter 10 and the summary of the findings and recommendations of the 

specialist studies is provided in Chapter 11. An environmental impact statement is given in 

Chapter 12 and conclusions and recommendations are made in Chapter 13. The report 

concludes with the necessary appendices. 

 

1.7 Compliance with the Directive 

The Directive states in Section 8.5 and 8.6 that within four months from the date of receipt of 

the Directive (i.e. by 21 June 2020), an EAP must be appointed to investigate, evaluate and 

assess the impact of the activities on the environment and compile an Environmental Impact 

Report (EIR) containing the information requested in the Directive.  
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Subsequent to the issuing of the Directive, President Cyril Ramaphosa declared a national 

state of disaster for the COVID-19 pandemic, on 15 March 2020. According to Section 5(a) 

and (b) of GN R. 439 Disaster Management Act, 2002 (Act No. 57 of 2002): Directions issued 

by the Minister of Forestry, Fisheries and the Environment in terms of Regulation 10 (8) of the 

Regulations issued in terms of section 27 (2) of the Act: Measures to Address, Prevent and 

Combat the Spread of COVID-19 (31 March 2020), the timeframe for the environmental 

authorisation process was extended by the number of days of the duration of the lockdown 

period of the national state of disaster declared for the COVID-19 pandemic, including any 

extensions to such duration, with effect from 27 March 2020 until the termination of the 

lockdown period. 

According to Section 4.3 of GN R. 650 Disaster Management Act, 2002 (Act No. 57 of 2002): 

Directions Regarding Measures to Address, Prevent and Combat the Spread of COVID-19 

Relating to National Environmental Management Permits and Licences as issued on 05 June 

2020, timeframes which were suspended on 27 March 2020 are now resumed. 

As one month had passed prior to the suspension of the timeframes, there are a remaining 

three months to submit the report following the lifting of the suspension. The report must 

therefore be submitted by 21 September 2020. 

 

Table 1.1 indicates how this document complies with these requirements. 

Table 1.1: Content requirements for the EIR 

Section of the Directive Section in the EIR 

8.6.1  The appointed EAP must provide the following:  

8.6.1.1 In the introductory section of the report, the details of 
the EAP who compiled the report must be clearly 
indicated. The expertise of the EAP with specific 
reference to undertaking public participation 
processes (PPP), the translation of scientific reports 
into the an environmental impact report; 
understanding and interpretation of financial 
information must be included upfront within this 
section of the report. 

Section 1.4 

8.6.1.2  A sworn affidavit by the EAP that the information 
provided to the Department was at no stage influenced 
by the Applicant and that the EAP has explained the 
potential consequences of submitting this application.  

Appendix J 

8.6.2  Public Participation Process (PPP) Section 8 

Please note the PPP conducted prior to the submission of the 
Application is considered to be a preliminary notification to the 
public of the intention of the applicant to submit a Section 24G 
application. You are therefore directed to further conduct a PPP as 
indicated below. 

(a)  Interested and affected parties (I&APs) must be afforded a 
further 30-day comment period from the date of 
advertisement/ notice. The EAP must ensure that the 
comments of I&APs are recorded in reports and the 
written comments including records of meetings are 
attached to the EIR referred to be submitted. 

Section 8 
Appendix D 
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Section of the Directive Section in the EIR 

(b)  A description of the subsequent PPP followed during the 
course of compiling the report including all additional 
comments received from I&APs and an indication of the 
manner in which these were addressed must be submitted 
to the Department by the EAP. 

(c)  the following, amongst others, must be indicated in the 
advert/ notice: 
(i)  the Department's reference number for the Section 

24G application. 
(ii)  the specific listed activities as confirmed in paragraph 2 

above must be indicated in the advert. 

8.6.2.1  An updated notice must be given to all potential 
I&APs by fixing a notice board at a place conspicuous 
to the public at the boundary or on the fence of where 
the activity occurred (refer to the attached at both 
advertising guidelines on Annexure A). 

Appendix D2 

8.6.2.2  An updated written notice must be given to -  
(a)  the owner or person in control of that land if the 

applicant is not the owner or person in control of 
the land; 

(b) the occupiers of the site where the activity is 
being undertaken, was undertaken, or is to be 
undertaken; 

(c) Owners and occupiers of land adjacent to the 
site where the activity is being undertaken, was 
undertaken, or is to be undertaken; 

(d) Any organisation of ratepayers that represent 
the community in the area;  

(e) The municipal councillor of the ward in which 
the site is situated and/or the municipality which 
has jurisdiction in the area. The Environmental 
Component of the relevant municipality must be 
formally invited to register as an I&AP and be 
provided a 30-day period within which to 
comment on the application for rectification. A 
copy of their comments and/or objections must 
be submitted along with the information 
requested above; and 

(f) any organ of state having jurisdiction in respect 
of any aspect of an activity triggered. 

Appendix D1 

8.6.2.3  The updated notice and notice board must include 
colour photographs of the site, each illegal activity 
and transgression point (please refer to Annexure A 
for site notice). 

Appendix D2 

8.6.2.4  An updated advertisement must be placed in at least 
one local and one provincial newspaper (refer to the 
attached advertising guideline). Proof of the 
publication of the notice, placement of the notice on 
site and notifications must be submitted. 

Appendix D3 
Note: refer to email 
dated 11 June 2020 
received from Ms 
Tshilidzi Masindi 
confirming that it is 
not necessary to 
advertise in the 
provincial paper due 
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Section of the Directive Section in the EIR 

to the nature and 
location of the 
project. 

8.6.2.5  the updated notice, notice board and newspaper 
advertisement referred to above must include the 
following –  
(a) details of the application which is subjected to 

public participation; 
(b) details of the Competent Authority (CA) to 

whom the application has been submitted; 
(c) a statement that the activities have 

commenced illegally and that the application 
is for ex post facto authorisation in respect 
of the illegal activities  

(d) a list of illegal activities commenced and/or 
undertaken without approval; 

(e) the nature and location of the activity to which 
the application relates; 

(f) where further information on the application or 
unlawful activity can be obtained; and  

(g) the manner in which the person to whom, 
representations in respect of the application 
may be made by interested and affected 
persons. 

Appendix D1-3 

8.6.2.6  A description of the manner in which disadvantaged 
persons (e.g. instances of illiteracy, disability etc.) 
were accommodated in the PPP. 

 

8.6.2.7  A register of I&APs must be opened and maintained, 
which contain the names, contact details and 
addresses of –  
(a) all persons who, as a consequence of the PPP 

conducted in respect of the application, have 
submitted written comments or attended 
meetings with the Applicant or EAP; 

(b) All persons who, after completion of the PPP 
have requested the Applicant or the EAP 
managing the application, in writing, for their 
names to be placed on the register; and  

(c) all organs of the state which have jurisdiction in 
respect of the activity to which the application 
relates. 

Appendix D5 

8.6.2.8  The EAP may give access to the register to any 
person who submits a request for access in writing. 
This may be done upon agreement with the 
registered I&APs. 

Noted 

The PPP will be considered sufficient in the event that the above 
requirements are met and the EAP has submitted proof thereof. 

Noted 

8.6.3 Scientific reports and other requirements  

8.6.3.1  A detailed description of all the activities that was 
undertaken on site in terms of this application 
including, but not limited to: 

Section 3 

(a) A detailed description of the need and desirability 
of the activity;  

Section 6 
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Section of the Directive Section in the EIR 

(b) A site layout plan indicating the location and 
physical footprint (in square metres) of all 
developed infrastructure and structures 
associated with the listed activities applied for;  

Appendix B 

(c) A detailed description of the storm water 
management system currently operational on 
site, as well as pollution prevention measures 
surrounding the facility and the adequacy 
thereof; 

Section 3.1.2.4 
Figure 3.2 

(d)  Discussion on any other permit(s) obtained 
regarding the activity. Copies of such permit(s) 
must be attached to the report; 

Section 11.2 
Appendix F1 

(e) A4 (210mm x 297mm) colour photographs of the 
affected sites from various angles. 

Appendix C 

8.6.3.2  A description of the environment that has been and 
may further be affected by the activity and the manner 
in which the physical, biological, social, economic and 
cultural aspects have been and may further be affected 
by the activity; 

Section 9 

8.6.3.3  An assessment of the nature, extent, duration, impact 
and significance of the consequences for or impact on 
the environment of each of the activities unlawfully 
commenced with, and the cumulative impacts on the 
environment must also be discussed. An indication of 
the methodology used in determining the significance 
of actual and/ or potential environmental impacts must 
be outlined. The effects of the activity on the affected 
community must be described. 

