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Barbara Seele          20 July 2020 

 

Notes on Second addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Assessment Report: March 2020 

 

Executive summary: pages i – ii 

- Paragraph 1, sentence 1: I suggest replacing “undeveloped” with “one of the only remaining 

free-flowing rivers in South Africa”, as this more accurately reflects the ecological and 

environmental status of the river. This should be emphasized much more in the report.  

- The summary does not reflect the fact that Layout Alternative B would still have a negative 

impact on Blue Swallows, particularly, on their nesting sites and in terms of disturbance. 

- Paragraph 4: please could you add that the proposed or suggested Alternative B would still 

include the development of a tunnel under a Nature Reserve and directly under a number of 

potential Blue Swallow nesting sites on Trewirgie Nature Reserve.  

- The summary does not reflect the high risk of failure of the proposed biodiversity offset 

programme. 

 

1. Purpose of the document 

- Pg. 1, paragraph 4: I suggest replacing the last sentence with “The alternative layout 

excludes the proposed balancing dam, which is the principal source of significant impacts to 

Blue Swallow, but still includes the tunnel section, which has impacts on potential Blue 

Swallow nesting sites, both on Trewirgie Nature Reserve and Baynesfield Estate”, as this 

more accurately reflects and summarises the impacts of Alternative layout B.  

 

2. Project background and overview 

- Pg. 4: I&APs should also be informed of these details, as they could have important 

environmental implications. 

 

4. Overview of the EIA process 

- 4.2.2. Pg. 9. Table A: A1-A3 Second Addendum: please include “Alternative B still includes 

the tunnel section, which has impacts on potential Blue Swallow nesting sites and therefore 

on the breeding success of this critically endangered species.” 

- 4.2.3 Pg. 13 Table B: B5 As an I&AP, directly affected landowner, and Blue Swallow steward, I 

request that all I&APs see proof of a Catchment Management Plan, as the reasons for this 

being deemed unnecessary are not clear. Having a Catchment Management Plan is of 

utmost importance to prevent siltation, and ultimate failure of the proposed dam.  

 

6. uMWP-1 Layout options 

- Fig. 4, pg. 17: Please could you add the servitude area to the map indicating the extent of 

the servitude. There is a need for more details on the servitude, a point that was raised 

previously but has not been addressed. 

 

8. Layout Alternative B 



- 8.3.3.1 Pg. 38 Tunnel corridor 

As a directly affected landowner, I request that a full EIA be done for each specific tunnel 

route option and not for a corridor, as there are many different environmental impacts of 

the various tunnel routes, especially in terms of potential Blue Swallow nesting sites, 

disturbance to Blue Swallows, and associated servitudes. 

 

- 8.3.3.2 Pg. 39 Although one environmental condition is “avoiding encroachment into 

Trewirgie Nature Reserve” – the proposed tunnel corridor and associated servitude goes 

directly through/under Trewirgie Nature Reserve. Please clarify and add the necessary 

details and implications to the executive summary and general conclusions.  

- Further, as landowners who rely on groundwater for the livelihoods of over 150 families, on 

behalf of the Seele family, I request a detailed explanation of how groundwater will be 

protected during excavations, as mentioned in this section.  

 

9. Updated specialist studies 

-  9.2.2 As mentioned “In order to conserve this threatened species, habitat transformation 

(excluding rehabilitation) should not be allowed within an absolute minimum of 1.5 km 

radius of a Blue Swallow nest”, therefore a buffer of 4 km be used rather than the 1500 m 

currently used in the study, as we are dealing with a critically endangered species and should 

err on the side of caution. Any mistakes in management of mitigations (which happens easily 

given the nature and complexity, as well as human error, associated with a project of this 

magnitude) could lead the local extinction of this species.  

- 9.2.3 Tunnel: no mention is made of the tunnel corridor going through Trewirgie Nature 

Reserve and under Blue Swallow breeding habitat and potential nesting sites. On behalf of 

the Seele family I request that this important information be added to the entire document, 

including the summary and conclusion sections. 

- 9.3 Does the floral assessment also pertain to the servitude that is proposed above the 

tunnel? Please clarify. 

- 9.3.4 Summary results of the Faunal Assessment (Pg. 60) state that “Due to the location of 

some of the spoil sites, the threat to Hirundo atrocaerulea (Blue Swallow, CE) due to a loss of 

foraging grounds cannot be overlooked. The loss of grasslands and wetland areas may result 

in a decreased foraging area for this species, and as such, it is imperative that footprint sizes 

are kept as small as possible.” I ask that this important information be highlighted in the 

executive summary as well as the conclusion of the report.  

- 9.4.9 The following key risks of the Biodiversity Offset and Compensation Initiative are 

extremely important (especially the bold sections), and should be mentioned the in the 

executive summary and conclusion of the report: 

❖ Very little is known about the three (3) key faunal species of concern (Blue Swallow, 

Pennington’s Protea Butterfly, Keeled Riverine Millipede). Thus, the compensation initiatives 

around them have a significant possibility of being unsuccessful and therefore the 

Biodiversity Offset and Compensation Initiative could be regarded as a failure;  

- ❖ Many of the land portions in the four (4) Target Recipient Sites are subject to land claims 

and therefore there is significant risk that any implemented biodiversity offsets could be 

nullified if land is transferred to claimants who are not sensitive to conservation initiatives. In 



future engagements with the DRDLR it is hoped that the legal status pertaining to such 

Stewardship Programmes should land be transferred to claimants can be clarified. 

- 9.4.15 The summary does not reflect the high risk of failure of the biodiversity offset plan. 

Furthermore, it does not mention the environmental impacts of the proposed tunnel 

corridor.  

- 9.5.3 Table Q: Although it was found that mitigation measures were not technically viable, it 

was concluded that there was a low potential for noise impact. This is puzzling and should be 

changed to moderate or high, as it is clear, from the table, that there will be a direct noise 

impact on potential Blue swallow nesting sites within 1500 m and within the 4 km buffer 

area. This will have a direct impact on Blue Swallow breeding behaviour. 

- 9.6.1 Overview of vibration impact assessment 

Will blasting take place for shafts and air vents? If so, these need to be mentioned, as they 

will occur close to Blue Swallow breeding grounds. No feedback has  been given on the 

comments made on Addendum 1. This is crucial information which informs Addendum 2. 

- “Undertaking tunneling and blasting activities during the migration period of the Blue 

Swallows (insert: April – September). It is recommended that this restriction on the tunneling 

and blasting activities remain valid for construction of the new layout (Layout Alternative B)”.  

Please can you add that the head engineer stated that this is not feasible. 

- 12.4.2 The review period needs to be adjusted 

 

General:  

- A hydropower plant associated with Smithfield dam is mentioned in the report. Have the 

necessary environmental impact assessments been done for this? 

