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In terms of Section 32 of Chapter 5 of the EIA Regulations (2014 and subsequent 2017 amendments),
an Amendment Report must accompany the application made in terms of Section 31 and mustinclude:

Contents of the Amendment Report

Where it is found in this report

(1) The applicant must within 90 days of receipt by the competent
authority of the application made in terms of regulation 31
submit to the competent authority-

(a) areport, reflecting-

(i) an assessment of all impacts related to the proposed
change;

Section 6 of this report

(i) advantages and disadvantages associated with the
proposed change; and

Section 6 of this report

(iii) measures to ensure avoidance, management and
mitigation of impacts associated with such proposed change;
and

Section 9 of this report

(iv) any changes to the EMPr;
which report-

(aa) had been subjected to a public participation process,
which had been agreed to by the competentauthority,
and which was appropriate to bring the proposed
change to the attention of potential and registered
interested and affected parties, including organs of
state, which have jurisdiction in respect of any aspect of
the relevant activity, and the competent authority, and

Section 9 of this report

(bb) Reflects the incorporation of comments received,

including any comments of the competentauthority; or

To be included in the finalamendment report.

(b) a notification in writing that the report will be submitted
within 140 days of receipt of the application by the
competent authority, as significant changes have been made
or significant new information has been added to the report,
which changes or information was not contained in the report
consulted on during the initial public participation process
contemplated in subregulation (1)(a) and that the revised
report will be subjected to another public participation
process of at least 30 days.

Not applicable at this stage.

(2) In the event where subregulation (1)(b) applies, the report
which reflects the incorporation of comments received,
including any comments of the competentauthority, must be
submitted to the competent authority within 140 days of
receipt of the application by the competent authority.

Not applicable at this stage.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Enviro-EAP has been appointed by the Applicant, Langeberg Municipality, as the independent
Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP), to undertake an application in terms of the National
Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998), as amended (NEMA) and the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, 2014 (as amended) for the amendment of the
valid Environmental Authorisation (EA) dated 21 May 2025 (Ref: 16/3/3/1/B1/11/1065/24).

The EA was issued by the Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning (Region 1)
in terms of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998) and the Environmental
Impact Assessment (“EIA”) Regulations, 2014. The EA authorised the development of formalisation of
services and infrastructure for the Mandela Square Informal Settlement Area on the Remainder of Erf
No.1 and the Remainder of Erf N0.937, Montagu, Western Cape. Refer to the EA attached in Appendix
C.

The purpose of this Part 2 amendment applicationis to amend the services layout plan to relocate one
of the stormwater outlets which is situated withinthe 1:100 year floodline area of the Kingna Rivier due
to an informal resident refusing to relocate his structure so that the stormwater outlet can be
constructed at its original planned location.

A Part 2 amendment application is required under Regulation 31 of the EIA Regulations, 2014 (as
amended). Thisis because the proposed amendment will change the scope of the valid EA. However, it
is important to note that the changes themselves do not constitute a listed activity.

A detailed description of the proposed amendment is provided under Section 4 of this report.
2. SITE LOCATION AND SURROUNDING LAND USES

Mandela Square informal settlementin Montagu is located on an area of +4.24ha at Ashbury which is
northeast of Montagu’s industrialand Bergsig residential areas on portions of Erven RE/1 and RE/937,
Montagu. Itisaccessed off Muskadel Street and Ficus Avenue. A portion of theinformal structures are
located within the 1:100 year flood line area of the Kingna River which runs along the eastern edge of
the site.

The relocation of the stormwater outlet still falls within the 1:100 year floodline area of the Kingna
Rivier (as perits originalapproved location), butis notlocated within the watercourseitself. The current
state of the relocation site is significantly transformed due to the informal settlement developments
with illegally dumped waste and rocks within an informal gravel trench and Phragmites australis reeds
growing at the bottom of the informal trench leading towards the Kingna river tributary.
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The immediate surrounding land uses to the outlet site includes informal residential areas and the
Kingna River tributary.

Stormwater outlet relocation co-ordinates: 33° 46’ 14.80”S 20° 08’ 36.63”E

SG Codes: C05000020000000100000 &

Figure 1: The Mandela Square informal settlementindicated as a red border on the map falling outside
of the delineated wetland andriparianarea (blue border) as well as outside of 1:100 year floodline area
(orange border). The yellow circles represents the location of the stormwater discharge points of which
one already exists. And the purple circle represents the relocation of the northern stormwater outlet.

3. BACKGROUND INFORMATION AND COMMENCEMENT OF ACTIVITIES

3.1 Approval and Project Description
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As per the EA Ref: 16/3/3/1/B1/11/1065/24 and issued 21 May 2025 the holder of the EA was
authorised to undertake the following alternative as per the listed activities authorised:

The development will entail the installation of roads and service infrastructure (water, sewer,
stormwater pipelines, stormwater discharge points and ablution facilities) for the Mandela Square
informal settlement on the Remainder of Erf No. 1 and the Remainder of Erf No. 937, Montagu.
The infrastructure will be developed within, and within 32m of a watercourse. In addition,
temporary informal structures that are located within the 1:100year floodline of the river will be
removed and a fence will be erected to demarcate the 1:100 year floodline. The development will
have a footprint of approximately 3.6ha.

Approved project description and listed activities to remain as is.
3.2 Commencement of Activities and Validity of Approval

As per Condition E2 of the EA, the holder commenced with the listed activities within a period of
five years from the date of issue of the EA. EA was issued 21 May 2025 and listed activities
commenced September 2025.