Section 10 

8.6.3.4  An operational Environmental Management 
Programme (EMPr) including –  
(a) details of the person who prepared the EMPr; 
(b) the expertise of the person who prepared the 

EMPr; 
(c) the name and contact details of the person or 

Environmental Control Officer (ECO) 
responsible for the monitoring of compliance to 
the EMPr; 

(d) information on all mitigation measures 
undertaken, or that will be taken to address the 
environmental impacts that have been identified 
in the EIR, including environmental impacts or 
objectives in respect of –  
(i) operation or undertaking of the activity; 
(ii) maintenance of the structures on site; 
(iii) rehabilitation plan of the environment; and 
(iv) closure. 

(e) proposed mechanisms and frequency for 
monitoring compliance with and performance 
assessment against the environmental 
management programme and reporting thereon. 

Appendix H 

8.6.3.5  All specialist reports must have the following details: 
(a) the person who prepared the report; and  

Appendix E 
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Section of the Directive Section in the EIR 

(b) the expertise of that person to carry out the 
specialist study or specialised process; 

(c) a declaration that the person is independent in a 
form as specified by the competent authority; 

(d) An indication of the scope of and the purpose for 
which the report was prepared;  

(e) a description of the methodology adopted in 
preparing the report or carrying out the 
specialised process; 

(f) a description of the any assumptions made and 
any uncertainties or gaps in knowledge; 

(g) a description of the findings and potential 
implications of such findings on the activity, 
including identified alternatives, on the 
environment;  

(h) recommendations in respect of any mitigation 
measures that should be considered by the 
Applicant and the CA; 

(i) a description of any consultation process that 
was undertaken during the course of carrying out 
the study; and  

(j) a summary and copies of any comments that 
were received during any consultation process. 

8.6.3.6  all environmental management measures introduced 
and implemented as instructed in paragraph 8.3 (of the 
Directive) must be reported on and submitted as part 
of this report. 

Not applicable. All 
construction on site 
was completed prior 
to the issuing of the 
Directive. There was 
no need to control, 
contain nor prevent 
any pollution or 
degradation on site. 

8.6.3.7  Please be advised that if any section of the Specific 
Environmental Management Acts is applicable to your 
activity, you are requested to furnish this Department 
with a written comment from the relevant authority. In 
the event that this is not the case, the EAP managing 
the project must inform this Department accordingly, in 
writing. 

Appendix F2 

8.6.4  Financial Considerations  Appendix G 

As stated above this application is subject to a fine not exceeding 
R5 000 000.00 (five million Rand) to be determined by the CA. In 
order to provide the CA with a description of the financial profile of 
the Applicant to assist in this determination, the following is required. 

 

8.6.4.1  A report compiled by suitably qualified financial expert 
in which an assessment of the financial advantage 
gained, including any profits derived, by the Applicant 
as a result of the contravention is detailed. 

 

8.6.4.2  Where the Applicant is a juristic person, the annual 
financial statements over the proceedings three-year 
period or, for the period from the date of 
commencement until the submission of this 

 



  Page 8 

Section of the Directive Section in the EIR 

application, whichever is the longer; compiled by an 
independent and accredited accounting/ auditing firm. 

8.6.4.3 Where the person is an individual, bank statements of 
that person for the preceding three-year period or for 
the period from the date of commencement until the 
submission of this application, whichever is the 
longest. 

 

9  The information requested above must be contained in a single 
report. Please ensure that the report is complete and set out in 
the format above and reflect the correct Departmental reference 
number [S24G/03/19-20/0466]. 

This report has been 
prepared in line with 
the requirements of 
the Directive and all 
the information is 
contained within this 
single report. 

 

2 LOCATION OF THE PROJECT 

In terms of the regional context, the property is situated within Region C, sub-area 7 of the 

City of Johannesburg. This development falls within the agricultural holdings of Farm 

Roodekrans 183-IQ, along the main Witwatersrand ridge, 1.5km south-east of the Walter 

Sisulu National Botanical Garden. 

The project is located at 430 Totius Road, Roodekrans on Portion 308 of the Farm Roodekrans 

183-IQ, Roodepoort, City of Johannesburg, and the 21-digit SG code is 

T0IQ00000000018300308. The coordinates of the centre of the site are 26o 5’ 45.08” S and 

27o 51’ 23.33” E. The property is zoned Residential 2. 

 

Figure 2.1: Locality of Study Area 
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3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This section describes the project and activities listed in the EIA Regulations 2014, as 

amended, that have been triggered by the project. 

3.1 Overview of the project 

The property, which lies on a ridge and falls within a critically endangered ecosystem 

(Roodepoort Reef Mountain Bushveld), has been cleared of indigenous vegetation and 

excavated for the purposes of constructing a residential house. The clearance of the area has 

resulted in approximately 8596.23m2 of indigenous vegetation being permanently eradicated. 

All construction on the property is complete. Please refer to Appendix C2 for the Google Earth 

timeline of events. The following lists gives a chronological sequence of the project 

development: 

1. Removal of vegetation (between 9 December 2012 and 14 July 2013) 

2. Site clearance (between 14 July 2013 and 29 October 2013) 

3. Initial earth works (between 29 October 2013 and 27 August 2014) 

4. Commencement of constructing the main house basement (between 27 August 2014 

and 18 March 2015) 

5. Construction of the ground floor (between 18 March 2015 and 9 September 2015) 

6. Construction of the first floor (between 9 September 2015 and 9 May 2017) 

7. Foundation of the new entertainment area (between 9 May 2017 and 12 August 

2017) 

8. Construction of the outdoor swimming pool (between 9 May 2017 and 12 August 

2017) 

9. Construction of the new entertainment area (between 12 August 2017 and 16 

February 2018) 

10. Laying of the driveway (between 16 February 2018 and 27 May 2018) 

11. Landscaping (between 27 May 2018 and 7 May 2019) 

 

3.1.1 Structures 

There are two main structures on the property. The main house and the entertainment area.  

The main house has a basement; ground floor (garage, ground floor, covered patio, staff 

quarters, entertainment area); and first floor (first floor with balconies). 

The entertainment area has a ground floor (covered entrance, indoor pool area, entertainment 

ground floor, staff rooms, staff covered patio, covered patio indoor pool); and first floor 

(entertainment and balcony). 
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Main house Entertainment area 

Figure 3.1: Two main structures on the property 

 

3.1.2 Infrastructure 

3.1.2.1 Access 

Access to the property is off Totius Road through a secure guard house. The driveway runs 

up the south eastern boundary wall to the top of the property. 

3.1.2.2 Sewage 

Sewerage is connected to a conservancy tank in the northern corner of the site. A honey 

sucker tanker removes sewage from the conservancy tank once full. 

3.1.2.3 Electricity 

Power is supplied by City of Joburg. The development was designed in 2013 prior to the 

enforcement of the SANS 10400–XA Regulations on energy efficiency. The home is, however, 

fitted with solar powered geysers and gas. 
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Figure 3.2: Storm Water Disposal Scheme 
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3.1.2.4 Storm water 

The storm water management system was designed by CFJ consulting Engineers. The storm 

water flow drains down the slope of the property in a north-easterly direction. There are four 

openings in the south-western boundary wall, 330mm long by 85mm high at about 85mm 

above ground level. Water is diverted south-east and north-west at the main entrance to the 

main building to flow down the side boundary walls towards the main access gate to the 

property. A 1m wide by 150mm high storm water diversion hump in the paving has been 

constructed at the main gate, diverting water to the northern corner of the property. There are 

six openings in the boundary wall at this point, 330mm long by 85mm high openings at about 

85mm above ground. The 1:25-year flow over the side walk is estimated as a sheet flow of 

about 25mm in height, at a speed of 0,27m3/s. This is an estimated flow of 0,045m3/s through 

each opening. 

3.1.2.5 Water 

Ground water supplies the property with water for all purposes, including domestic, irrigation, 

and pool water. There is access to municipal supply in the event that there is trouble with the 

borehole. 

In calculating the amount of water used for domestic purposes, Joburg water standards 

suggests 2,700 l/hh/day for a family of 4 in a high income area, i.e. 2,700 x 30 = 

81,000 litres/month x 1.5 summer peak factor = 121,500 litres/month. Autumn/winter = 81,000 

x 6 months. Summer/ spring = 121,500 x 6. The average per month for domestic use is 

calculated to be 101,250 litres/month. 