 

- The findings and results from Addendum 1’s comments were not communicated to the 

I&AP’s, making it difficult to comment fully on Addendum 2. Therefore comments from 

I&APs on Addendum  2 are incomplete.  

 

- The surface and sub-surface impacts of the tunnel on groundwater and Blue Swallow nests 

have not been investigated enough. Trewirgie Farm employs over 150 people, and depends 

solely on groundwater for the production of timber. The risk of the construction of a tunnel 

on groundwater that this community relies on have not been taken into consideration.  
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Donavan Henning

From: Barbara Seele <barbaraseele@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 3:45 PM

To: Donavan Henning

Cc: maria

Subject: Re: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second 

Addendum to EIAR

Attachments: Declaration gazette notice.pdf

Hi Donovan,  
 
I'd like to register for Maria (mariaseele@gmail.com). Please also note the change of address for 
Carl Seele (carl@trewirgietimber.co.za).  
 
I have attached a copy of the Gazette notice pertaining to Trewirgie Nature Reserve.  
 
Regards,  
Barbara 
 

On Fri, 17 Jul 2020 at 09:37, Donavan Henning <DonavanH@nemai.co.za> wrote: 

 

Dear All 

  

The notification to Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) below refers. 

  

It was initially requested in the notification that I&APs that have an interest in attending a public meeting will need 

to inform Nemai Consulting in writing by 14 July 2020.  

  

We are intending to schedule a public meeting for 22 July 2020.  Due to the COVID-19 lockdown restrictions 

regarding public gatherings, the meeting will be held via a virtual platform using MS Teams.  

  

Please send us an email by 5pm on Monday, 20 July 2020, if you would like to partake in the virtual meeting. Only 

pre-registered parties will receive an invitation thereafter to the public meeting via email, containing the link to join 

the meeting. 

  

Note that if you have already sent us an email expressing interest then you are already registered, and you don’t 

need to send another email.  

  

Regards 
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Donavan Henning

From: Donavan Henning

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 7:15 AM

To: 'Brett Smart'; ns@edelnet.co.za

Cc: 'Lisbeth Plotz'; 'Guy Watchurst'; Eric Cornhill; Gail Cornhill (gail@spottedowl.co.za)

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second 

Addendum to EIAR

Attachments: 10492-20200129-Layout Alt B_compressed.pdf

Dear Brett 

 

Thank you for your email. 

 

Please find attached a map of the proposed footprint for the uMkhomazi Water Project Phase 1 (uMWP-1): Raw 

Water Component. We compressed the map to make it small enough to email. Please let us know if a higher 

resolution map is needed. 

 

The electronic copy of the Draft Second Addendum can be downloaded from the following website: 

https://nemai.co.za/environmental/downloadable-documents/. The report also contains more detailed maps. 

 

Regards 

Donavan Henning 

  

Nemai Consulting  

Tel : +27 11 781 1730  

Fax : +27 11 781 1731  

Mobile : +27 82 891 0604 

Email : donavanh@nemai.co.za  

Address : 147 Bram Fischer Drive Ferndale, 2194, South Africa 

Postal Address : PO Box 1673, Sunninghill, 2157 
 

 
 

 

From: Brett Smart <Brett.Smart@jonsson.co.za>  

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 11:59 AM 

To: ns@edelnet.co.za; Donavan Henning <DonavanH@nemai.co.za> 

Cc: 'Lisbeth Plotz' <liz@lowrance.co.za>; 'Guy Watchurst' <gwatchurst@gmail.com>; Eric Cornhill 

<eric@erixpix.co.za>; Gail Cornhill (gail@spottedowl.co.za) <gail@spottedowl.co.za> 

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

 

Dear Corinne & Donavan 

  
I am a member of Ingomankulu Properties CC and did not receive the first draft. Please could you please send it me. 
I am sure there are drawings showing the project area.  
I have copied in the other managing members as some of them are not aware of this project. 
  
Regards 
Brett 
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BRETT SMART 
JONSSON WORKWEAR (Pty) Ltd 
Dir: +27 31 314 4200 | Mob: +27 83 457 9669  
Tel: +27 31 314 4000 
892 Umgeni Road, Durban, 4001, South Africa 
P.O. Box 1144, Durban, 4000, South Africa 
www.jonssonworkwear.com 

  

From: Corinne Thompson [mailto: ns@edelnet.co.zthompsoa]  

Sent: 17 July 2020 11:23 AM 
To: 360 Farming Partnership; A Buthelezi; Adrian Fourie; Afton Waters; Aloerock Estate (Pty) Ltd; B Gurney; B 

Newlands; Baynesfield Factory (Pty) Ltd; Brasfort Park Farming; Desaingar Farm Fresh Produce; Dr M H Lowry; Early 
Bird Farm - Camperdown; Edwin Nigel Mapstone Trust; Evangrass; Fyvie Estates Trading Trust; G Gurney; H E H 

Farming CC; Hampton Valley (Pty) Ltd; Ingomankulu Manor; Ingomankulu Properties CC; J L Crookes & Son; J Lowry 

; JA Paulo & Sons CC; Jasper Smith; Joseph Baynes Estate; Kalafatis Farming (Pty) Ltd; Kareem and Rahmah Trust; 
Killarney Sugar Enterprises CC; Leeupoort Farm CC; Lesley Mapstone; Lezmin 1653 CC ; Little Diamond Farming; 

Loujean Farm; M E Ngidi; MAMs Family Trust; Mkhuzane Provisional Communal Association; Muskrat Trading CC; 
Myles van Deventer; Nkumbuleni Community Trust-Sugar ; P L N Rolland; Pro Pig Develeopment ; Quantum Leap 

Investments 224 (Pty) Ltd; R Rambally; Singz & Singz Auctioneers; Siyathuthuka Farms P/L; Tala Game Reserve ; 

Tegwaans Nest Farm; The Falls; The Roseveare Trust; Tongaat Hulett; Vanroy Estates CC  
Cc: Andrew Bruce; Monique Roux(Myles); Peter Odell; Pravitha Jairam ; Roger Thompson 

Subject: FW: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

  

Dear Irrigators, 

  

Below please find an email from Nemai Consulting regarding the public meeting for Interested & Affected 

Parties in respect of the proposed uMkhomazi Water Project. 

  

Regards 

  

Corinne Thompson 

SECRETARY 

For Upper Mlazi Water User Association 

  

Tel: 083 271 3142 

Fax: 0867 417 214 

  

  

  

From: Donavan Henning [mailto:DonavanH@nemai.co.za]  
Sent: Friday, 17 July 2020 9:39 AM 

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

  

  

Dear All 

  

The notification to Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) below refers. 

  

It was initially requested in the notification that I&APs that have an interest in attending a public meeting will need 

to inform Nemai Consulting in writing by 14 July 2020.  