As per Condition E3 of the EA the development must be concluded within ten years from the date
of commencement of the listed activities.

The EA is therefore still valid.
4. PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE LAYOUT
4.1 Description of Proposed Layout Amendment

Civil services construction for THE FORMALISATION OF SERVICES AND INFRASTRUCTURE FOR THE
MANDELA SQUARE INFORMAL SETTLEMENT AREA ON THE REMAINDER OF ERF NO. 1 AND THE
REMAINDER OF ERF NO. 937, MONTAGU. Ref: 16/3/3/1/B1/11/1065/24 is currently underway.
Due to one of the informal settlers refusingto relocate their structure currently located within the
1:100 year floodplain area one of the four stormwater outlets as part of the authorised
development must be relocated.
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Therelevant stormwater outletis to be moved 38 metres south-east of its original planned location
within the 1:100 year floodline area of the Kingna River (original location as part of approved layout
was also within the 1:100 year floodplain area of the Kingna Rivier).
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Figure 2: Relocation of stormwater outlet.

Footprint size of the stormwater outlet with rock gabions is 4m x 4m = 16m?; Excavation depth
varies between 300mm for the Reno Matters and 1m to 2m max for the outlet itself.

Therelocation of the stormwater outlet still falls within the 1;100 year floodline area of the Kingna
Rivier butis not located within the watercourse itself, hence it will not lead to the development of
infrastructure with a physical footprint of more than 100 square metres within 32 metres of a
watercourse nor would it lead to the infilling or depositing of any material of more than 10 cubic
metres into, or the dredging, excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, pebbles
or rock or more than 10 cubic metres from a watercourse. The proposed amendment application
is therefore for the amendment of the approved civil services layout plan to accommodate the
relocation of the stormwater outlet as proposed.

4.2 Associated Listed Activities
Refer to Site Development Plans in Appendix B.

Current approved listed activities to remain the same:

Activity No(s): | Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies) as sef out in Listing Notice | Describe the portion of the

1 proposed development to
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which the applicable listed
activity relates.

12 The development of— Sections of the roads and
(ii) infrastructure or structures with a physical footprint of 100 square metres service infrastructure will be
or more; located within 32m of a
where such development occurs— watercourse..

(c) if no development setback exists, within 32 metres of a watercourse,
measured from the edge of a watercourse—

19 The infilling or depositing of any material of more than 10 cubic metres into, or | More than 10m® of soil/sand
the dredging, excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, will  be moved and/or
pebbles or rock of more than 10 cubic metres from a watercourse excavated along the banks

of the river for the
development of the
stormwater structures.

Activity No(s): Describe the portion of the
Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies) as set out in Listing Notice | proposed development to
3 which the applicable listed

activity relates.

4 The development of a road wider than 4 metfres with a reserve
less than 13,5 metres.

: The development of roads
(i) Western Cape . . oo

. . . . with a width of 4.5m inside an
(i) Areas zoned for use as public open space or equivalent zoning;

h . area zoned as open space.
(iii) Inside urban areas:

(aa) Areas zoned for conservation use;

Footprint size of the stormwater outlet with rock gabions is 4m x 4m = 16m?; Excavation depth
varies between 300mm for the Reno Matters and 1m to 2m max for the outlet itself.

Therelocation of the stormwater outlet still falls within the 1;100 year floodline area of the Kingna
Rivier butis not located within the watercourse itself, hence it will not lead to the development of
infrastructure with a physical footprint of more than 100 square metres within 32 metres of a
watercourse nor would it lead to the infilling or depositing of any material of more than 10 cubic
metres into, or the dredging, excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, pebbles
or rock or more than 10 cubic metres from a watercourse. The proposed amendment application
is therefore for the amendment of the approved civil services layout plan to accommodate the
relocation of the stormwater outlet as proposed, not for the amendment of approved listed
activities.

5. RECEIVING ENVIRONMENT, IMPACTS ASSESSED AND SPECIALIST INPUTS
5.1 Screening Report
The National Web based Environmental Screening Tool is a geographically based web-enabled
application used to generate a Screening Report referred to in Regulation 16(1)(v) of the EIA

Regulations 2014, as amended.

The Screening Report for the site was generated on 26 May 2026. Refer to the Screening Report
included under Appendix G.
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5.1.1 Environmental Sensitivity

The environmental sensitivities for the proposed development footprint as identified in the
Screening Report, are indicative only and must be verified on site by a suitably qualified person
before the specialist assessments identified in the Screening Report can be confirmed.

Prior to commencing with a specialist assessment, the current use of the land and the potential
environmental sensitivity of the site as identified in the Screening Report must be confirmed by

undertaking a site sensitivity verification.

A detailed motivation and evidence of the land use and environmental sensitivities are provided
in the Site Sensitivity Verification Report (SSVR) attached under Appendix G.

Table 1 provides the environmental sensitivities of the development site identified in the
Screening Report and verified in the SSVR.

Table 1: Environmental sensitivities indicated for the proposed development site.

Theme Screening Report Sensitivity | SSVR Sensitivity Verification
Agriculture Medium Negligible
Animal Species Medium Negligible
Aquatic Biodiversity Very High High
Archaeological and Cultural | Very High Negligible
Heritage

Civil Aviation High Negligible
Defence Low Negligible
Palaeontology Medium Negligible
Plant Species Medium Negligible
Terrestrial Biodiversity Low Negligible

Refer to the SSVR included in Appendix G for the detailed motivation and evidence of the land
use and environmental sensitivities.