An additional 150 l/c/day has been included for the 5 staff workers, i.e. 150 x 5 x 30 = 

22,500 litres/month for staff. 

In calculating the amount of water used for irrigation purposes, the following is assumed: 

 5mm/day for irrigation of grass and other association of landscaping (general 

landscape practise) 

 The total coverage area is 6700 m2 (i.e. you will use 52 sprinklers discharging at 

39.6 l/min for 15mins) 

 The irrigation happens once a day for 30 days 

 Therefore, we say 52 x 39.6 x 15 = 30,888 litres per day 

 30,888 litres per day x 30 days 

The average per month for irrigation use is calculated to be 926,640 litres per month. 

In calculating the amount of water used for pool purposes, the following is assumed: 

 1% of volume of system is lost to evaporation per day / 30% per month 

 Water feature: (0,5x3,4x12,3) = 20.91m3 

 Jacuzzi/ Spa: (0,9x4,4x4,5) = 17.82m3 

 Fish pond: (1,0x2,3x5,0) = 11.5m3 

 Outdoor Pool: (1,7x5,1x24,9) = 215.883m3 
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 Total volume = 266.113m3 

 Top up per month: 30% of 266.113m3 

The average per month for pool water is calculated to be 79.8339m3/ 79833.9 litres. 

Therefore, adding everything up the estimated monthly water consumption is 

1,130,223.9 litres per month or 1130.22m3. The gross average daily consumption is 

37 674.13 litres or 37.67m3. 

3.1.2.6 Solid waste 

To date, all general waste has been disposed of as serviced by the City of Joburg (Pikitup). It 

is estimated that 1,920 litres/ 1.92 m3 of solid waste is generated per month based on the 

following assumptions: 

a. Assume a maximum standard size of 240 litre waste bin; 

b. Assume two bins fill up each week due to number of people staying there, 

visitors per month as well as weekly activities of a high income family (foodstuff, 

garden waste, old clothing, packaging material such as glass, paper and 

cardboard, plastics and in certain cases ash); 

c. Therefore, in a month they will use 240 x 2 x 4 

There has been no waste separation at source but rather all waste has been sent to landfill. 

A recycling program should be adopted in the household. 

In terms of Section 22 of the City’s Waste Management By-laws (2013), “the Council may 

prescribe by a notice published in the Provincial Gazette that, from a prescribed date, areas, 

specific generators or holders of particular categories of waste must for the purpose of 

recycling, separate those categories of waste and must, store, dispose of or treat the 

separated waste in the manner prescribed in the notice”. 

In line with this section of the waste management by-law, the City has implemented a 

mandatory separation at source of dry recyclables and garden waste in certain areas of the 

city from the 1st July 2018. It is compulsory for residents in the affected areas who are 

currently receiving the recycling bag to place dry recyclables (paper, plastics, metal and glass) 

for kerbside collection by Pikitup or its service providers for further processing. 

This site falls outside of the targeted areas. Wards 44 and 89 are the only ones in Region C 

that are included in the list for mandatory separation at source. The communities that fall 

outside of the targeted areas for mandatory separation at source have been encouraged to 

recycle through the drop-off recycling programme. The City intends to roll this project out to 

the entire City of Joburg over the next 3 years (budget permitting). 

(https://roodepoortrecord.co.za/2018/08/22/guide-city-johannesburgs-mandatory-waste-

separation-source-programme/) 

 

3.2 Listed Activities Triggered by the Development of the Residential Home 

Activities triggered by the development of the residential home as identified in GN R 546 of 18 

June 2010 (as amended) of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations (2010), 

and GN R 985 of 8 December 2014 (as amended) of the EIA Regulations (2014), and GN R 

https://roodepoortrecord.co.za/2018/08/22/guide-city-johannesburgs-mandatory-waste-separation-source-programme/
https://roodepoortrecord.co.za/2018/08/22/guide-city-johannesburgs-mandatory-waste-separation-source-programme/
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324 of 7 April 2017 (as amended) of the EIA Regulations (2017), of NEMA are presented in 

Table 3.1. 

 

Table 3.1: Listed Activities triggered by the development of the residential home: 

Listed activity as described in GN R 546 (2010), 985 

(2014) and 324 (2017) 

Description of project activity 

that triggers listed activity  

GN R. 546 (12(b)): 

The clearance of an area of 300m2 or more of indigenous 

vegetation where 75% or more of the vegetative cover 

constitutes indigenous vegetation within Critical 

Biodiversity Areas identified in bioregional plans; 

The property, which lies on a 

ridge in a CBA and falls within a 

critically endangered ecosystem 

(Roodepoort Reef Mountain 

Bushveld), has been cleared of 

indigenous vegetation and 

excavated for the purposes of 

constructing a residential house. 

The clearance of the area has 

resulted in approximately 

8596.23m2 of indigenous 

vegetation being permanently 

eradicated. The clearing of 

indigenous vegetation took place 

between 9 December 2012 and 

14 July 2013. 

GN R. 985 (12(c)(ii)): 

The clearance of an area of 300m2 or more of indigenous 

vegetation within Critical Biodiversity Areas or Ecological 

Support Areas identified in the Gauteng Conservation 

Plan or bioregional plans. 

GN R. 324 (12(c)(i)&(ii)): 

The clearance of an area of 300m2 or more of indigenous 

vegetation within any critically endangered ecosystem 

and within Critical Biodiversity Areas or Ecological 

Support Areas identified in the Gauteng Conservation 

Plan or bioregional plans. 

 

4 ASSUMPTIONS, UNCERTAINTIES AND GAPS IN KNOWLEDGE 

The following assumptions, uncertainties and gaps in knowledge are applicable: 

 All information provided by Mr. Rotondwa Praise Ragimana and his assistants are valid 

and accurate. 

In addition to the assumptions above, the following assumptions and limitations were noted 

by the specialists: 

 

4.1 Biodiversity Specialist 

Even though every care is taken to ensure the accuracy of this report, environmental 

assessment studies are limited in scope, time and budget.  Discussions and proposed 

mitigations are to some extent made on reasonable and informed assumptions built on bone 

fide information sources, as well as deductive reasoning.  Deriving a 100% factual report 

based on field collecting and observations can only be done over several years and seasons 

to account for fluctuating environmental conditions and migrations.  Since environmental 

impact studies deal with dynamic natural systems, additional information may come to light at 

a later stage. EcoAgent can therefore not accept responsibility for conclusions and mitigation 

measures made in good faith based on own databases or on the information provided at the 

time.  This report should therefore be viewed and acted upon with these limitations in mind. 
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5 POLICY AND LEGISLATIVE CONTEXT 

5.1 Legislation applicable to this process 

Table 5.1: Legislation of relevance to this process. 

Legislation Administering Authority 

Type 

Permit/ license/ 

authorization/comment 

Date 

(if already 

obtained): 

Constitution of the 

Republic of South Africa 

(Act No. 108 of 1996) 

Department of Justice and 

Constitutional 

Development 

NA NA 

National Environmental 

Management Act, 1998 

(Act No. 107 of 1998) 

Department of 

Environment, Forestry and 

Fisheries (DEFF), GDARD 

Environmental 

Authorisation 
- 

2014 Environmental 

Impact Assessment 

Regulations, 

promulgated in terms of 

Section 24(5) of NEMA (as 

amended on 07 April 2017) 

DEFF, GDARD 
Environmental 

Authorisation 
- 

National Environmental 

Management: Biodiversity 

Act, 2004 (Act No. 10 of 

2004) 

DEFF, GDARD Permit - 

National Water Act (Act 

No.36 of 1998) 

Department of Human 

Settlements, Water and 

Sanitation 

Registration - 

National Heritage 

Resources Act (Act No.25 

of 1999) 

South African Heritage 

Resources Agency, 

Provincial Heritage 

Resources Agency-

Gauteng (PHRA-G) 

Record of Decision - 

National Forests Act (Act 

No. 84 of 1998) 
DEFF Permit - 

POLICY/ GUIDELINES ADMINISTERING AUTHORITY 

Gauteng Spatial Development Framework (01 February 

2011) 
GDARD 

Gauteng Ridges Policy (23 June 2006) GDARD 

Gauteng Conservation Plan (December 2010) GDARD 

Gauteng Environmental Management Framework (May 

2015) 

GDARD 

Gauteng Red Data Policy (September 2001) GDARD 
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CoJ Integrated Development Plan (IDP) and Spatial 

Development Framework (SDF)  
City of Joburg 

Joburg Growth and Development Strategy 2040 (August 

2011) 
City of Joburg 

CoJ Bioregional Plan (October 2011) City of Joburg 

 

 

5.2 Guidelines Considered 

 DEAT Integrated Environmental Management Information Series 1-5 and 12-15 

 NEMA draft Implementation Guideline 

 Western Cape DEA and Development Planning NEMA EIA Regulations Guideline and 

Information Document Series – Guideline on Public Participation (2007) 

 IAIA guidelines 

 DEA (2017), Guideline on Need and Desirability, (DEA), Pretoria, South Africa (ISBN: 978-

0-9802694-4-4) 

 Public Participation Guideline published in 2012 (GN 807 of 10 October 2012) in terms of 

section J of NEMA (NEMA, 1998).  