  

We are intending to schedule a public meeting for 22 July 2020.  Due to the COVID-19 lockdown restrictions 

regarding public gatherings, the meeting will be held via a virtual platform using MS Teams.  
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Policy & Advocacy Programme 

BirdLife South Africa 
advocacy@birdlife.org.za 

 
6 August 2020 

Nemai Consulting 
147 Bram Fischer Drive  
Ferndale 
2194  

 
Attention: Donavan Henning  
Email: donavanh@nemai.co.za  
 

Dear Mr Henning, 

COMMENTS: DRAFT SECOND ADDENDUM TO THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT (EIA) REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED UMKHOMAZI WATER PROJECT PHASE 1 – RAW 
WATER COMPONENT  

DEFF REFs: 14/12/16/3/3/3/94; 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/1; 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/2  

BirdLife South Africa recognises the need for economic development and water security, and the 
importance of the uMkhomazi Water Project. As we have expressed previously, we are, however, 
concerned about this project’s impact on sensitive species and ecosystems. We are pleased to 
learn that the concerns expressed by ourselves and other stakeholders have resulted in the 
consideration of an alternative project layout. With regard to the layout alternatives presented 
in the Draft Second Addendum to the final EIA report, BirdLife South Africa does not support 
Layout Alternative A, which is fatally flawed as a result of its impacts on habitat of the Critically 
Endangered Blue Swallow, Hirundo atrocaerulea. Should this project be authorised to proceed, 
we therefore strongly urge that the authorisation be limited to Layout Alternative B.  
 
We note that the consideration of Layout Alternative B has resulted in various adjustments to the 
project’s proposed mitigation measures and offsets, and we provide comment on these below 
with particular reference to Blue Swallows and other avifauna.  
 
Appendices C4-C6 – Noise, Vibration, and Avifaunal Impact Assessments 

We note the Draft Second Addendum’s assessment of noise and vibration impacts on Blue 
Swallows and the mitigation measures that have been proposed to address these. We are 
supportive of these proposals and their inclusion in the project’s updated Environmental 
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Management Programme. If the project is authorised, the recommended mitigation measures 
(especially the recommendation that blasting at the tunnel outlet only occur when Blue 
Swallows are away on migration (April – end August)) should additionally be expressed as 
conditions of the Record of Decision.  

While supporting the mitigation measures that have been identified in respect of Blue Swallows 
specifically, BirdLife South Africa is concerned that impacts on other threatened avifauna have 
not been comprehensively assessed. This is especially problematic for those species (such as the 
Critically Endangered Wattled Crane, Bugeranus carunculatus) which remain present while Blue 
Swallows are away on migration, and which may therefore continue to be impacted by noise or 
vibration during this period. The potential for such impacts should be assessed, and appropriate 
mitigation measures identified. 

Appendix C3 – Biodiversity Offset and Compensation Study and Implementation Plan  

1. Manner of Securing Offsets 

• We are deeply concerned that landowner engagement regarding potential offsets 
occurred without input from Biodiversity Stewardship implementation specialists (such 
as Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife or NGOs such as Conservation Outcomes). Although the 
Landowner Engagement Report provides an overview of written and telephonic 
communication with landowners, it is not clear from this report that landowners were 
provided with comprehensive information on the Stewardship options available to them, 
how the Stewardship mechanism works, or the legal obligations associated with 
Stewardship. Landowner engagements are highly sensitive, and the provision of 
incomplete or misleading information at the outset has a strong potential to negatively 
impact subsequent negotiations. We therefore request that the Landowner 
Engagement Report be elaborated to include a more detailed account of the 
Stewardship information with which landowners were provided, including what 
information was provided on the potential for land being declared as protected areas and 
the implications of such declaration. If any landowner engagement has occurred 
subsequent to the report’s preparation in July 2018, we also request that details of such 
engagement be provided. 

 

• BirdLife South Africa holds the view that the proposed offsets should be secured through 
the declaration of offset sites as either Nature Reserves or Protected Environments, and 
the preparation and approval of associated management plans, in terms of the National 
Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act 2003 (NEMPAA). We are in favour of 
Biodiversity Stewardship as the most cost effective (albeit not the only) avenue for 
achieving this objective. Page 200 of the Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan states 
that many of the offset site landowners are likely to opt for protected area designation. 
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However, the basis for this assertion is unclear, since both the Land Owner Engagement 
Report and the Comments and Responses Report suggest that landowner discussions 
have rather focused on the introduction of conservation servitudes, and that several 
landowners have indicated that they are only prepared to agree to offsets if this will not 
impede current or future commercial activities. While certain commercial land uses (such 
as grazing) may be compatible with conservation, it is essential that these are managed 
in a manner that is consistent with the offset’s objectives and that these area’s protection 
and management be secured in perpetuity.  We therefore urge that, if the project is 
authorised, this be conditional upon the offset sites being secured as protected areas 
under NEMPAA.  

 

• We note that the Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan relies heavily on the model 
used for Spring Grove Dam. We note further, however, that the conditions subject to 
which that project was authorised have not resulted in offsets being secured 
expeditiously. We therefore urge that, if the project is authorised, this be conditional 
upon offsets being secured before construction of the dam and associated 
infrastructure commences.   

 
2. Issues Pertaining to the Calculation and Management of Offset and Compensation Funds 

 

• We appreciate that Tables 45 and 51 of the Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan 
provide a breakdown of the budget cost estimates for implementing offsets. The 
activities listed in these budgets relate primarily to the management of offset sites and 
no mention is made of the costs associated with sites’ initial declaration as protected 
areas. Please could you confirm whether the latter were factored into the ‘preliminary’ 
costs to which these budgets refer. 
 

• The Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan proposes a figure of roughly R13 million for 
the Blue Swallow Compensation Initiative. However, no explanation has been provided 
as to how this figure was determined and why it is considered an appropriate sum to 
compensate the loss of Blue Swallow habitat. As framed in the plan, the compensation 
figure appears simply to have been set as an arbitrary percentage of the project’s capital 
expenditure rather than being based on a reasoned assessment of appropriate 
compensation measures. We request that this aspect of the plan be elaborated to 
describe the basis on which the amount of compensation was determined. (Note 
further that Table 40 of the plan appears to contain an error, insofar as the compensation 
it identifies for Blue Swallows is inconsistent with the figure stated elsewhere.) 
 

• While BirdLife South Africa supports the proposal that compensation measures include 
Blue Swallow monitoring efforts, we question whether the funds budgeted for the 
Community Swallow Monitoring Initiative are sufficient. Blue Swallow monitoring is a 
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specialised and difficult endeavour, and previous attempts at community monitoring 
have been unsuccessful. For a Community Swallow Monitoring Initiative to be effective, 
community members would need to receive considerable training and oversight would 
be essential to ensure adequate monitoring, reporting, recording of data etc.  The 
Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan does not specify which areas would be 
encompassed by such an Initiative. However, we estimate that the costs associated with 
Baynesfield area alone would be in the region of R150,000 annually (calculated to include 
R18,000 salary costs per month for six months of the year, travel costs for 1,000 
kilometres per month at R4 per kilometre, and equipment costs – with good quality 
binoculars being a minimum). This amount would, of course, rise annually with inflation 
and is considerably higher than the R17,500 per year currently budgeted.  