5.1.2 Specialist Assessments Identified
The following list of specialist assessments were identified by the Screening Tool Report:

e landscape/Visual Impact Assessment
e Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment
e Palaeontological Impact Assessment
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e  Terrestrial Biodiversity Impact Assessment
e  Aquatic Biodiversity Impact Assessment

e Hydrology Assessment

e  Socio-Economic Impact Assessment

e Plant Species Assessment

e Animal Species Assessment

The EAP considered the sensitivities of the environmental themes as well as the specialists
assessments associated with each theme as highlighted in the Screening Tool Report. Following
the findings and motivation provided in the SSVR (refer to Appendix G) the below Reports and
Assessments were included in this Amendment Process:

e Aquatic Biodiversity impact Assessment in terms of the protocols was conducted and
confirmation for applicability of General Authorisation under the National Water Act
obtained during EA application and BAR process. The Aquatic Biodiversity Impact
Assessment are to be updated/amended to assess potential aquatic impacts of
relocation of stormwater outlet as proposed.

5.2 Protocols

The NEMA protocol provides the criteria for the specialist assessment and minimum report content
requirements for environmental impacts for environmental themes for activities requiring
environmental authorisation. This protocol replaces the requirements of Appendix 6 of the
Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, as amended.

The Screening Report (Appendix G) identified the following protocols to be considered as part of this
assessment:

e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Landscape/Visual.

e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Archaeological and Cultural Heritage.

e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Palaeontology.

e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Terrestrial Biodiversity.

e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Aquatic Biodiversity.

e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Hydrology.
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e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Socio-Economics.

e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Plant Species.

e Protocol for the specialist assessment and minimum report content requirements for
environmental impacts on Animal Species.

The requirements of these protocols were considered and discussed in the SSVR, but none of the
specialist reports were deemed necessary and therefore the protocols are not applicable. Refer to
the reports and assessmentsincludedin this Amendment Report, and the detailed motivation in the
SSVR (Appendix G2).

5.3 Specialist Findings and Recommendations

As per the conclusion and recommendation of the AquaticImpact Assessment for the Relocaiton of
Stormwater Outlet in Mandela Square Informal Settlement, Montagu, Western Cape dated June
2026 done by Delta Ecology (as attached to this report), “The proposed amendment is limited to the
relocation of an already authorised stormwater outlet within the 1:100-year floodline of the Kingna
River and does not alter the approved stormwater catchment, discharge volumes or overall function
of the authorised stormwater management system. The amendment therefore represents a minor
change to the approved development and is not expected to result in any additional significant
operational impacts beyond those previously assessed. With the implementation of the mitigation
measures contained within the approved EA, EMpr and this report, all identified impacts are expected
to remain of Low significance, with no anticipated loss of irreplaceable aquatic resources or long-
term deterioration in the ecological functioning of the Kingna River. The No-Go alternative would
result in the continued disturbance of the existing environment and would not realise the
environmental benefits associated with the formalisation of stormwater infrastructure, the
relocation of informal dwellings from the floodline, or the rehabilitation of disturbed areas adjacent
to the Kingna River. The proposed amendment is therefore considered environmentally acceptable
from an aquatic biodiversity perspective, subject to the implementation of the recommended
mitigation and management measures contained within this report, the approved EA and the EMPr.”

6. ASSESSMENT OF IMPACT RELATED TO THE AMENDED LAYOUT PLAN
6.1 Impact Assessment Methodology

Below is the description of the impact assessment methodology as used in the Aquatic Impact
Assessment for the Relocaiton of Stormwater Outlet in Mandela Square Informal Settlement,
Montagu, Western Cape dated June 2026 done by Delta Ecology (as attached to this report).
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Impact assessment methodologies are based on qualitative ratings of the various factors and
represent a standardised method for presenting a substantiated specialist opinion regarding the
significance of a particular class of impact. Delta Ecology has developed a rapid numerical impact
assessment methodology, applied in this report, that incorporates a range of factors commonly
assessed to which numerical values from 1to 5 are assigned to each rating category. Six primary
factors are used to determine Consequence, and two primary factors are used to determine
Probability. These two secondary factors are used to determine Impact Significance for each
identified impact. Consequence, Probability, and Impact Significance are determined by a set of
formulae which incorporate weightings for each primary and secondary factor.

The weightings for each factor were determined by application of the formulae to over 50 pre-
existing ecological impact assessments. These assessments employed other methodologies and
were accepted by the relevant environmental authorities. These assessments were primarily from
reports drafted by Delta Ecology staff during previous employment but also included unrelated
ecological impact assessments freely available on the internet. The weighting system has therefore
been derived as a means of real-world formula calibration rather than by logic alone. The final
methodology achieves impact significance ratings that are consistently in line with industry
standards.

Key elements of the approach include a detailed description of the nature of the impact and of the
proposed mitigation measures, assessment of each factor for both the "with mitigation” and
“without mitigation” scenarios and includes the provision of a rationale for each rating where
appropriate. The resulting impact significance ratings may be adjusted, if necessary, in accordance
with specialist opinion, given adequate motivation for the deviation from the standard methodology.