 SAHRA Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorites (APM) Guidelines: Minimum 

Standards for the Archaeological and Palaeontological Components of Impact 

Assessment Reports (2007). 

 International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN) Red List (IUCNRedList.org 

2016-2). 

 Gauteng Spatial Development Framework (01 February 2011) 

 Gauteng Ridges Policy (23 June 2006) 

 Gauteng Conservation Plan (December 2010) 

 Gauteng Environmental Management Framework (May 2015) 

 Gauteng Red Data Policy (September 2001) 

 CoJ Integrated Development Plan (IDP) and Spatial 

 Development Framework (SDF)  

 Joburg Growth and Development Strategy 2040 (August 2011) 

 CoJ Bioregional Plan (October 2011) 

 

6 NEED AND DESIRABILITY 

The suburbs in the north of Roodepoort are among the most attractive residential areas within 

the City of Joburg, with houses dotted along rolling hills offering good views of the city to the 

east and the Magaliesberg to the west. The development fits in to the existing character of 

area and helps to contribute to property values in the area, strengthening the property market. 

Vacant land always carries the risk of illegal land invasion. 

According to the IDP, the priority issues for Region C are: 

 Access to sustainable Human Settlements (i.e. houses, water, electricity.) 

 Access to health-care services (i.e. clinics). 

 Improved safety and security. 
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 Improved quality of roads and transport. 

 Local Economic Development (i.e. jobs, business) 

The development of this residential home not only addresses the need for housing, but also 

provided employment opportunities during the construction phase and now five new 

permanent jobs have been created. 

The site falls within the urban edge and is serviced by the City of Joburg. The majority of the 

adult population in this area is in the middle to the high-income bracket. 

This development falls within the agricultural holdings of Farm Roodekrans 183-IQ. The 

building plans were approved in May 2013. 

 

7 ALTERNATIVES ASSESSED 

Three types of alternatives could have been considered. These include layout, technology and 

environmental alternatives. 

Layout Alternatives: 

This alternative considers the most appropriate siting of the two main buildings. It is not 

anticipated that there will be a significant difference in impacts if the layout had been changed 

considering the size of the buildings and associated infrastructure. 

Technology Alternatives: 

A more significant consideration would be that of building design. The building was designed 

and built prior to any regulated requirements to consider energy efficiency and other 

sustainability concepts associated with green buildings. 

Environmental Alternatives: 

The first environmental alternative relates to landscaping options. Indigenous gardening could 

be achieved, incorporating the flora typical of the ridge. 

The second environmental alternative relates to the construction of the boundary wall. 

Appropriate measures could encourage ecosystem functioning by allowing movement through 

the property. 

 

7.1 No Project Alternative 

The no project alternative would entail not using the site for the establishment of a residential 

home. As the home has already been constructed, it would require the rehabilitation of the site 

to its original condition prior to the site clearing in 2012. From certain perspectives this is not 

a viable option as the site is situated within an urban residential area surrounded by either 

upcoming or already existing residential communities. By not developing the site, the site will 

be anomalous in the context of the surrounding urban residential land uses, and some of the 

direct and indirect socio-economic benefits (i.e. job creation, housing shortages, provision of 

further housing aimed at the mature living market, etc.) will not materialise. 
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8 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

8.1 Preliminary Public Participation Process 

Prior to the submission of the S24G application, a preliminary public participation process was 

undertaken. A preliminary advertisement, in compliance with the requirements outlined in 

Annexure A, Section D of the Section 24G Fine Regulations, 2017, was placed in the 

Roodepoort Record on 12 July 2019. A second advertisement was placed in the Roodepoort 

Northsider on 2 August 2019 after it was brought to the EAP’s attention that the Roodepoort 

Record was not the correct local newspaper to use for the relevant community. 

Stakeholders and potential I&APs were identified and were notified of the preliminary 

advertisement via email. 

The application was made available to registered I&APs seven days prior to submission to 

GDARD. 

8.2 Further Public Participation Process 

A further public participation process has been undertaken as outlined in the Directive: 

- An updated notice was erected at the entrance to the property. 

- An updated written notice was given to the owners and occupiers of land adjacent to 

the site. 

- An updated advertisement was placed in the Roodepoort Northsider, a local 

newspaper, on the 18 June 2020. GDARD agreed that due to the nature and location 

of the project that it was not necessary to place a second advert in a provincial 

newspaper (see Appendix D3 for proof of correspondence). 

- Stakeholders and I&APs identified previously, were sent an updated written notice and 

were formally invited to register as I&APs and were provided thirty (30) day period 

within which to comment 

- A register of Interested and Affected Parties was opened during the preliminary PPP 

and has been maintained. 

 

9 ENVIRONMENTAL ATTRIBUTES OF THE RECEIVING ENVIRONMENT 

9.1 Climate 

According to the South African Weather Service, the City of Johannesburg has a subtropical 

highland climate classified as Cwb under the Köppen climatic classification. Characterized by hot, 

rainy days and cool evenings in summer and relatively dry sunny days and cold nights in winter, 

Johannesburg is generally sunny throughout the year, with winter being the sunniest season. 

In winter, rainfall is minimal, with the highest reading being 20.3mm, and it only rains for an average 

between one day and three days across the winter months. It is, however, quite a sunny period in 

winter, with the sun shining for an average of nine hours per day. 

In summer, the afternoons are accompanied by showers of rain with high possibilities of 

thunderstorms. The evenings and nights are relatively calm, and the days' temperatures have an 

average of 30°C with clear skies and light winds. 
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Spring and autumn are mildly hot and sunny throughout with relatively high rainfall and 

temperatures. There are warm days and cold nights and occasional rain accompanied by light 

thunderstorms. 

The coldest month in Johannesburg is June, with an average high-temperature of 16°C and an 

average low-temperature of 4.1°C. 

In Johannesburg, during the entire year, the rain falls for 99.3 days and collects up to 713mm of 

precipitation. 

9.2 Topography and Landscape  

The area forms part of the Highveld, with the suburbs in the north of Roodepoort occurring 

along rolling hills which offer good views of the City of Joburg to the east and the Magaliesberg 

to the west. The site occurs on the side slope of a Class 3 Ridge and generally falls from the 

South to the North with an estimated slope steepness of 1:5. The residential home is within 

keeping with the character of neighbouring properties. It is well below the ridgeline and does 

not break the horizon. There are other houses above this property. 

 

Figure 9.1: View looking back towards the property 

 

9.3 Geology and soils 

According to the 1:250 000 West Rand 2728 geological map, the site is underlain by Mafic 

and Ultramafic rocks of the Swazian Age, bordered by quartzites or shales of the Orange 

Grove Formation. 

 

9.4 Fauna and Flora 

The vegetation type found in the area represents typical Gold Reef Mountain Bushveld 

(SVcb9, Mucina & Rutherford 2009). This is the typical vegetation that is restricted to the rocky 

ridges of the Magaliesberg; the east-west stretching ridges of the Witwatersrand from 

Krugersdorp in the west to the eastern parts of Johannesburg, and also to the ridges at 

Suikerbosrand. Due to the great variation in topography, rockiness and soil depth, many micro-

habitats occur, causing great variation in plant species composition and presence of different 
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plant communities. This richness in plant species and plant communities offers habitat for a 

variety of fauna and consequently resulting in high flora and fauna (biodiversity) richness, 

therefore leading to high conservation value.  