 

• The Biodiversity Offset and Compensation Study identifies the potential 
“[m]ismanagement of funds and wasteful expenditure by the target offset site 
management leading to no net gain or improvement in biodiversity” as a key risk. BirdLife 
South Africa continues to hold the view that this risk could be managed effectively 
through the establishment of an independent Trust for housing and distributing offset 
and compensation monies, and that such a mechanism would be far more appropriate 
than designating a government or parastatal entity as implementing agent. We do not 
feel that this option has received adequate consideration in the Biodiversity Offset 
Implementation Plan or that the Comments and Responses Report has provided a 
sufficiently robust argument against its use. Firstly, it is unclear why the Trans-Caledon 
Tunnel Authority’s (TCTA’s) objection to this approach (page 6 of the Comments and 
Responses Report) holds any relevance. While the TCTA would be the implementing agent 
for the development, nothing in the Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan suggests that 
it should also be the implementing agent for the project’s offsets. Rather, pages 148-149 
of this plan emphasise the importance of offsets’ implementation being overseen by an 
entity with conservation expertise. Secondly, we do not read the Public Finance 
Management Act 1999 as prohibiting the Department of Water and Sanitation from 
establishing, or transferring payments to, a Trust, provided that it does so in accordance 
with the Act’s provisions.  
 

• Should the establishment of a Trust not prove feasible, we agree with the statement on 
page 148 of the Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan that it will be essential for the 
offset implementing agent(s) to ringfence the funds received “explicitly for specific 
offset actions or tasks within appropriate financial vehicles and systems, so that their 
expenditure can be clearly traced and audited”. We also agree with the requirement 
that such audits be performed annually (page 164). 

 

• Page 148 of the Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan states that offset costs must be 
included in the project’s capital budget “and/or” be transferred to water users by means 
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of a water tariff during the project’s operational phase. The plan should be more 
definitive regarding which of these approaches are to be taken.  BirdLife South Africa 
holds the view that the payment of offset and compensation costs should be required 
to occur before construction commences.   

3. Issues Pertaining to Rehabilitation and Catchment Management 

• Page 191 of the Biodiversity Offset Implementation Plan suggests that it may be feasible 

to ultimately rehabilitate the proposed spoil sites so as reinstate mistbelt grasslands in 

these areas. This statement contradicts the Faunal and Floral Assessment in Appendix C2, 

page 73 of which explains that the end-goal of the spoil site rehabilitation is agricultural 

and that there will be “no reinstatement of the natural communities that were present 

before dumping of spoil material”. 

• We are concerned that, although certain riparian areas have been identified for potential 

offsets, the project does not appear to provide for catchment management and 

rehabilitation above the dam as an essential dam management action to prevent the dam 

from silting up. This would additionally be an excellent job creation opportunity for this 

development, and would likely be economically, socially and environmentally preferable 

to having to respond to the consequences of a silted-up dam in the future. We therefore 

urge that catchment management be provided and budgeted for.  

 

Yours sincerely,  

 
Dr Melissa Lewis 
Policy and Advocacy Programme Manager 
BirdLife South Africa 
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Donavan Henning

From: Ackerman Pieter <AckermanP@dws.gov.za>

Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 4:28 PM

To: Donavan Henning

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second 

Addendum to EIAR

Thank you Donavan 

Looks as if the blue swallow is important 

What about my fish migration, plants, Reserve, ecological releases, wetlands......don't forget them  also a good 

buffer between dam and future city development. 

The RMP to start soon.  

Regards 

  

Pieter Ackerman (PrLArch) 
Chief Landscape Architect 
Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS), South Africa 
Sub Directorate Instream Water Use 
Tel:  012 336 8217 
Cell:  082 807 3512 
Fax:  012 336 6608 

  

  

  

  

  

From: Donavan Henning [mailto:DonavanH@nemai.co.za]  

Sent: 30 June 2020 03:20 PM 
Subject: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

  

  

PROPOSED uMKHOMAZI WATER PROJECT PHASE 1 - RAW WATER COMPONENT 
  
(Department of Environmental Affairs Ref. No.: Smithfield Dam - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94; Water Conveyance 

Infrastructure - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/1; Balancing Dam - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/2) 

  

Dear All 

  

This serves to notify authorities of the review of the Draft Second Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact 

Assessment (EIA) Report for the proposed uMkhomazi Water Project Phase 1 (uMWP-1) - Raw Water Component. 

Note that a separate notification was forwarded to Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs), which does not make 

reference to an authorities meeting (see below). 

  

A. BACKGROUND 

  

The uMkhomazi Water Project Phase 1 (uMWP-1) proposes the transfer of water from the undeveloped 

uMkhomazi River to the existing Integrated Mgeni Water Supply System in KwaZulu-Natal to fulfil the long-term 
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Donavan Henning

From: Donavan Henning

Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 5:48 AM

To: 'Elaine Donaldson'

Cc: Sonja S. Britz

Subject: RE: FW: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second 

Addendum to EIAR

Hi Elaine 

 

Thank you for your email. Hope you are well too. 

 

The Second Addendum to the EIA Report deals specifically with changes to the project layout for the uMWP-1 Raw 

Water component (mostly at Baynesfield Estate). It does not affect the layout for Potable Water, which includes the 

proposed pipeline at Umlaas Road. 

 

Regards 

Donavan Henning 

  

Nemai Consulting  

Tel : +27 11 781 1730  

Fax : +27 11 781 1731  

Mobile : +27 82 891 0604 

Email : donavanh@nemai.co.za  

Address : 147 Bram Fischer Drive Ferndale, 2194, South Africa 

Postal Address : PO Box 1673, Sunninghill, 2157 
 

  

 

From: Elaine Donaldson <elained4@gmail.com>  

Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 2:20 PM 

To: Donavan Henning <DonavanH@nemai.co.za> 

Cc: Sonja S. Britz <BritzS@mkhambathini.gov.za> 

Subject: Fwd: FW: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

 

 

Hi Donavan 

Trust you are keeping well and surviving the lockdown. 

Please could you advise whether there are specific amendments to the report affecting the Mkhambathini area. It 

was only ever the pipeline route through the industrial area at Umlaas Road which was of concern to the 

Municipality. There are two large industrial developments underway in that area (autoports with ancillary uses 

which do impact the line. One logix has extended onto Lot 30 Umlaas Road (40ha of development) and Grindrod are 

now establishing themselves on Rem 41 Umlaas Road (28ha) which is at the point where your mooted pipeline route 

would intercept the main Durban bulk line. 