The various factors, formulae and weightings are provided in the table below:

The various factors, formulae and weightings are provided in the table below:

Scoring of impacts

Weighting Score Description/Rating
Intensity 4 1 ‘ Very Low [ Non-harmiul
2 Low [ Slightly Harmful
3 Medium [ Harmful
4 High [ Very Harmful
5 Very High | Disastrous

Up to 1 month

1 month to 1 year
One year to 5 years
5 to 20 years

Duration 1

2B I - SV L

Beyond 20 years [ Permanent

Page 12 of 29



Spatial scalefextent 3

Enviro- ZAP Ve

Environmental Consultants ‘s 2

Limited to project site

Limited to local catchment

Multiple local catchments

Limited to quaternary catchment

Regional, National, International

Reversibility 1

=k [k [ =

Passive restoration [ High likelihood of success

[

Low-cost rehabilitation [/ Moderately high
likelihood of success

Moderate cost [ Moderate likelihood of success

High cost [ Low likelihood of success

Very high cost / Very low likelihood of success

Loss of
irreplaceable 1
resources

None

Low

Medium

High

Very High

Cumulative Impact 1

Very Low

Low

Medium

High

G| Wk | =0 [ B ()= |m W

Very High

Frequency of the
activity

Once off activity  less than once in 20 years

5 to 20 years

1to 5 years

Monthly to annually

b [ [ B2 | =

Weekly to Monthly

Likelihood of the
Incident [ Impact 1
oceurring

Highly unlikely

Unlikely

Possible

FN T

Likely

5

Definite

Consequence = (Intensity x 4) + Duration + (Extent x 3) + Reversibility + Loss of Irreplaceable
Resources + Cumulative Impact) /11

Probability = (Frequency + Probability) [ 2 OR = 5 where likelihood is definite

Impact Significance = (Consequence x 8) + (Likelihood x 2) / 10

0-15

1.6-25

26-35 Medium
3.6-45 High

4.5 and above
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6.2 Impact Assessment for the Proposed Amendment

The original EA was granted for the formalisation of the existing Mandela Square Informal
Settlement through the provision of formal municipal services and supportinginfrastructure, rather
than for the establishment of a new residential development. Consequently, the present
amendment does not introduce development into a previously undisturbed environment but
relates solely to the relocation of one authorised stormwater outlet within an already approved
and substantially transformed development area. The overall objectives of the authorised
development remainunchanged and continue to focus on improving stormwater managementand
reducing environmental impacts associated with the existing informal settlement.

The proposed amendment relates to the relocation of one of the four previously authorised
stormwater outlets associated with the formalisation of services andinfrastructure for the Mandela
Square Informal Settlement. The amendment has become necessary because an existinginformal
dwelling, located within the 1:100-year floodline of the Kingna River, could not be relocated after
the occupant declined to move. As a result, the stormwater outlet is proposed to be relocated
approximately 38 m south-east of its originally authorised position. The revised outlet will have a
footprint of approximately 16 m? (4 m x 4 m) and will comprise a rock gabion outlet structure with
associated Reno mattresses.

Although the relocated outlet remains within the 1:100-year floodline, it is situated outside the
delineated watercourse and within an area that has already been significantly transformed by
informal settlement activities, including disturbance, illegal dumping and informal earthworks. No
additional stormwater outlets or other infrastructure are proposed as part of the amendment.

Potential impacts to the watercourses are expected to be localised and largely confined to the
construction phase. Activities associated with the relocation of the stormwater outlet have the
potential to result in temporary disturbance of the Kingna River riparian zone and associated
vegetation, increased sedimentation, reduced water quality, and localised bank instability if not
appropriately managed.

The proposed amendment does not alter the contributing stormwater catchment, anticipated
discharge volumes or the overall function of the approved stormwater management system.
Stormwater from the development is already authorised to discharge to the Kingna River via four
stormwater outlets, and the proposed amendment merely relocates one outlet approximately 38
m from its originally approved position. Consequently, the operational hydrological regime of the
receiving watercourse is expected to remain substantially unchanged. Any localised changes in flow
characteristics at the relocated outlet are expected to be negligible and will be further minimised
through the incorporation of the engineered rock gabion energy dissipation structure. Accordingly,
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no additional significant operationalimpacts relating to flow alteration, erosion or channel stability
are anticipated beyond those previously assessed under the original EA.

The historical non-perennial tributary no longer functions as a natural aquatic ecosystem and has
been classified as Present Ecological State (PES) Category F (critically modified). Given its complete
historical transformation and the absence of any remainingecological or hydrologicalfunction, the
proposed amendment is not expected to result in any measurable additional impacts to this
feature.

With the implementation of the mitigation measures recommended in this report, together with
those contained within the approved Environmental Authorisation and Environmental
Management Programme (EMPr), including the maintenance of a minimum 10 m buffer,
demarcation of the Kingna River and its riparian zone as a No-Go Area, and rehabilitation of all
disturbed areas following construction, no significant long-term impacts to the ecological
functioning or integrity of the Kingna River are anticipated.

