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GLOSSARY 
 
Environment The external circumstances, conditions and objects that affect the 

existence and development of an individual, organism or group.  
These circumstances include biophysical, social, economic, 
historical and cultural aspects 

Environmental Impact 
Assessment 

A study of the environmental consequences of a proposed course 
of action.  

Scoping A procedure to consult with stakeholders to determine issues and 
concerns and for determining the extent of and approach to an EIA, 
used to the focus the EIA 

Scoping Report A written report describing the issues identified to date for inclusion 
in an EIA 

Ø Diameter 
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UDDI 
UITENHAGE LOGISTICS AND LIGHT ASSEMBLY PARK 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING REPORT 

 

CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 

 
1.1. BACKGROUND  

 
SRK Consulting (SRK) has been appointed to conduct environmental services for a 
proposed Light Logistics and Industrial Assembly Park in the Uitenhage district. The site 
is located between Kwanobuhle Despatch and Uitenhage (Figure 1-1).  
 
In terms of the EIA Regulations1 an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Process is 
required as the proposed development involves, or may involve, the following listed 
activities: 
 
1. The construction, erection or upgrading of –  

 (a) facilities for commercial electricity generation with an output of at least 10 
megawatts and infrastructure for bulk supply;  

 (l) schemes for the abstraction or utilisation of ground or surface water for 
bulk supply purposes; and 

 (n) Sewerage treatment plants and associated infrastructure.  

                                                 
1 Notice R1182 and R1183 in Government Gazette No 18251, 5 September 1997 as amended published in terms of 
Section 21, 22 and 26 the Environment Conservation Act 73 of 1989. 
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Job no. 
334314Figure 1-1: Site Locality  
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1.2. TERMS OF REFERENCE AND OBJECTIVES OF SCOPING 
 
The EIA is being carried out in terms of Regulation 4(6) published in Government Notice 
No. R. 1183 under Section 26 of the Environment Conservation Act (No. 73 of 1989). 
The EIA process is divided into a number of steps, the first of which is the undertaking of 
a Scoping Study.  SRK Consulting is responsible for conducting the Scoping Study, 
which includes a Public Participation Process (PPP) and is aimed at identifying issues 
and concerns of Interested and Affected Parties (IAPs).  
 
The objectives of the Scoping Study are to inform IAPs about the proposed bulk water 
supply upgrade, and to identify the issues and concerns of IAPs.   The approach to the 
Scoping Study is based on the regulatory requirements.  The objectives of Scoping are 
to: 
• Identify stakeholders; 
• Identify any issues and concerns associated with the proposed activity; 
• Identify potential alternatives; 
• Identify and assess areas of likely impact and environmental issues that may require 

further investigation in an EIA. 
 

1.3. APPROACH TO THE STUDY  
 
In order to meet these objectives, the following steps are to be undertaken: 
• An initial site visit to determine the nature of the affected environment and identify 

potential issues of concern;  
• Meetings and discussions with relevant authorities to identify issues and concerns 

and the Plan of Study for Scoping;  
• Review of information regarding the proposed development and associated 

environmental issues;  
• Identification of Interested and Affected Parties (IAPs); and 
• Preparation of and distribution of a Draft Scoping Report for comment. 
 
This Final Scoping Report presents the findings of the Scoping Study.   
 

1.4. ASSUMPTIONS AND LIMITATIONS 
 
The findings of this report are affected by the following:  

 
Assumptions  
 
It is assumed that detailed specialist environmental studies will not be required. An 
assessment of potential impacts is therefore made in this Scoping report.   
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Limitations  
 
The assessment of potential impacts associated with the development is restricted to 
existing information and from observations on site.   
 

1.5. STRUCTURE OF THIS REPORT 
 
This report is divided into seven chapters: 
 
Chapter 1 Introduction: provides a general introduction to the proposed logistics 
park.   
 
Chapter 2 Development proposal: outlines the motivation for the proposed 
development, the history of the proposal, and the overall concept. 
 
Chapter 3 Affected environment: briefly describes the affected biophysical and 
socio-economic environment. 
 