I am on lockdown at home at the present time and accessing the amended document on my limited system is 

difficult. Just a summary of any changes on our short exposure to the project would assist greatly. 

Thank you 

Regards 
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Elaine 

Mkhambathini Municipality 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 

From: Sonja S. Britz <BritzS@mkhambathini.gov.za> 

Date: Mon, Jul 13, 2020 at 1:03 PM 

Subject: FW: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

To: Elaine Donaldson <elained4@gmail.com> 

 

  

  

From: Donavan Henning <DonavanH@nemai.co.za>  

Sent: Tuesday, 30 June 2020 15:18 

Subject: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

  

  

PROPOSED uMKHOMAZI WATER PROJECT PHASE 1 - RAW WATER COMPONENT 

  

(Department of Environmental Affairs Ref. No.: Smithfield Dam - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94; Water Conveyance 

Infrastructure - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/1; Balancing Dam - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/2) 

  

Dear All 

  

This serves to notify authorities of the review of the Draft Second Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact 

Assessment (EIA) Report for the proposed uMkhomazi Water Project Phase 1 (uMWP-1) - Raw Water Component. 

Note that a separate notification was forwarded to Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs), which does not make 

reference to an authorities meeting (see below). 

  

A. BACKGROUND 

  

The uMkhomazi Water Project Phase 1 (uMWP-1) proposes the transfer of water from the undeveloped 

uMkhomazi River to the existing Integrated Mgeni Water Supply System in KwaZulu-Natal to fulfil the long-term 

water requirements of this system. The uMWP-1 consists of both Raw Water and Potable Water components, which 

are being undertaken by the Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS) and Umgeni Water, respectively. 

  

The process for seeking Environmental Authorisation for the proposed uMWP-1 in terms of the National 

Environmental Management Act (Act No. 107 of 1998) is being undertaken in accordance with the Environmental 
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Conservation Planning: IEM Section 

 
 

Enquiries: Nerissa Pillay                                                                                               14/12/16/3/3/3/94  
                                          14/12/16/3/3/3/94/1 

        14/12/16/3/3/3/94/2  
 

Department Of Environment, Forestry and Fisheries: Integrated Environmental Authorisation 
Private Bag X447 
Pretoria 
0001 
 
 
ATTENTION: MASINA LITSOANE  
 
PROPOSED UMKHOMAZI WATER PROJECT PHASE 1 RAW WATER COMPONENT: 
Construction of Smithfield Dam, Water Conveyance Infrastructure and Balancing Dam 
 
District Municipalities: Sisonke and uMgungundlovu  
 
Dear Ms. Litsoane 
 
The Second Addendum to the Final Environmental Impact Assessment Report (SA-FEIAR), dated March 
2020 for the Umkhomazi Water Project (UMWP), has been received by Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife (Ezemvelo). 
 
Following the discussions held at the virtual authorities meeting on the 15 July 2020 and the virtual 
biodiversity offsets authorities meeting on the 30 July 2020, and based on the information supplied, 
Ezemvelo’s concerns and recommendations in terms of a way forward are as follows. 
 
 
1.  Alternative Layout B: New Spoil Sites and the Exclusion of the Balancing Dam Options 
 
As per Ezemvelo’s comments dated 11 September 2018 regarding the application, Ezemvelo reiterates 
that the proposed development of the Langa balancing dam or Mbangweni balancing dam, is considered 
fatally flawed from an avifaunal and overall biodiversity and conservation perspective and is thus not 
supported. 
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In lieu of the above, Ezemvelo would not object to, and hence recommends to the Department, the 
implementation of alternative layout B should this application be approved. It is acknowledged that layout 
B which excludes the balancing dam options, would result in a significant reduction to potential negative 
impacts to the species and habitats of conservation significance in and around the eastern portion of the 
application area, viz the Blue Swallow (Hirundo atrocaerulea), Grey Crowned Crane (Balearica regulorum), 
Midlands Mistbelt Grassland, and Wetland habitats inter alia. However, Ezemvelo reiterates the concerns 
regarding spoil sites 2 and 9, highlighted in the Watercourse Assessment1, the Specialist Avifaunal 
Assessment2 and the Faunal and Floral Assessment3. The implementation and operation of spoil sites 2 
and 9 would result in a direct loss to the wetland systems, floral species of conservation importance and 
critical avifaunal habitat. Ezemvelo thus supports the specialist recommendations of excluding spoil sites 2 
and 9 from proposed layout B. 
 
Further to the above, in order to safeguard the remaining biodiversity features of conservation significance 
from direct and indirect impacts of the remaining spoil sites 1,3,4,5,6,7, and 8, it is imperative that the 
recommendations of the specialists are included as part of the conditions of the environmental 
authorisation, should it be granted. In particular: 
 
1.1 The footprint of the spoil sites must be limited to prevent any encroachment into the wetland and 

freshwater habitats, no further expansion is to occur; 
1.2  Given that spoil site 1 is located within 1.5km of a Blue Swallow buffer, the reduced footprint as 

depicted in figure 31, page 50 of the SA-FEIAR must be implemented. No further expansion is to occur 
into the natural areas surrounding the site; 

1.3 The site specific mitigations pertaining to soil erosion and downstream impacts highlighted on pages 
46-47 of the Watercourse Assessment must be strictly adhered to. It is also crucial to implement 
monitoring in order to ensure that the conditions and hydrological integrity of the freshwater habitats 
are maintained and do not deteriorate; 

1.4 The site specific alien plant control measures highlighted in the Faunal and Floral Assessment must be 
implemented during all phases of the project; and 

1.5 Existing access routes must be used as far as possible. No new access routes are to be constructed 
in pristine and natural areas. 

 
 
2.  Invertebrate Species of Conservation Significance 
 
While it is acknowledged that the SA-FEIAR has not included the Invertebrate Assessment undertaken for 
the UMWP, due to the emphasis on the new information of alternative layout B; Ezemvelo reiterates the 
concerns and recommendations highlighted under section 2 of Ezemvelo’s comment dated 11 August 2019. 

                                                 
1 Watercourse Assessment as part of the Environmental Assessment Process for the proposed disposal of spoil material associated 
with the construction of the conveyance tunnel for the proposed uMkhomazi Water Project Phase 1- Raw Water Component near 
Richmond. Scientific Aquatic Services, November 2019 
2 Alternative Layout- Specialist Avifaunal Assessment. David Allan, 29 November 2019 
3 Faunal and Floral Assessment as part as part of the Environmental Assessment Process for the proposed disposal of spoil material 
associated with the construction of the conveyance tunnel for the proposed uMkhomazi Water Project Phase 1- Raw Water 
Component near Richmond. Scientific Aquatic Services, November 2019 
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Furthermore, the SA-FEIAR highlights that little information is known for Capys penningtoni (Pennington’s 
butterfly) and Gnomeskelus fluvialis (Riverine Keeled Millipede) and that no specimens for both species 
were found during the ground-truth exercises undertaken for the proposed Smithfield site. However, it is 
imperative that a precautionary approach be undertaken, given the endemism and restricted locations of 
both species as well as their specific habitat and foraging requirements.  
 