Construction Phase Impacts:

Impact 1: Disturbance of Watercourse Habitat

Impact Without Mitigation Impact With Mitigation
Consequence

Intensity of _

2 Low [ Slightly Harmiul 1 Very Low [ Nen-Harmiul
Impact
Duration of

3 One year to 5 years 2 One month to one year
Impact
Extent [ spatial . _ i o ) )

1 Limited to project site 1 Limited to project site
scale of impact

» Low cost [ Moderately high likelihood of Passive restoration [ High likelihood of
Reversibility 2 1
success success

Loss of
irreplaceable 1 None 1 None
resources
Cumulative i

3 Medium 2 Low
Impact

Probability

Frequency of

4 Monthly to annually - Manthly to annually
the Activity
Likelihood of the
Incident | . .

3 Possible 3 Possible
Impact
accurring

Impact Significance
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Consequence 181 | Low | 118 | Very Low
Probability 35 Medium 35 Medium

Impact
Significance

Impact 2: Temporary alteration of local drainage patterns

Impact Without Mitigation Impact With Mitigation
Consequence

Intensity of i

2 Low [ Slightly Harmful 1 Very Low [ Non-Harrmful
Impact
Duration of

3 One year to 5 years 2 One month to one year
Impact
Extent [ spatial
scale of 1 Limited to project site 1 Limited to project site
impact

» Low-cost rehabilitation | Moderately Low-cost rehabilitation | Moderately
Reversibility 2 o 2 o
High likelihood of success High likelihood of success

Loss of
irreplaceable 1 None 1 None
resources
Cumulative

2 Low 2 Low
Impact

Probability

Frequency of

4 Monthly to annually 4 Monthly to annually
the Activity
Likelihood of
the Incident | ) .

3 Possible 2 Unlikely
Impact
occurring

Impact Significance

Consequence 172 Low 1,27 Very Low
Probability 35 Medium 30 Medium
Impact

pa 2.08
Significance
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Impact 3: Increased sedimentation and erosion

Impact Without Mitigation Impact With Mitigation
Consequence

Intensity of i

2 Low [ slightly Harmful 1 Very Low [ Non-Harmful
Impact
Duration of

3 One year to 5 years 2 One month to one year
Impact
Extent [ spatial
scale of 1 Limited to project site 1 Limited to project site
impact

» Low-cost rehabilitation | Moderately Low-cost rehabilitation | Moderately
Reversibility 2 o 2 o
High likelihood of success High likelihood of success

Loss of
irreplaceable 1 None 1 None
resources
Cumulative

2 Low 2 Low
Impact

Probability

Frequency of

4 mMonthly to annually L Monthly to annually
the Activity
Likelihood of
the Incident | ) .

3 Possible 2 Unlikely
Impact

occurring

Impact Significance

Consequence 172 Low 1,27 Very Low
Probability 35 Medium 3.0 Medium
Impact

pa 2.08
Significance
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Impact 4: Water quality impairment

Impact Without Mitigation

Impact With Mitigation

Consequence
Intensity of _
2 Low [ Slightly Harmful 1 Very Low [ Non-Harmiful
Impact
Duration of
3 One year to 5 years 2 One month to one year
Impact
Extent [ spatial o ) . o . )
1 Limited to project site 1 Lirnited to project site
scale of impact
Low-cost rehabilitation | Low-cost rehabilitation [
Reversibility 2 Moderately High likelihcod of 2 Moderately High likelihood of
success success
Loss of
irreplaceable 1 None 1 None
resources
Cumulative
2 Low 2 Low
Impact
Probability
Frequency of the
L Manthly to annually 4 Monthly to annually
Activity
Likelihood of the
Incident | Impact 3 Possible 2 Unlikely
occurring
Impact Significan
Consequence 1.72 Low 127 Very Low
Probability 35 Medium 3.0 Medium
Impact
po 2.08
Significance
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Impact 5: Flow regime [ outlet scour and erosion

Impact Without Mitigation

Impact With Mitigation

Consequence

Intensity of _ )

2 Low [ Slightly Harmiful 2 Low [ Slightly Harmiful
Impact
Duration of

5 Beyond 20 years [ permanent 5 Beyond 20 years [ permanent
Impact
Extent [ spatial
scale of 1 Limited to project site 1 Lirnited to project site
impact

. Moderate cost [ Moderate likelihood Low-cost rehabilitation | Moderately
Reversibility 3 2 .
of success High likelihood of success

Loss of
irreplaceable 1 None 1 None
resources
Cumulative )

3 Medium 2 Low
Impact

Probability

Frequency of

4 Monthly to annually 4 Monthly to annually
the Activity
Likelihood of
the Incident [ _ .

3 Possible 3 Possible
Impact
occurring

Impact Significance

Consequence 2,09 Low 180 Low
Probability 35 Moderate 35 Medium
Impact

pa 2,37
Significance
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Impact 6: Water Quality Impairment

Impact Without Mitigation

Impact With Mitigation

Impact
occurring

Consequence

Intensity of i _

2 Low [ Slightly Harmful 2 Low | Slightly Harmiul
Impact
Duration of

5 Beyond 20 years [ permanent 5 Beyond 20 years [ permanent
Impact
Extent [ spatial
scale of 1 Limited to project site 1 Limited to project site
impact

. Moderate cost [ Moderate likelihood Low-cost rehabilitation [ Moderately
Reversibility 3 2 o
of success High likelihood of success

Loss of
irreplaceable 1 None 1 MNone
resources
Cumulative )

3 Mediurm 2 Low
Impact

Probability

Frequency of

4 Monthly to annually -+ Manthly to annually
the Activity
Likelihood of
the Incident [ ) i

3 Possible 3 Possible

Impact Significance

Consequence 2,09 Low 1,80 Low
Probability 35 Moderate 35 Medium
Impact

po 2,37
Significance
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No-Go Scenario Impacts:

“No Go" Scenario

Under the No-Go scendrio for the proposed amendment, the authorised stormwater outlet would
not be relocated, and the current obstruction caused by the remaining informal dwelling would
X remain unresclved. The broader site would remain in a disturbed condition, with existing impacts
Description associated with informal settlement activities, altered drainage pathways, sediment inputs and
degraded water quality continuing. The No-Go option would therefore provide limited opportunity

for improved stormwater management or rehabilitation of the disturbed flood line area.