Seven different parts of the Gold Reef Mountain Bushveld have been recognized and identified 

as Threatened Ecosystems, implying great conservation need in this vegetation type that is 

restricted to hills and ridges in Gauteng and North-West Province. The site is located in one 

of these threatened ecosystems, namely the Roodepoort Reef Mountain Bushveld, listed as 

Critically Endangered in the National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act (Act 10 of 

2004) – National list of Ecosystems that are threatened and in need of Protection (Government 

Gazette 1002, 2011).  The GDARD hills and ridges policy (GDARD 2001 updated) assists in 

conserving this Critically Endangered ecosystem.  

 

Figure 9.2: Sensitivity Map 
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Figure 9.3: Threatened Ecosystems Map 

 

9.5 Land Use 

The area falls within Region C of the CoJ and is well linked to the rest of the city by major 

roads, such as Main Reef Road, Ontdekkers Road, Beyers Naude Drive and Malibongwe 

Drive. The land use in the north of Roodepoort is characterised by low density residential 

areas with plenty of open spaces, golf courses and entertainment areas, as well as the Walter 

Sisulu National Botanical Garden. Picturesque natural spaces are abundant, most of which 

feature rocky ridges and watercourses. 

The region's vast tracks of developable vacant land are vulnerable to uncontrolled and 

unmanaged development, land invasion, leapfrog development, illegal uses, urban sprawl and 

the loss of valuable agricultural lands. 
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Figure 9.4: Landcover Map 

 

9.6 Socio-Economic Characteristics 

The following information was taken off the City of Joburg’s website: 

https://www.joburg.org.za/about_/regions/Pages/Region%20C%20-%20Roodepoort/region-

c.aspx 

Roodepoort and its surrounding suburbs are mainly residential areas, with lower levels of 

economic growth compared to the central business areas of Randburg and Sandton. The 

region includes agricultural holdings in the north, mining in the south and commercial areas 

like Westgate, Constantia, Northgate, Princess Crossing and Laser Park. 

Its built-up areas have a fairly even profile, with few high-rise buildings penetrating the skyline. 

Residential density varies, with concentrations of high densities in new residential suburbs in 

Wilgespruit. 

Region C is part of Gauteng's Primary Urban Development Support Zone. The implications of 

this include the integration of the region with Joburg's southern areas and residential growth 

in the northwest, with infill and densification. Protection, growth and enhancement of 

residential areas should ensure the attraction of further investment. 

While the region has good links with the Johannesburg central business district, road links 

with other economic hubs, such as Randburg and Sandton, are poor. This has resulted in 

increased traffic congestion on several secondary roads, putting pressure on residential areas. 

The major arterials, such as Ontdekkers Road, Hendrik Potgieter Road, Beyers Naude Drive 

and Christiaan de Wet Road, are seen as the backbones for development, which will involve 

the stimulation of economic growth, the promotion of easy access and movement, and 

investment for better services. 

https://www.joburg.org.za/about_/regions/Pages/Region%20C%20-%20Roodepoort/region-c.aspx
https://www.joburg.org.za/about_/regions/Pages/Region%20C%20-%20Roodepoort/region-c.aspx
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Of the region's mature population of 225 000, 65% are economically active and about 24% 

are of school-going age. The majority of the adult population is in the middle to the high-income 

bracket, with many young working individuals and small families. Around 32% of the 

population has a post-matric qualification. 

9.6.1 Socio-economic implications of the activity 

The expected capital value of the activity on completion is approximately R 20 million. The 

value of the employment opportunities generated to date is approximately R 192 000.00. Five 

permanent new employment opportunities have been created. One hundred percent of these 

employment opportunities have accrued to previously disadvantaged individuals. 

 

10 IMPACT AND RISK ASSESSMENT 

10.1 Assessment Methodology 

Assessment Methodology 

The significance of the potential impacts has been considered before and after identified 

mitigation is implemented. 

The following criteria have been used to evaluate significance: 

 Nature (N): This is an appraisal of the type of effect the activity is likely to have on the 

affected environment. The description includes what is being affected and how. The nature 

of the impact will be classified as positive or negative, and direct or indirect.  

 Extent (E): This indicates the spatial area that may be affected (Table 10.1). 

Table 10.1: Geographical extent of impact 

Rating Extent Description 

1 Site 
Impacted area is only at the site – the actual extent of the 

activity. 

2 Local 
Impacted area is limited to the site and its immediate 

surrounding area and the neighbouring properties. 

3 Regional Impacted area extends to the city. 

4 Provincial Impact considered of provincial importance. 

5 National 
Impact considered of national importance – will affect 

entire country. 

 

 Duration (D): This measures the lifetime of the impact (Table 10.2). 

Table 10.2: Duration of Impact 

Rating Duration Description 

1 Short term 0 – 3 years, or length of construction period 

2 Medium term 3 – 10 years 

3 Long term > 10 years, or entire operational life of project. 

4 
Permanent – 

mitigated 

Mitigation measures of natural process will reduce 

impact – impact will remain after operational life of 

project. 
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Rating Duration Description 

5 
Permanent – no 

mitigation 

No mitigation measures of natural process will 

reduce impact after implementation – impact will 

remain after operational life of project. 

 

 Intensity / severity (I): This is the degree to which the project affects or changes the 

environment; it includes a measure of the reversibility of impacts (Table 10.3). 

Table 10.3: Intensity of Impact 

Rating Intensity Description 

1 Negligible  
Change is slight, often not noticeable, natural 

functioning of environment not affected. 

2 Low 

Natural functioning of environment is minimally 

affected. Natural, cultural and social functions and 

processes can be reversed to their original state. 

3 Medium 

Environment remarkably altered, still functions, if in 

modified way. Negative impacts cannot be fully 

reversed. 

4 High 

Cultural and social functions and processes 

disturbed – potentially ceasing to function 

temporarily.  

5 Very high 

Natural, cultural and social functions and processes 

permanently cease, and valued, important, sensitive 

or vulnerable systems or communities are 

substantially affected. Negative impacts cannot be 

reversed.  

 

 Degree of Reversibility (R): This is the degree to which the impacted environment can 

be reversed to pristine conditions (Table 10.4). 

Table 10.4: Potential of reversibility 

Rating 
Degree of 

reversibility 
Description 

5 Low 
Impacts cannot be reversed to pristine 

environmental conditions. 

3 Medium Impacts can be replaced, with effort. 

1 High 
The impacted state of the environment can be 

reversed to pristine conditions without a doubt. 

 

 Potential for irreplaceable loss of resources (IR): This is the degree to which the project 

will cause loss of resources that are irreplaceable (Table 10.5). 

Table 10.5: Potential for irreplaceable loss of resources 
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Rating 

Potential for 

irreplaceable 

loss of 

resources 

Description 

1 Low  No irreplaceable resources will be impacted. 

3 Medium Resources can be replaced, with effort. 

5 High 
There is no potential for replacing a particular 

vulnerable resource that will be impacted.  

 

 Probability (P): This is the likelihood or the chances that the impact will occur (Table 

10.6). 

Table 10.6: Probability of Impact 

Rating Probability Description 

1 Improbable  Under normal conditions, no impacts expected. 

2 Low 
The probability of the impact to occur is low due to 

its design or historic experience. 

3 Medium There is a distinct probability of the impact occurring. 

4 High It is most likely that the impact will occur. 

5 Definite 
The impact will occur regardless of any prevention 

measures. 

 

 Confidence (Cf): This is the level of knowledge or information available, the 

environmental impact practitioner or a specialist had in his/her judgement (Table 10.7). 

Table 10.7: Confidence in level of knowledge or information 

Rating Confidence Description 

5 Low 
Judgement based on intuition, not knowledge/ 

information. 

3 Medium 
Common sense and general knowledge informs 

decision. 

1 High Scientific / proven information informs decision. 

 

 Consequence (Cs): This is calculated as extent + duration + intensity + reversibility + 

potential impact on irreplaceable resources.  

Cs = E + D + I + R + IR 

 

 Significance (S): The significance will be rated by combining the consequence of the 

impact and the probability of occurrence (i.e. consequence x probability = significance). 

The maximum value which can be obtained is 100 significance points (Table 10.8).  

S = Cs x P 
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Table 10.8: Significance of issues (based on parameters) 

Rating Significance Description 

1-20 Low Impacts are within the acceptable range. 

21-40 Medium 

Impacts are within the acceptable range but should 

be mitigated to lower significance levels wherever 

possible.  