 
3. Biodiversity Offset and Compensation 
 
3.1 Offsets and Compensation  

 
Ezemvelo acknowledges that the implementation of the new proposed alternative layout B, which 
subsequently avoids the need for the proposed balancing dams, reduces the size of the proposed offset 
and compensation initiatives. However, it is respectfully submitted that the security and sustainability of the 
offset and compensation initiatives in the Biodiversity Offset and Compensation Study4 (BCOS) are of 
concern. Based on the information supplied, it is unclear if land-security is achievable both in the short term 
and long term.  Ezemvelo thus reiterates the concerns and recommendations highlighted in section 3.2 of 
our previous comments dated 11 September 2018. In addition, Ezemvelo supports the recommendations 
highlighted by the Department of Economic Development, Tourism and Environmental Affairs’ (EDTEA) 
correspondence dated 05 August 20205. 
 
Further to above, it is Ezemvelo’s opinion that: 

3.1.1 The statements and certain conclusions outlined in the BCOS are not clear and concise in 
terms of differentiating between offsets and compensation. For instance, the compensation 
initiatives outlined in the BCOS and discussed at the Biodiversity Offsets Meeting on the 30 
July 2020, such as rescue and relocation of G.fluvialis, and relocating and replanting P.caffra; 
are mitigation strategies. Furthermore, monitoring is not considered a compensation strategy 
but is an absolute requirement for ensuring that species and populations persist in the advent 
of anticipated impacts.  

3.1.2 In lieu of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the statements and initiatives in the BCOS 
are conflated. Given the exceptional circumstances of this project and the anticipated 
significant impacts, it is extremely imperative that the two terms and subsequently, the 
proposed initiatives, be differentiated.   

3.1.3 Following the discussions at the Biodiversity Offsets meeting, Ezemvelo is concerned with the 
use of the relevant research, policies and guides. It is essential that an unbiased and holistic 
approach is undertaken when selecting the relevant policies and guidelines, as well as the most 

                                                 
4
 Biodiversity Offset and Compensation Study and Implementation Plan for the Proposed Umkhomazi Water Project Phase 1. 

Scientific Aquatic Services, July 2018 
5
 DEA Ref. No. 14/12/16/3/3/3/94 (Smithfield Dam); 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/1 (Water conveyance infrastructure); and, 12/12/16/3/3/3/94/2 

(Balancing dam): Final EIA: uMkhomazi Water Project Phase 1-05 August 2020 
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relevant case studies in the landscape to ensure that the critical biodiversity features of concern 
are safeguarded from the project-impacts  

 

In view of the above listed concerns - together with those previously highlighted by Ezemvelo and other 
specialist entities, and should Ezemvelo not be afforded an opportunity to review the revised 
recommendations on biodiversity offsets and compensation – it is requested that the Department Of 
Environment, Forestry And Fisheries (DEFF) subject this revision to an independent specialist peer review 
process in accordance with 24I of the National Environmental Management Act 107 of 1998.   

 
 
3.2 Blue Swallow Initiatives in Relation to Other Avifaunal Species 

 
Ezemvelo reiterates section 3.2 of our previous correspondence. As discussed at the authorities meeting, 
in order to conserve and protect the additional avifaunal species modelled and confirmed to occur in and 
around the entire application area, the ecological requirements of different bird species would have to be 
assessed differently. The mitigation measures, offset, and compensation strategies would thereafter need 
to be assessed and determined appropriately.  
 
 
Conclusion and Recommendations 
 
Given the complexity of the application as currently proposed, and the linked significant biodiversity features 
of conservation significance, a principled and holistic approach is an absolute requirement for defensible 
decision-making. Should the applicant wish to pursue with the application as currently proposed, Ezemvelo 
strongly recommends that: 
 

a) Alternative Layout B , which excludes the balancing dam options completely, is implemented 
subject to the specialist recommendations, in particular to those highlighted under section 1 above; 
 

b) A precautionary approach is taken to ensure that the significant species of concern as well as their 
required foraging and breeding habitats, are protected and that their long-term persistence is 
ensured. This includes inter alia the invertebrate species highlighted above;  
 

c) The BCOS takes into account the concerns and recommendations highlighted under section 3 
above, and provides species-specific measures and initiatives pertaining to the additional avifaunal 
species in and around the application area; 

 
d) The BCOS includes the recommendations outlined by EDTEA’s correspondence, dated 05 August 

2020. 
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In addition to the above, it is imperative that the final BCOS is finalised in detail and that a binding 
Memorandum of Agreement between the Department of Water and Sanitation and Ezemvelo is entered 
into prior to an Environmental Authorisation, should such be granted. It is thus recommended that a meeting 
be set up between the project team and Ezemvelo to further discuss the BCOS for defensible decision-
making. 
 
 
Please note that this does not constitute as Ezemvelo’s Final Comment. The Final Comment will be 
submitted upon receipt and review of the Final Addendum Report to the EIA. Should this final report not 
address the significant concerns raised above and the application be submitted for authorisation, the DEFF 
is requested to subject the Final Addendum Report to peer review by specialists that have suitable expertise 
in biodiversity offsets, and are recognised in the scientific community as offset specialists. 
  
Should you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact this office. 
 
 

 

 

 

p.p 

 

Coordinator IEM 

For CEO: EZEMVELO KZN WILDLIFE 

DATE: 11.08.2020 
C:\Nerissa_letters\12.LONG TERM PROJECTS\Umkhomaas Water Project\2020\UMWP_Ezemvelo_OfficialComment_SecondAddendumFEIAR_11082020 
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Donavan Henning

From: Donavan Henning

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 6:41 AM

To: 'Judy Bell'

Cc: 'Desmond D'Sa'; 'Sherelee Odayar'; 'Avena Jacklin'; 'Sanele Vilakazi'; 'Doug Burden'; 

Bester Kobus (BesterK@dws.gov.za)

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second 

Addendum to EIAR

Dear Judy 

 

Thank you for your email. 

 

The Minister of Environment, Forestry and Fisheries published the Directions regarding measures to address, 

prevent and combat the spread of COVID-19 relating to National Environmental Management Permits and Licences 

in Government Notice No. 650 of 5 June 2020. We compiled a Public Participation Plan (PPP) in accordance with the 

aforementioned Directions, which was approved by DEFF. Our PPP took into consideration the Alert Level 3 

Lockdown Regulations of 28 May 2020, including restrictions pertaining to public gatherings. 