Mitigation
Measures
Impact Without Mitigation Impact With Mitigation
Consequence

Intensity of ) )

3 Medium [ Harmiful - Not Applicable
Impact
Duration of )

5 Beyond 20 years [ permanent - Not Applicable
Impact
Extent [ spatial o ) ) )

1 Limited to project site 5 Not Applicable

scale of impact

Moderate cost [ Moderate likelihood of

Reversibility 3 = Mot Applicable
sSUCCEess

Loss of
irreplaceable 1 None - Not Applicable
resources
Cumulative . )

3 Mediurm - Not Applicable
Impact

e
Probability

Frequency of

- mMonthly to annuall - Not Applicable
the Activity 4 Y ila
Likelihood of
the Incident | . .

- Likely - Not Applicable
Impact
occurring

Page 21 of 29



Znviro- zAP

Environmental Consultants

a0

‘

Impact Significance

Consequence 245 Low - Not Applicable
Probability - High - Mot Applicable
Impact .

2,76 Medium - Mot Applicable
Significance

6.3 Advantages and Disadvantages Associated with the Amendment Layout Plan

It is not anticipated that the proposed development has any disadvantages, potential impacts

significance can be mitigated satisfactorily.

The proposed development’s advantages are listed as follows:

e Allowing informal resident to remain on his/her current location by not building the

intended stormwater outlet along its original route.
Relocation of stormwater outlet still to take place within transformed 1:100 year floodline

area as originally planned, however the relocation can be accommodated without making

changes to the approved internal road layout.
Formal stormwater outlet intended to prevent further degradation and erosion within
1:100 year floodline area of the Kingna River and formalise stormwater management within

an informal residential areas.

7. MOTIVATION FOR THE AMENDMENT

The purpose of the civil services layout amendment is to relocate the stormwater outlet due to one of
the informal settlers refusing to relocate their structure currently located within the 1:100 year
floodplain area.

8. NEED AND DESIRABILITY

The need and desirability of the relocation of the stormwater outlet is to formalise stormwater
management within an existinginformal settlement. Thisis required to prevent erosion and damages
caused by stormwater within and around the informal settlement and adjacent Kingna River tributary.
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9. CHANGES TO THE ENVIROMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAMME (EMPr) AND MITIGATION
MEASURES

No changes to the approved EMPr are required or recommended as mitigation measures to prevent (or
where prevention is not possible) and limit impacts associated with the construction of stormwater
outlets within the 1:100 year floodline area of the Kingna River as proposed within the approved EMPr
should continue to be implemented.

The mitigation measures as per the Aquatic Impact Assessment conducted for the relocation of the
stormwater outlet and listed below should be implemented as an appendix to the existing EMPr
requirements:

e The Kingna River andits riparian zone shall be clearly demarcated on site as a No-Go Area prior
to the commencement of construction. Access shall be limited strictly to the approved
stormwater outlet works and associated rehabilitation activities (as applicable).

e A minimum 10 m buffer shall be maintained between the Kingna River and all non-essential
construction activities, including material stockpiling, equipment storage, batching, refuelling,
vehicle parking, laydown areas and waste storage.

e Construction activities shall be confined to the approved development footprint, and
unnecessary disturbance of riparian vegetation shall be avoided.

e Appropriate erosion and sediment control measures shall be implemented throughout
construction to prevent sediment-laden runoff from entering the Kingna River.

e No construction waste, spoil material, concrete wash water, hydrocarbons or hazardous
substances shall be discharged into or stored within the riparian zone or areas where they may
enter the watercourse.

e Any disturbed riverbanks or adjacent areas shall be stabilised immediately following
construction and rehabilitated to promote the natural re-establishment of indigenous riparian
vegetation.

e The relocated stormwater outlet shall be maintained in accordance with the approved
engineering design to ensure that stormwater is discharged in a controlled manner without
increasing flow velocities or causing localised erosion.

e The rock gabion outlet structure and Reno mattresses shall be inspected on a routine basis,
particularly following major rainfall events, to ensure their structural integrity is maintained and
that no scour, undercutting or displacement has occurred.

e Should evidence of bank erosion, scour, sediment deposition or instability be observed at or
downstream of the outlet, appropriate remedial measures shall be implemented promptly. Such
measures may include the repair or extension of energy dissipation structures, bank stabilisation
or revegetation using indigenous riparian vegetation.
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e Stormwaterinfrastructure shallbe maintained free of debris and blockages to ensure that flows
are conveyed as designed and do not result in uncontrolled overtopping or diversion of
stormwater into adjacent riparian areas.

e Theriparian vegetation surrounding the outlet shall be retained as far as practicable, with any
damaged areas rehabilitated using indigenous species to maintain bank stability and minimise
erosion.

e Noadditional stormwater outlets or modifications to the approved stormwater drainage system
shall be undertaken without the necessary environmental authorisation and specialist review,
where required.

e Routine municipal maintenance activities shall avoid unnecessary disturbance to the Kingna
River and its riparian zone, with vehicle access restricted to existing access routes where
practicable.

Provided that the stormwater outletis maintainedin accordance with the approved engineering design
and the above operational management measures are implemented, the relocated outlet is not
expected to result in any measurable long-term changes to the hydrological functioning, channel
stability or ecological integrity of the Kingna River.