Chapter 4 Public participation process: describes the Public Participation Process 
(PPP) followed and states the key findings in terms of the issues and concerns raised by 
Interested and Affected Parties (IAPs). 
 
Chapter 5 Description of alternatives: outlines the technical alternatives of the 
proposed development. 
 
Chapter 6 Potential environmental impacts: Describes and evaluates the potential 
positive and negative environmental impacts of the proposed logistics park and the 
alternatives. 
 
Chapter 7 Conclusions and recommendations: concludes the key findings of the 
Scoping study, and recommends that a decision be taken based on the findings of this 
report, i.e. that exemption from the full EIA process be granted. 
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CHAPTER 2: DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 

 
2.1. MOTIVATION 

 
The Uitenhage Despatch Development Initiative (UDDI) is a facilitating body that has 

been established to promote sustainable development in the region. UDDI is focusing 

on specific areas of development one of which is the Light Industrial Assembly & 

Logistics Park. 

 

The core theme of the UDDI project is to establish a logistics and light assembly area 
designated as “Jagtvlakte”. The scoping will envisage the creation of 1500 sustainable 
jobs in the initial phases. The rationale is to provide a facility conforming with the global 
trend of locating major automotive suppliers in close proximity to their customers. This 
facilitates a business case for Just in Time and Just in Sequence order and delivery of 
components. 
 

2.2. DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL 
 

A large portion of land known as Jagtvlakte, comprised in total of approximately 1 108 

hectare, which is currently zoned as industrial land has been identified for possible 

development. The first phase, known as Precinct 1, is viewed as the first stage in the 

overall development and will be established on a 42ha section of the property adjacent 

to Volkswagen. The services to Precinct 1 form the subject of this scoping study. It is 

anticipated that the development would grow with time and further precincts would be 

established as they become economically viable.  

 

The site is located south of Uitenhage, and east of Kwanobuhle in the Eastern Cape, 

adjacent to the Volkswagen Car Park and test track (Figure 1-1). This application is in 

terms of the first stage of the development only (i.e. Precinct 1). 

 

The park propose to house production facilities, parking areas, container depots, truck 

parking and logistics companies as well as public transport facilities to accommodate 

employees (see figure 2-1). A large section of Precinct 1 has been earmarked for 

development of natural areas (e.g. open space). 

 

The supplier park is based on world class automotive supplier logistics concepts and 

designs. The park will serve multiple vehicle manufacturers on the basis of just-in-time 
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and just-in-sequence. The result of such a development is the competitive pricing 

among tenants as a result of service sharing that, in turn, make these tenants more 

capable of competing on global markets. 

 

 
Sewer Works 

 The existing Kelvin Jones Water Reclamation Works has a capacity of 28 Ml/d.  The 

present volume of effluent treated is 20,6 Ml/d.  The estimated average dry weather 

flow is 0.84Ml/d; without taking other developments into account the treatment works 

theoretically does have capacity to cater for the Industrial Park.  The existing trunk 

sewer on the south side of Mel Brookes avenue will convey the sewage to the treatment 

works. 

 

It is proposed that the industrial site be drained from the lowest point on the Northern 

side of the escarpment with a 300mm ø gravity main along the Algoa Road (R368) to 

the existing collector sewer in Mel Brookes avenue.  If the entire Jagtvlakte site is 

developed and a sewer line is required to drain the area, a 800mm ø gravity main will 

be installed.   

 

A pump station is required to convey the sewerage across the existing bridge over the 

Swartkops River. 

The feasibility design criteria for sewers used are as follows: 
 

• Average dry weather flows - 20kl /ha /day 
• Peak dry weather flow    - 28 l/s 
• Peak wet weather flow            - 56 l/s 

 

Bulk Water Supply 
Treated water is supplied from the Chelsea-Motherwell pipelines via a 700mm ø water 
main to Scheepershoogte Reservoir (TWL 100m – capacity 15Ml).  This supply of water 
originates from the Gariep – Fishriver scheme and its chemical analysis is different to 
the water supplied from the Groendal dam. 
 
The estimated average daily demand of 0.84 Ml/d can be supplied from 
Scheepershoogte Reservoir. 
 