41-60 Medium High 

Impacts are important and require attention; 

mitigation is required to reduce the negative impacts 

to acceptable levels. 

61-80 High 
Impacts are of great importance, mitigation is 

crucial. 

81-100 Very high Impacts are unacceptable. 

 

 Cumulative Impacts: This refers to the combined, incremental effects of the impact, 

taking other past, present and future developments in the same area into account. The 

possible cumulative impacts will also be considered. 
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Table 10.9: Quantification of impacts related to development activities 

Where N = Nature, E = Extent, D = Duration, I = Intensity, R = Reversibility, IR = Impact on Irreplaceable Resources, Cs = Consequence, P = Probability of occurrence, Cf = Confidence and S = Significance. 

Environmental 
Component 

Activity Potential Impact Environmental Significance Score 

N E D I R IR Cs P Cf S 

Geology and 
Soil 

Site clearance during 
construction phase 

Loss of topsoil. Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 3 3 11 2 3 
22  
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 1 2 1 1 6 1 3 
6 
Low 

 

Geology and 
Soil 

Site clearance during 
construction phase 

Soil Erosion. Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 3 3 11 2 3 
22  
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 1 2 1 1 6 1 3 
6 
Low 

 

Flora Site clearance during 
construction phase 

Loss of plant species of 
conservation concern. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 2 3 3 3 3 14 4 3 
56 
Med-
High 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 1 2 3 3 10 3 3 
30 
Med 

 

Flora Site clearance during 
construction phase 

Destruction of indigenous 
flora typical of the ridge. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 2 4 3 3 3 15 4 3 
60 
Med-
High 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 4 3 3 3 15 4 3 
60 
Med-
High 
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Where N = Nature, E = Extent, D = Duration, I = Intensity, R = Reversibility, IR = Impact on Irreplaceable Resources, Cs = Consequence, P = Probability of occurrence, Cf = Confidence and S = Significance. 

Environmental 
Component 

Activity Potential Impact Environmental Significance Score 

N E D I R IR Cs P Cf S 

Flora Site clearance during 
construction phase 

Vegetation and habitat 
disturbance due to the 
accidental introduction of 
alien species. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 2 2 2 3 1 10 2 3 
20 
Low 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 1 1 1 1 5 1 3 
5 
Low 

 

Fauna Site clearance during 
construction phase 

Disturbance and 
displacement of animals. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 2 4 3 3 3 15 4 3 
60 
Med-
High 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 4 3 3 3 15 3 3 
45 
Med-
High 

 

Fauna Residential dwelling Disturbance and 
displacement of animals. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 2 4 3 3 3 15 4 3 
60 
Med-
High 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 4 3 3 3 15 3 3 
45 
Med-
High 

 

Air Quality Construction activities 
and movement of 
construction vehicles. 

Excessive dust levels  Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 1 1 7 3 3 
21 
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 1 1 1 1 6 1 3 
6 
Low 
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Where N = Nature, E = Extent, D = Duration, I = Intensity, R = Reversibility, IR = Impact on Irreplaceable Resources, Cs = Consequence, P = Probability of occurrence, Cf = Confidence and S = Significance. 

Environmental 
Component 

Activity Potential Impact Environmental Significance Score 

N E D I R IR Cs P Cf S 

Air Quality Vehicles and 
construction machinery. 

Air emissions. Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 1 1 7 3 3 
21 
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 1 1 7 3 3 
21 
Med 

 

Air Quality Construction workers 
making fires. 

Smoke from uncontrolled 
fires. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 1 1 7 2 3 
14 
Low 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 1 1 1 1 6 1 3 
6 
Low 

 

Noise Construction activities Excessive noise levels as 
a result of construction 
activities. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 1 1 7 2 3 
14 
Low 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 1 1 1 1 5 2 3 
10 
Low 

 

Aesthetics Construction activities 
and development of 
vacant land 

Reduction in visual quality. Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 3 5 1 12 4 3 
48 
Med-
High 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 1 3 5 1 12 4 3 
48 
Med-
High 
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Where N = Nature, E = Extent, D = Duration, I = Intensity, R = Reversibility, IR = Impact on Irreplaceable Resources, Cs = Consequence, P = Probability of occurrence, Cf = Confidence and S = Significance. 

Environmental 
Component 

Activity Potential Impact Environmental Significance Score 

N E D I R IR Cs P Cf S 

Aesthetics Residential dwelling Reduction in visual quality. Without mitigation 

-ve 2 3 2 5 1 13 4 3 
52 
Med-
High 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 3 2 5 1 13 4 3 
52 
Med-
High 

 

Safety and 
Security 

Construction activities Construction employees 
getting injured. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 1 1 2 3 5 12 2 3 
24 
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 1 1 1 3 7 1 3 
7 
Low 

 

Safety and 
Security 

Construction activities Open trenches and 
construction vehicles may 
pose a safety risk to 
pedestrians and animals. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 1 1 2 3 5 12 2 3 
24 
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 1 1 1 3 7 1 3 
7 
Low 

 

Waste 
Management 

Poor waste management 
practices during 
construction and 
operation 

Land, air and water 
pollution. 

Without mitigation 

-ve 2 3 2 3 3 13 2 3 
26 
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 3 1 1 1 7 2 3 
14 
Low 

 

  



  Page 31 

Where N = Nature, E = Extent, D = Duration, I = Intensity, R = Reversibility, IR = Impact on Irreplaceable Resources, Cs = Consequence, P = Probability of occurrence, Cf = Confidence and S = Significance. 

Environmental 
Component 

Activity Potential Impact Environmental Significance Score 

N E D I R IR Cs P Cf S 

Traffic Construction activities Increase in traffic. Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 1 1 7 2 3 
15 
Low 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 1 1 1 1 6 1 3 
6 
Low 

 

Socio-
Economic 

Construction and 
operational activities  

Job creation and provision 
of employment. 

Without mitigation 

+ve 3 3 
4 
(+ve) 

1 1 12 4 3 
48 
Med-
High 

With mitigation 

+ve 3 3 
4 
(+ve) 

1 1 12 4 3 
48 
Med-
High 

 

Socio-
Economic 

The presence of 
contractors on site 

Increased crime Without mitigation 

-ve 2 1 2 1 1 7 3 3 
21 
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 2 1 1 1 1 7 2 3 
14 
Low 

 

Heritage Earthworks Damage to archaeological 
items 

Without mitigation 

-ve 1 1 4 5 5 16 2 3 
32 
Med 

With mitigation 

-ve 1 1 3 5 5 15 1 3 
15 
Low 
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11 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE SPECIALISTS 

STUDIES 

 

11.1 Biodiversity Assessment  

The Biodiversity Assessment was undertaken by Prof G.J. Bredenkamp of EcoAgent cc. 

Prior to development the site of 430 Totius Road, Portion 308 of the Farm Roodekrans 183-

IQ, City of Johannesburg was covered by natural Gold Reef Mountain Bushveld, particularly 

by the Critically Endangered Roodepoort Reef Mountain Bushveld. The vegetation Protea 

caffra woodland. The site is on the foot slope of the ridge. Due to differences in topography, 

slope, rockiness and soil depth this type of vegetation is rich in indigenous plant species and 

fauna.  

 

It is noted that the neighbouring stand, to the west of the site, is still covered with the natural 

vegetation of the area, namely Protea caffra-dominated, temperate mountain bushveld. It is 

also noted that the stand to the north, east and south of the site have all been developed. 

During a vegetation survey on the undeveloped adjacent stand, still covered by natural 

vegetation, a rich plant species composition was recorded, though the survey did not confirm 

presence of the several plant and fauna species of conservation concern, that may occur in 

this vegetation type. The survey was however limited by season (August 2019) and large part 

of the vegetation had been burned shortly before the date of the survey. 

 

Most of the general area surrounding the site has already been developed. Therefore, the 

vegetation (of the adjacent site, but also on Portion 308) was fairly isolated, resulting in a lower 

conservation value. Nevertheless, the sensitivity analysis indicated that the vegetation still has 

a Medium-High ecological sensitivity. This implies that conservation of at least a part of the 

natural vegetation on Portion 308 could have contributed to conserving a Critically 

Endangered ecosystem. 

 

11.2 Heritage Assessment 

The Heritage Assessment was undertaken by Prof AC van Vollenhoven of Archaetnos Culture 

and Cultural Resource Consultants. It was recommended that the project be exempted from 

doing a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA). The following is applicable: 

 The site is entirely developed consisting of the buildings, infrastructure and landscaped 

gardens. 