Implementation of these mitigation measures, together with the requirements of the approved EA and
EMPr, is expected to ensure that impacts associated with the relocated stormwater outlet remain
localised, temporary and of low significance, with no measurable long-term deterioration in the
ecological functioning or integrity of the Kingna River.

10. ASSUMPTIONS, UNCERTAINTIES AND GAPS IN KNOWLEDGE
The following assumptions are made by the EAP:

e All mitigation, management, and monitoring measures prescribed in this report and the existing
approved EMPr will be implemented by the applicant. Much of the long-term success lies in the
effective implementation of the measures prescribed in the EMP, especially relatingto ongoing
maintenance and monitoring of services infrastructure. The management and implementation
of these mitigation measures must be monitored and managed correctly to ensure that all
mitigation measures identified are adhered to.

At this stage there are no identified gaps in knowledge within this report.
11. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

As stated by the EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended), public participation is an imperative procedure
where Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) and relevant organs of state are provided all information
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that has ‘reasonable’ or may potentially ‘influence’ any decision with regards to the proposed
development. The public participation process (PPP) provides an opportunity for I&APs and organs of
state to comment on the reports and plans prior to submission of an application to the competent
authority for decision-making.

The PPP set out in this plan complies with the requirements set out in Regulation 41 of the NEMA EIA
Regulations, 2014.

11.1 Public Participation Process to be Followed

1. Giving notice to all potential interested and affected parties (Reg 41(2) EIA Regulations, 2014
as amended)

e Fixing a notice board at the proposed development site

A notice board will be placed at the proposed development site, or as close as possible to the
proposed development site (proposed developmentsite is located within 1:100 year floodline area
so notice board must be placed outside of 1:100 year floodline area, but as close as possible to
proposed development site.)

e Giving written notice to the landowner and directly adjacent neighbours

Where postal or email addresses are available for relevant informal settlement occupants and
adjacent landowners postal or email notices will be sent. Where postal oremail addresses are not
available forinformal settlementoccupants’ notices will be delivered by hand and signature will be
requested as proof of receipt. Hard copy of the amendment impact assessment report will also be
made available at the local municipal offices or community library (whicheveris the closest or most
accessible).

e Placing an advertisement in at least one local newspaper

A notice will be placed in the local newspaper the Breederivier Gazette.

2. Register of interested and affected parties (Reg 42 EIA Regulations, 2014 as amended)
Details of all registered 1&APs, organs of state and key departments as set out in the Regulations
provided in the PPP document to be submitted with the final amendment impact assessment
report.

In accordance with Sections 11 and 18 of POPI Act, 2013 (Act No.14 of 2013): The personal
information and comments provided will beincluded in final amendment impact assessment report
to be submitted to the Competent Authority to enable informed decision-making. Also registered
I&APs personal information will be made availableto an appellantin the case of anappeal,and an
applicant/EAP/independent person for purposes of being informed and given access to an audit
report. This information may be made available in terms of section 11(1)(c) and 11(1)(d) of the
POPIA, without requiring consent.
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3. Registered interested and affected parties entitled to comment on reports and plans (Reg 43
EIA Regulations, 2014 as amended)

Availability of the Draft Amendment Impact Assessment Report for comment:
A number of methods would be required to be undertaken to ensure that the Draft Amendment
Impact Assessment Report is accessible by ALL organs of state, key departments and registered
I&APs for a 30-day commenting period. As far as possible electronic notifications of the availability
of the reports will be used. The proposed methods have been set out below:

e Draft Amendment Impact Assessment Report available to download from EAP website

o All organs of state, key departments and registered 1&APs which have the capacity to receive
emails will be notified via email of the availability of the report for download from the EAP’s
website.

o Organs of state, key departments and registered I&APs for which only a postal address has
been provided will be notified via registered mail of the availability of the report for download
from the EAP’s website.

o Registered I&APs for which only a contact number has been provided will be notified via sms
or phone call of the availability of the report for download from the EAP’s website.

e Hard copies / CD copies

o Organs of state and key departments which require hard copies or CD copies will be sent the
required version of the report via registered mail, if requested.

o Ahard copy of the report will also be placed at the local library or municipal offices whichever
is the closes or most accessible for review and a “Comments Register” will be available with
this hard copy for community members to write in any comments/questions they might have
onthereport which will be collected at the end of the 30 day commenting period and included
in the comments and response report of the final report. The availability of the hard copy will
be confirmed in the notices to be provided as described under point 1 above.

e Access to disadvantaged individuals

o As previously stated a hard copy of the report will be made available at the local library or

municipal offices closest or most accessible to the site.

Methods used to notify each organ of state, key department and registered I&AP as well as proof
thereof will be recorded and included as part of the final report submitted for decision.

4. Comments of interested and affected parties to be recorded in reports and plans (Reg 44 EIA
Regulations, 2014 as amended)
The comments and responses report in accordance with the requirements of the Regulations will

be included as part of the final report to be submitted to the decision-making authority.

5. Workshop with Key Role players
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No public participation meetings are expected to be held/required.

6. Submission of the report to the decision-making authority case officer

Reports will be submitted via email to the case officer, with attached pdf versions of thereport or,
if too large to attach to an email, to be made available via an electronic link provided in the email
that is accessible by the Directorate. The Directorate may require that a hard copy of the reports
also be submitted to the Department by a certain date, but this will be confirmed by the
Department accordingly.

All proof of having conducted the Public Participation Process in terms of Chapter 6 of the
Environmental Impact Assessment (“EIA”) Regulations, 2014 (as amended) will be supplied to the
decision making authority (the Department) as part of the final report.

12. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The EA Ref: 16/3/3/1/B1/11/1065/24 for the formalisation of services and infrastructure for the
Mandela Square informal settlement area on the remainder of erf no. 1 and the remainder of erf no.
937, Montagu wasissued 21 May 2025. The holder of the EA was authorised to undertake the following
alternative as per the listed activities authorised:

The development will entail the installation of roads and service infrastructure (water, sewer,
stormwater pipelines, stormwater discharge points and ablution facilities) for the Mandela Square
informal settlement on the Remainder of Erf No. 1 and the Remainder of Erf No. 937, Montagu. The
infrastructure will be developed within, and within 32m of a watercourse. In addition, temporary
informal structures that are located within the 1:100year floodline of the river will be removed and a
fence will be erected to demarcate the 1:100 year floodline. The development will have a footprint of
approximately 3.6ha.

The purpose of this Part 2 amendment applicationis to amend the services layout plan to relocate one
of the stormwater outlets which is situated withinthe 1:100 year floodline area of the Kingna Rivier due
to an informal resident refusing to relocate his structure so that the stormwater outlet can be

constructed at its original planned location.

The relevant stormwater outlet is to be moved 38 metres south-east of its original planned location
within the 1:100 year floodline area of the Kingna River (original location as part of approved layout
was also within the 1:100 year floodplain area of the Kingna Rivier).

The relocation of the stormwater outlet still falls within the 1;100 year floodline area of the Kingna

Rivier but is not located within the watercourse itself, hence it will not lead to the development of
infrastructure with a physical footprint of more than 100 square metres within 32 metres of a
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watercourse nor would it lead to the infilling or depositing of any material of more than 10 cubic metres
into, or the dredging, excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, pebbles or rock or
more than 10 cubic metres from a watercourse. The proposed amendment application is therefore
for the amendment of the approved civil services layout plan to accommodate the relocation of the
stormwater outlet as proposed, not for the amendment of approved listed activities.

The appointed specialist has assessed the impacts of the proposed development and determined the
impacts to be minimal.

Furthermore, a Public Participation Process will be conducted, allowing Interested and Affected Parties
to register and comment on the Amendment. All comments received on the draft Amendment Report
were addressed by the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) and the project team in a
dedicated Comments and Response Report, to be made available under Appendix F.

In conclusion, a Part 2 amendment application is required under Regulation 31 of the EIA Regulations,
2014 (as amended). This is because the proposed amendment will change the scope of the valid EA.
However, it is important to note that the changes themselves do not constitute a listed activity.

LIST OF APPENDICES ATTACHED TO THIS REPORT

Appendix A | Locality Maps and Site Photographs

Appendix Al: Locality Maps

Appendix A2: Site Photographs

Appendix B | Site Development Plans

Appendix B1: Approved Site Development Plans

Appendix B2: Proposed Amended Services Development Plan

Appendix C Existing Approvals

Appendix C1: Environmental Authorisation

Appendix C2: General Authorisation (Water Use)

Appendix D | Specialist Aquatic Impact Assessment and Risk Matrix

Appendix E Environmental Management Programme

Appendix F Public Participation Process Plan

Appendix G | Other Information

Appendix G1: DEA Screening and Site Sensitivity Verification Report

Appendix G2: Curriculum Vitae of the EAP
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EAP DECLARATION

DECLARATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PRACTITIONER (“EAP”)

| Johmandie Pienaar , EAP Registration number 2020/2326. as the appointed EAP hereby declare/affirm the
correctness of the:

e Information provided in this BAR and any other documents/reports submitted in support of this BAR;

e The inclusion of comments and inputs from stakeholders and I&APs;

e The inclusion of inputs and recommendations from the specialist reports where relevant; and

e Any information provided by the EAP to interested and affected parties and any responses by the EAP to
comments or inputs made by interested and affected parties, and that:

e Interms of the general requirement to be independent:

o otherthan fair remuneration for work performed in terms of this application, have no business, financial,
personal or other interest in the activity or application and that there are no circumstances that may
compromise my objectivity; or

o am not independent, but another EAP that meets the general requirements set out in Regulation 13 of
NEMA EIA Regulations has been appointed to review my work (Note: a declaration by the review EAP
must be submitted);

e In terms of the remainder of the general requirements for an EAP, am fully aware of and meet all of the
requirements and that failure to comply with any the requirements may result in disqualification;

e | have disclosed, to the Applicant, the specialist (if any), the Competent Authority and registered interested
and affected parties, all material information that have or may have the potential to influence the decision of
the Competent Authority or the objectivity of any report, plan or document prepared or to be prepared as
part of this application;

e | have ensured that information containing all relevant facts in respect of the application was distributed or
was made available to registered interested and affected parties and that participation will be facilitated in
such a manner that all interested and affected parties were provided with a reasonable opportunity to
participate and to provide comments;

e | have ensured that the comments of all interested and affected parties were considered, recorded,
responded to and submitted to the Competent Authority in respect of this application;

e | have ensured the inclusion of inputs and recommendations from the specialist reports in respect of the
application, where relevant;

e | have kept aregister of allinterested and affected parties that participated in the public participation process;
and

e | am aware that a false declaration is an offence in terms of Regulation 48 of the NEMA EIA Regulations;

AN \)

\ ‘rfy

\; 1 July 2026
Signature of the EAP: Date:
Enviro-EAP

Name of company (if applicable):
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