 

A host of public meetings were already held during the Announcement, Scoping and EIA phases. The report 

mentioned in the notification below, which is currently out for review, is the Draft Second Addendum to the Final 

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Report. The Second Addendum focuses specifically on changes to the layout 

to minimise impacts to Blue Swallows, which is a critically endangered species. The major changes to the layout 

particularly affect the Baynesfield Estate in KZN. 

 

The virtual meeting takes into consideration the layout changes that were assessed as part of the Second 

Addendum, and its receiving environment (including the affected parties). 

 

Regards 

Donavan Henning 

  

Nemai Consulting  

Tel : +27 11 781 1730  

Fax : +27 11 781 1731  

Mobile : +27 82 891 0604 

Email : donavanh@nemai.co.za  

Address : 147 Bram Fischer Drive Ferndale, 2194, South Africa 

Postal Address : PO Box 1673, Sunninghill, 2157 
 

 
 

From: Judy Bell <judybell@mweb.co.za>  

Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 6:31 PM 

To: Donavan Henning <DonavanH@nemai.co.za> 

Cc: 'Desmond D'Sa' <desmond@sdceango.co.za>; 'Sherelee Odayar' <Sherelee@sdceango.co.za>; 'Avena Jacklin' 

<avena@groundwork.org.za>; 'Sanele Vilakazi' <sanele@duct.org.za>; 'Doug Burden' <dougburden99@gmail.com> 

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

 

Hi Donovan 
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Please refer to the DEFF regulations relating to public participation during Covid-19 lockdown to ensure 
that your process is inclusive, fair and reasonable, providing opportunities for all people and communities 
to participate meaningfully and justly.  An electronic meeting cannot be considered effective and meeting 
the Constitution’s requirements. 
 
Thanks  
Judy 
 

From: Donavan Henning [mailto:DonavanH@nemai.co.za]  
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 9:33 AM 

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

 

 

Dear All 

  

The notification to Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) below refers. 

  

It was initially requested in the notification that I&APs that have an interest in attending a public meeting will need 

to inform Nemai Consulting in writing by 14 July 2020.  

  

We are intending to schedule a public meeting for 22 July 2020.  Due to the COVID-19 lockdown restrictions 

regarding public gatherings, the meeting will be held via a virtual platform using MS Teams.  

  

Please send us an email by 5pm on Monday, 20 July 2020, if you would like to partake in the virtual meeting. Only 

pre-registered parties will receive an invitation thereafter to the public meeting via email, containing the link to join 

the meeting. 

  

Note that if you have already sent us an email expressing interest then you are already registered, and you don’t 

need to send another email.  

  

Regards 

Donavan Henning 

  

Nemai Consulting  

Tel : +27 11 781 1730  

Fax : +27 11 781 1731  

Mobile : +27 82 891 0604 

Email : donavanh@nemai.co.za  

Address : 147 Bram Fischer Drive Ferndale, 2194, South Africa 

Postal Address : PO Box 1673, Sunninghill, 2157 
  

 
  

From: Donavan Henning  

Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 3:44 PM 

Subject: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

  

PROPOSED uMKHOMAZI WATER PROJECT PHASE 1 - RAW WATER COMPONENT 
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Donavan Henning

From: md@baynesfield.co.za

Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 11:33 AM

To: Donavan Henning

Cc: 'Peter Odell'; 'Monique Roux'

Subject: Spoil sites

Hi Donavan 

 

As mentioned today at the public participation process; 

1. We object to spoil site 3. This is a active quarry and should it be filled with spoil we will no longer have 

access to quarry for our road maintenance program. 

2. We object to spoil site 7. This site will be an eyesore for the Baynesfield Lodge and will distract from the 

scenic beauty of the surrounds. It’s too close to it. This site has also been identified by us to convert from 

timber to arable land as the timber prevents drainage of cold air from the adjacent avocado orchard 

resulting in cold damage to the avocados. We do not want any structure there impeding the drainage of cold 

air to the lower river basin. 

3. We object to spoil site 8. This site has also been identified by us to convert from timber to arable land as the 

timber prevents drainage of cold air from the adjacent avocado orchard resulting in cold damage to the 

avocados. We do not want any structure there impeding the drainage of cold air to the lower river basin. 

4. For the above reasons we had proposed an alternative site that has not been fully assessed yet by you. 

 

Regards 
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Donavan Henning

From: Donavan Henning

Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2020 12:32 PM

To: 'Tashveer Bothath'

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second 

Addendum to EIAR

Attachments: 10492-20200701-uMWP-1 Raw Water Scoping Report Extract.pdf; 10492-20200701-

uMWP-1 Raw Water Scoping Report Extract 2.pdf; 10492-20200701-uMWP-1 Raw 

Water EIA Report Extract.pdf

Hi Tashveer 

 

The EIA process was undertaken in terms of the EIA Regulations of 2010 (GN No. R. 543 of 18 June 2010). Exemption 

was requested in terms of complying with Regulation 12(2)(b)(i), which stipulates that proof of written notification 

to the landowner / person(s) in control of the land must be submitted with the Application Form (i.e. upfront 

notification with Application). However, the public participation process was conducted in accordance with 

Regulation 54 and this included written notification of affected landowners / person(s) in control of land. 

 

A host of meetings were held with the three affected Traditional Authorities during the Announcement, Scoping and 

EIA phases (see attached for extracts of reports referring to some of these meetings). These included the following:  

 

1) Meetings with Traditional Authorities - EIA Announcement Phase 

 

No. Community / Area Date 

1 Impendle Tenant Forum and neighbouring community 22-10-13 

2 AmaQadi Traditional Council & Community 24-10-13 

3 Communities near Smithfield Dam (directly east of dam wall) 24-10-13 

 

2) Meetings with Traditional Authorities - Present the draft Scoping Report 

 

No. Community / Area Date 

1 Emaqadini Community 

05-08-14 2 Community near Smithfield Dam 

3 Impendle Tenant Forum 

4 Macabazini Community 
06-08-14 

5 KwaZashuke Community 

 

3) Meetings with Traditional Authorities - present the draft EIA Report 

 

No. Community / Area Date 

1 Amaqadi Traditional Council & Community  
13-07-16 

2 Deepdale Community 

3 KwaBhidla Traditional Council and Community. 
15-07-16 

4 Impendle Tenant Forum and neighbouring community 

5 KwaZashuke Traditional Council and Community  16-07-16 

 
4) A combined meeting was held with Local Leadership (including Traditional Authorities, ITB, DRD&LR, COGTA, District 

Municipality) on 10 July 2015 at Calderwood Hall (Boston Road), to update local leaders on the progress of the uMkhomazi 

Water Project. 