 Any possible heritage features that may have existed would have been removed during 

the clearing of the site done in 2012 and 2013. 

A response from PHRA-G was received, as discussed by the PHRA-G HIA Committee on 30 

August 2019. It is noted that the PHRA-G HIA Committee has requested a detailed report 

about the site and heritage resources that were on site, to assist in making an informed 

decision. The report should amongst other things: 

 Clearly identify and map the heritage resources on the earmarked property/ area; 

 Give the historical background of the area; 
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 Show how the proposed work might have an impact on heritage resources; 

 Outline recommendation and mitigation measures; and 

 Give a report on the public participation process followed during the assessment 

phase. 

As the site was cleared for development between 9 December 2012 and 14 July 2013, any 

possible heritage features that may have existed would have been removed during this time. 

It is therefore not possible to identify and map heritage resources on the property. The chances 

of finding any heritage related features are indeed extremely slim, if any. Mitigation measures 

will not be helpful as the development is already complete and no additional development is 

anticipated.  

No surface deposits or skeletal remains were unearthed during excavation during 

construction. Historical images of the site do not indicate any structures historical or modern 

on the said site. It is not clear how any further detailed heritage studies will provide additional 

information that will change the status of any heritage resources. 

The public participation that is to be followed for the environmental process will provide 

opportunity for Interested and Affected Parties (I&AP’s) to comment on heritage matters 

regarding the property. The advertisement for the environmental process will incorporate the 

requirements of the heritage assessment (including advertisement in the newspaper). The 

said advertisement and any heritage related comments received will be submitted to PHRA-

G for review. 

PHRA-G has therefore been requested to reconsider their request for a detailed report and 

exempt this development from doing an HIA. 

 

12 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

A summary of the impact assessment is presented in the table below. This provides an 

indication of the significance of the rating of impacts without and with mitigation measures. 

Table 12.1: Summary of impact assessment 

Possible Impacts 

Significance rating of 

impacts 

(Low, Medium, Medium-High, 

High, Very High): 

Without 

mitigation 

With 

mitigation 

Geology and Soil - Loss of topsoil. Medium Low 

Geology and Soil - Soil Erosion. Medium Low 

Flora - Loss of plant species of conservation concern. Medium-High Medium 

Flora - Destruction of indigenous flora typical of the ridge. Medium-High Medium-High 

Flora - Vegetation and habitat disturbance due to the 

accidental introduction of alien species. 
Low Low 
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Possible Impacts 

Significance rating of 

impacts 

(Low, Medium, Medium-High, 

High, Very High): 

Without 

mitigation 

With 

mitigation 

Fauna - Disturbance and displacement of animals. 

(Construction & Operational) 
Medium-High Medium-High 

Air Quality - Excessive dust levels. Medium Low 

Air Quality - Air emissions. Medium Medium 

Air Quality - Smoke from uncontrolled fires. Low Low 

Noise - Excessive noise levels as a result of construction 

activities. 
Low Low 

Aesthetics - Reduction in visual quality. (Construction & 

Operational) 
Medium-High Medium-High 

Safety and Security - Construction employees getting 

injured. 
Medium Low 

Safety and Security - Open trenches and construction 

vehicles may pose a safety risk to pedestrians and 

animals. 

Medium Low 

Waste Management - Land, air and water pollution. 

(Construction & Operational) 
Medium Low 

Traffic - Increase in traffic during construction. Low Low 

Socio-Economic - Job creation and provision of 

employment. (Construction & Operational) 

Medium-High 

(+ve) 

Medium-High 

(+ve) 

Socio-Economic - Increased crime Medium Low 

Heritage - Damage to archaeological items Medium Low 

 

As was noted in the biodiversity assessment, a critically endangered ecosystem was 

destroyed through the development of the residential home. However, most of the general 

area surrounding the site, which falls within the same critically endangered ecosystem, has 

already been developed. The remaining vegetation of the adjacent site is fairly isolated, even 

if Portion 308 was not developed, resulting in a lower conservation value. Nevertheless, the 

sensitivity analysis indicated that the vegetation still has a Medium-High ecological sensitivity. 

This implies that conservation of at least a part of the natural vegetation on Portion 308 could 

have contributed to conserving a critically endangered ecosystem. 

The operation of high income households is resource intensive, using a high volume of water 

and electricity, as well as generating high volumes of waste. This was confirmed in a study by 

Senatla, Energy Research Centre, University of Cape Town (2011) who found that high 

income households consumed more energy than the middle and low income households. 
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13 CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

This Environmental Impact Report is in response to the requirements specified in the Directive 

that was issued by GDARD on 21 February 2020. 

The activity was undertaken in ignorance. Guidance had been sought from the local authority 

who failed to alert the applicant of his need to consult other relevant authorities to confirm what 

authorisations and/ or permits were necessary for this particular application. 

With the necessary input, mitigation measures would have reduced the impact of the 

development on the environment, and in particular, could have contributed to the conservation 

of a Critically Endangered ecosystem. 

Retrofitting of resource efficient and environmentally responsible materials and processes 

could be considered on all future renovations. In the immediate term, measures could be 

undertaken to change lifestyle habits to ensure the efficient use of resources such as water 

and energy. These measures might include a recycling programme, rain water harvesting, 

reuse of grey water etc. 

One may consider rehabilitating a portion of the current lawn to a more natural state by 

designing a landscape similar to that which has been lost. The area indicated in red in 

Figure 13.1 below amounts to 700m2. While this area is limited in size and is isolated from the 

surrounding vegetation, it may still contribute to conserving the critically endangered 

ecosystem. It will not be possible to completely rehabilitate this portion of the site, because of 

possible alterations to the soil, rocky substrate etc. The ridge vegetation will also result in 

some maintenance implications as the new landscape will not burn nor be grazed. 

The site was cleared of Protea caffra, which is a protected species in Gauteng, according to 

Transvaal Nature Conservation Ordinance 12 of 1983. However, according to the SANBI 

website, the cultivation of Protea caffra has so far proven to be difficult. The germination of 

seed in cultivation is possible, although transplanting quickly kills the seedlings. Mature 

sugarbushes in gardens where the original, natural vegetation has been retained also 

eventually succumb (refer to photo 11 and 12 of Appendix C1). This may be due to the 

disturbance of the roots, too much water and sensitivity to fertilisers. 

While the procurement and relocation of Protea caffra may be very challenging (potentially 

impossible), there are many other tree species listed for the vegetation type that can be 

planted, in addition to forbs and grasses indigenous to the area. 

The rehabilitation of this portion of the site would also result in water conservation as the 

indigenous vegetation would not require the same volume of irrigated water as the current 

kikuyu lawn requires. 
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Figure 13.1: Area that could potentially be rehabilitated 
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15 APPENDICES 

 

The following appendices are attached to this report: 

 

Appendix A: Directive issued by GDARD 

Appendix B: Site Plans 

Appendix B1:  Approved Site Plan  

Appendix B2: Approved Sections of the New Entertainment Area 

Appendix B3: Approved Elevations of the New Entertainment Area 

Appendix B4: Approved Entertainment Area First Floor 

Appendix C: Photographs 

Appendix C1:  Current photographs of the site 

Appendix C2: Google Earth Timeline (2007 – 2019) 

Appendix D: Public Participation 

Appendix D1:  Updated written notification 

Appendix D2:  Proof of site notice 

Appendix D3:  Proof of newspaper advertisement 

Appendix D4:  Communications to and from interested and affected parties 

Appendix D5:  Copy of the register of I&APs 

Appendix E: Specialist studies 

Appendix E1:  Fauna and Flora Study 

Appendix E2:  Heritage Impact Assessment Exemption Letter 

Appendix F: Other permits (PHRA-G & SEMAs) 

Appendix F1: Correspondence with PHRA-G 

Appendix F2:  Applicability of Specific Environmental Management Acts to this 
activity 

Appendix F3: Certificate of Occupancy 

Appendix F4:  Municipal Account 

Appendix F5:  Borehole Certificate 

Appendix G: Financial Considerations 

Appendix H: Operational EMPr 

Appendix I: EAP Curriculum Vitae 

Appendix J: Sworn affidavit by the EAP 
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15.1 Appendix A: Directive issued by GDARD 
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Appendix B: Site plan(s) 

 

Appendix B1: Approved Site Plan 

Appendix B2: Approved Sections of the New Entertainment Area 

Appendix B3: Approved Elevations of the New Entertainment Area 

Appendix B4: Approved Entertainment Area First Floor 
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15.2 Appendix B1: Approved Site Plan
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15.3 Appendix B2: Approved Sections of the New Entertainment Area
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15.4 Appendix B3: Approved Elevations of the New Entertainment Area
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15.5 Appendix B4: Approved Entertainment Area First Floor
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Appendix C: Photographs 

 

Appendix C1: Current photographs of the site 

Appendix C2: Google Earth Timeline (2007 – 2019) 
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15.6 Appendix C1: Current photographs of the site 

  
Photo 1: North east looking towards the 
entertainment area. 