 

All comments received from the Traditional Authorities were included in the Comments and Responses Reports that 

were attached to the Scoping and EIA Reports. The minutes of meetings were also attached to the aforementioned 

reports. 
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Regards 

Donavan Henning 

  

Nemai Consulting  

Tel : +27 11 781 1730  

Fax : +27 11 781 1731  

Mobile : +27 82 891 0604 

Email : donavanh@nemai.co.za  

Address : 147 Bram Fischer Drive Ferndale, 2194, South Africa 

Postal Address : PO Box 1673, Sunninghill, 2157 
 

 
 

From: Tashveer Bothath <BothathT@ingonyamatrust.org.za>  

Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2020 11:23 AM 

To: Donavan Henning <DonavanH@nemai.co.za> 

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

 

Hi Donovan, 

 

I’m well thanks.  

 

With regards to the exemption, how does this then work? Will DEA not require anything formal from the ITB? I 

assume, they made aware that you have been in liaison with the ITB?  

 

What have the Traditional Councils resolved? Any meeting minutes and/or resolutions?  

I’m asking because these are the questions that my manager would probably ask of me, so just to make certain, I 

have all the information at hand. Lastly, what actual regulation does the exemption come from, if there is one that 

is? 

 

Tashveer 

 

 

From: Donavan Henning [mailto:DonavanH@nemai.co.za]  
Sent: 01 July 2020 11:18 AM 

To: Tashveer Bothath 
Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

 

 

Hi Tashveer 

  

All fine, thank you. Hope you are well too. 

  

I found the attached email, which related to a previous query related to ITB land. 

  

Exemption was sought from DEA from landowner notification during the application phase of the EIA back in 2015 

due to the sheer extent of the project footprint. 

  

The Scoping and EIA Reports, as well as the First Addendum, contain the details of various previous engagements 

with the Traditional Authorities.  
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Regards 

Donavan Henning 

  

Nemai Consulting  

Tel : +27 11 781 1730  

Fax : +27 11 781 1731  

Mobile : +27 82 891 0604 

Email : donavanh@nemai.co.za  

Address : 147 Bram Fischer Drive Ferndale, 2194, South Africa 

Postal Address : PO Box 1673, Sunninghill, 2157 
  

 
  

From: Tashveer Bothath <BothathT@ingonyamatrust.org.za>  

Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2020 9:42 AM 

To: Donavan Henning <DonavanH@nemai.co.za> 

Subject: RE: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

  

Hi Donovan, 

  

I trust you keeping well.  

  

I have a query regarding your email below, for some reason this matter comes to mind whereby there was an 

exception or something to that effect for obtaining Landowners Notification? Is this the same matter? If so, please 

advise the reasons for such etc.  

  

If not, then I’d need clarity if the Landowner Consent was applied for and/or obtained etc.  

  

Regards, 

  

Tashveer Bothath (Tch Pln. B/8184/2012) 

Town & Regional Planner 

 
  
Tel:        033 846 9928 
Cell:       072 220 3791 
Fax:       033 386 2528 
Email:   BothathT@ingonyamatrust.org.za  

  

From: Donavan Henning [mailto:DonavanH@nemai.co.za]  

Sent: 30 June 2020 03:25 PM 

Subject: 10492 - uMWP-1 Raw Water (14/12/16/3/3/3/94) - Review of Draft Second Addendum to EIAR 

  

  

PROPOSED uMKHOMAZI WATER PROJECT PHASE 1 - RAW WATER COMPONENT 
  
(Department of Environmental Affairs Ref. No.: Smithfield Dam - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94; Water Conveyance 

Infrastructure - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/1; Balancing Dam - 14/12/16/3/3/3/94/2) 



 

 

 

 

 
Private Bag X 447∙ PRETORIA ∙ 0001∙ Environment House ∙ 473 Steve Biko Road, Arcadia,∙ PRETORIA 
Tel (+ 27 12) 399 9372 

 

 
Reference: 14/12/16/3/3/3/94 

                       14/12/16/3/3/3/94/1 
                       14/12/16/3/3/3/94/2 

Enquiries: Ms Portia Makitla 
Telephone: 012 399 9411 E-mail: pmakitla@environment.gov.za 

 
Mr Donavan Henning 
Nemai Consulting 
PO Box 1673 
SUNNINGHILL 
2157 
 
Telephone Number: +27 (11) 781 1731 
Email Address:  DonavanH@nemai.co.za  
 
PER E-MAIL  
 
Dear Mr Henning 
 
COMMENTS ON THE 2ND ADDENDUM FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
REPORT AND BIODIVERSITY OFFSET, COMPENSATION PLAN & IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
FOR THE UMKHOMAZI WATER PROJECT PHASE 1 (RAW WATER COMPONENT), KWAZULU-
NATAL PROVINCE 
 

The Directorate: Biodiversity Conservation has reviewed and evaluated the aforementioned report 

and Biodiversity Offset Plan. Biodiversity offsetting can contribute to the slowing and even reversing 

of ecological deficit by counterbalancing degradation, destruction, and depletion through protection, 

rehabilitation, restoration and replenishment.  

 
As measures of mitigating the impacts that might occur as a result of the proposed development the 
following recommendations must be adhered to: 
 

 The comments from Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife must be addressed prior to the agreement being 

drafted, and  

 The independent Biodiversity Offset specialist must be appointed to assist with the drafting of 

the Offset agreement between the relevant stakeholders, Implementation Plans etc. 

according to DEA (2017) National Guideline on Biodiversity Offsetting in South Africa, the 

DEADP (2011) and Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife Concise Guideline: Biodiversity Offsets in 

KwaZulu-Natal (2013) for approval prior issuing of the Environmental Authorisation, 

 The Offset Agreement must clearly state who will be the implementing authority for the 

proposed offset, 

 Search, rescue and relocation of Species of Conservation Concern (SCC) medicinal plants 

must be undertaken. Permits must be obtained from the relevant authorities; 

mailto:pmakitla@environment.gov.za
mailto:DonavanH@nemai.co.za


 A walk-through with a biodiversity and wetland specialists must be undertaken prior to 

construction; 

 Recommended buffer for all FEPA wetlands, rivers and wetland clusters must be 

implemented and adhered to; 

 Before construction commences, all sensitive habitats, such as wetlands must be clearly 

demarcated with fencing or orange mesh netting. Barricading measures to be utilized should 

not restrict the movement of fauna in the area;  

 An alien invasive management plan to prevent the spread and new invasions must be 

development in terms of Conservation of Agricultural Resources Act (CARA) and National 

Environmental Management Biodiversity Act (NEMBA) and submitted as part of the final 

report; follow up-actions for at least five years need to take place; 

 Concurrent rehabilitation and alien vegetation control program within all sensitive areas must 

be implemented; 

 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
Mr Seoka Lekota 
Control Biodiversity Officer Grade B: Biodiversity Conservation 
Department of Environmental Forestry and Fisheries (DEFF) 
Date: 07 August 2020 
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