Photo 2: East looking towards the main entrance. 

  
Photo 3: South east looking over the swimming 
pool. 

Photo 4: South looking towards the main house. 

  
Photo 5: South west looking towards the main 
house. 

Photo 6: West looking towards the ridge and 
neighbouring vacant plot. 
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Photo 7: North west looking towards the 
neighbouring vacant plot. 

Photo 8: North looking over the play area towards 
the entertainment area. 

  
Photo 9: Rose garden below the swimming pool 
deck. 

Photo 10: Looking south west towards the main 
house. 

  
Photo 11: Protea caffra planted at the main 
entrance that has not survived. 

Photo 12: Protea caffra planted at the main 
entrance that has not survived. 
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Photo 13: The entertainment area in the north 
west corner of the property. 

Photo 14: Looking towards the main house from 
the entrance of the property. 

  

Photo 14: The south western corner of the 
property with the garage to the right. 

Photo 15: The south eastern corner of the 
property. 

  
Photo 16: The securely guarded entrance to the 
site. 

Photo 17: The neighbouring property, Portion 90, 
remains undeveloped with the indigenous 
vegetation intact. 
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Photo 18: The neighbouring property, Portion 90, 
remains undeveloped with the indigenous 
vegetation intact. 

Photo 19: The neighbouring property, Portion 90, 
remains undeveloped with the indigenous 
vegetation intact. 

  
Photo 20: Looking south east, standing 1.2km 
away north-northeast of the site, on the corner of 
Ann and Handicap Roads. 

Photo 21: Looking south-southeast, standing 
1.2km away north-northeast of the site, on the 
corner of Ann and Handicap Roads. The property 
is circled in yellow. 

 

 

Photo 22: Looking south east down Hendrick 
Road, standing 1.2km away north-northeast of the 
site, on the corner of Ann and Handicap Roads. 
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Photo 23: Outdoor pool: 24,9m x 5,1m x 1,7m Photo 24: Water feature: 12,3m x 3,4m x 0,5m 

  
Photo 25: Juccuzi/ Spa: 4,5m x 4,4m x 0,9m Photo 26: Fish pond: 5,0m x 2,3m x 1,0m 
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15.7 Appendix C2: Google Earth Timeline (2007 – 2019) 

  
18 September 2007 18 December 2011 

  
6 June 2012 09 December 2012 

  
14 July 2013 29 October 2013 
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24 January 2014 27 August 2014 

  
18 March 2015 05 June 2015 

  

11 July 2015 04 August 2015 
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22 August 2015 09 September 2015 

  
20 May 2016 29 July 2016 

  

09 May 2017 12 August 2017 
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16 February 2018 22 April 2018 

  
27 May 2018 07 May 2019 
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Appendix D: Public Participation 

 

Appendix D1: Updated written notification 

Appendix D2: Proof of site notice 

Appendix D3: Proof of newspaper advertisement 

Appendix D4: Communications to and from interested and affected parties 

Appendix D5: Copy of the register of I&APs
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15.8 Appendix D1: Updated written notification 
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15.9 Appendix D2: Proof of site notice 

 

 
Photo 1: Wording of Site Notice 

 
Photo 2: Site Notice attached to entrance gate 
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15.10 Appendix D3: Proof of newspaper advertisement 

 

The following wording was used for the newspaper advertisement placed in the Roodepoort 

Northsider on 18 June 2020: 
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15.11 Appendix D4: Communications to and from interested and affected parties 
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15.12 Appendix D5: Copy of the register of I&APs 

First Name Surname Organization Sector 

Ana Paula Aguiar Roodekrans 183-IQ 148/183-IQ Neighbour 

Andrew Hankey  Walter Sisulu Botanical Gardens Statutory body 

Belinda Cooper Chairperson: Proteadal 
Conservation Association 

Environment 
Interest Group 

Gerald  Draper The Black Eagle Project 
Roodekrans  

Environment 
Interest Group 

Grace  Palmer Ward Administrator: Ward 83 Local Government 

Ilone Collins Roodekrans 183-IQ RE/91/183-IQ Neighbour 

Johan  Haasbroek Poortview A.H. 74 Neighbour 

Karen  Carstens Botanical Society of South Africa Environment 
Interest Group 

Leah  Knott  Councillor: Ward 97  Local Government 

Linda Kuhn City of Joburg: Impact 
Management and Compliance 
Monitoring 

Local Government 

Maphuti  Moabelo City of Joburg: Impact 
Management and Compliance 
Monitoring 

Local Government 

Mark  Naidoo Private Community 

Mitchell 
Stanley 

Moore Roodekrans 183-IQ 250/183-IQ Neighbour 

Nicole Botma City of Joburg: Impact 
Management and Compliance 
Monitoring 

Local Government 

Nomzamo Gumede PHRA-G Provincial 
Government 

Phatutshedzo  
Gwydion  

Makwarela 
Beynon 

Roodekrans 183-IQ 147/183-IQ Neighbour 

Phillip Mkhombo Joburg City Parks & Zoo Local Government 

Phindy Malaza GDARD Provincial 
Government 

Renothie Moodley-
Dannhauser 

Roodekrans 183-IQ 150/183-IQ Neighbour 

Sibusiso 
Aubrey 

Mazibuko Roodekrans 183-IQ 310/183-IQ Neighbour 

Tersia Talbott Roodekrans 183-IQ 90/183-IQ Neighbour 

Thato Danny Mjona DWS National 
Government 

Vongani Mhinga DWS National 
Government 

Waldo Botha Roodekrans 183-IQ 311/183-IQ Neighbour 

Yvette van der 
Merwe 

Roodekrans 183-IQ 149/183-IQ Neighbour 

    Roodekrans 183-IQ 251/183-IQ Neighbour 

    Poortview A.H. 75 Neighbour 

    Roodekrans 183-IQ 312/183-IQ Neighbour 

    Black Eagle Project Environment 
Interest Group 
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First Name Surname Organization Sector 

    Wild Orchids Southern 
Africa(WOSA) 

Environment 
Interest Group 

    South African National Biodiversity 
Institute 

Statutory body 

    Centre for Environmental Rights Environment 
Interest Group 

    WESSA Environment 
Interest Group 

    Environmental Wildlife Trust Environment 
Interest Group 
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Appendix E: Specialist Studies 

 

Appendix E1: Fauna and Flora Study 

Appendix E2: Heritage Impact Assessment Exemption Letter 
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15.13 Appendix E1: Fauna and Flora Study 
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15.14 Appendix E2: Heritage Impact Assessment Exemption Letter 
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Appendix F: Permit(s) /Authorisations/ license(s) from any other organ of state including 

service letters from the municipality 

 

Appendix F1: Correspondence with PHRA-G 

Appendix F2: Applicability of Specific Environmental Management Acts to this activity 

Appendix F3: Certificate of Occupancy 

Appendix F4: Municipal Account 

Appendix F5: Borehole Certificate  
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15.15 Appendix F1: Correspondence with PHRA-G 
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15.16 Appendix F2: Applicability of Specific Environmental Management Acts to this activity 
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15.17 Appendix F3: Certificate of Occupancy Municipal Account 
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15.18 Appendix F4: Municipal Account 
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15.19 Appendix F5: Borehole Certificate 
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Appendix G: Financial Considerations 
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15.20 Appendix G: Financial Considerations 
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Appendix H: Operational Environmental Management Programme 
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15.21 Appendix H: Operational Environmental Management Programme 
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Appendix I: EAP Curriculum Vitae 
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15.22 Appendix I: EAP Curriculum Vitae 
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Appendix J: Sworn affidavit by the EAP  
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15.23 Appendix J: Sworn affidavit by the EAP  

 