Due to the top water level of Scheepershoogte reservoir it is suggested that the 
proposed industrial park be located below the 60m contour. This will ensure a minimum 
static pressure of 40m. 
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It is proposed that the Industrial Park be supplied with water via a new 300mm ø water 
supply main to be installed along the Algoa Road (R368) from the existing water main in 
Mel Brookes Ave. 
 
The feasibility design criteria for water supply are as follows: 
 

• Average annual daily demand         -  20 kl /ha/ day.  
• Peak hourly factor     -  3.6 
• Minimum hydrostatic pressure in mains     -  250kPa at peak flow 
• Maximum hydrostatic pressure in mains    -  900 kPA (Static Cond) 
• Minimum hydrant flow rate    - 25 l/s 
• No of Fire hydrants discharging simultaneously  - 2 

 
Bulk Electricity Supply 
The high voltage supply for the Uitenhage area, terminating at the Tollgate substation, 
comprises three overhead lines at 66,000 volts with a total capacity of 210 MVA. At 
present Uitenhage draws approximately 85 MVA from these lines. 
 
The estimated total connection requirement for the proposed 420Ha township 
development is 9.5 MVA. The initial phase A1 connection requirement proposed is 
5.7MVA.   
 
To obtain a 10 MVA connection, at the proposed township boundary, from the NMMM 
Electricity Authority at 11,000 volts would involve extending the existing 66 kV network, 
from the Tollgate substation and two transformers (66,000 volts to 11,000 volts). The 
two transformers will be located at a new substation.  
 
The NMMM may offer a temporary line at 11 000 volts from the Tollgate substation 
which will consist of timber poles. Electrical poles will only be installed off-site, al 
reticulation on site will be underground cables. The type of structure used will depend 
on the connection source from the supply authority. If it originates at the exisiting 66kV 
line, it will be steel structure similar to those visible nearby (see Plate 2, Appendix B) If it 
originates at the Tollgate substation (11 000 volts), it will be timber poles, 8m high 
spaced every 40m.  
 
Bulk Electricity Supply details: 

Total Industrial Park Area 100% 420,000m2 (A) 
Roads, etc. 15% 63,000m2 (B) = (A) x 15%  
Building Sites 85% 357,000m2 (C) = (A) x 85% 
Coverage 60% 214,200m2 (D) = (C) x 60%   
F.A.R. 75% 267,750m2 (E) = (C) x 75% 
Offices 15% 40,163m2 (F) = (E) x 15% 
Production (Warehouse and Factory) 85% 227,588m2 (G) = (E) x 85% 
Power Usage Offices   100watt/m2 (H)  
Power Usage Production   45watt/m2 (I) 
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Total Park Power for Offices   4,016kW (J) = (F) x (H) 
Total Park Power for Production   10,241kW (K) = (G) x (I) 
Total Park Power   14,258kW (L) = (J) + (K) 
Power Factor   0.9    
Total Park Load   15,842kVA (N) = (L) / (M) 
Diversity Factor   60%  (O) 
Total Park Connection   9.5MVA (P) 
Phase A1 Connection 60% 5.7MVA Feb-05 
Phase A2 Connection 40% 3.8MVA Feb-08 
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Job no. 
334314 Figure 2-1: Development proposal  
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334314Figure 2-3: Proposed Bulk Services Routes 
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CHAPTER 3: THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

 
3.1. DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING ENVIRONMENT 

 
3.1.1 Geology 

 
The site is underlain predominantly by the Kirkwood Formation which is part of the 
Uitenhage Group, of late Jurassic to early Cretaceous age (approximately 135 million 
years ago). The predominant rock type of the Kirkwood Formation is reddish brown, 
pinkish and greenish-grey silty mudstones, as well as whitish, yellowish or pale grey 
sandstones. Coarser sandstones may be massive or cross-bedded. Sporadic inter-
fingering with the underlying conglomerate layer (Enon) does occur. This formation is 
representative of a mainly fluvial to estuarine environment of deposition. 
 
Along the northern edge of the site, the geology is dominated by the Nahoon, Salnova 
and Nanaga Formations of the Uitenhage Group. These formations are characterized by 
fluvial terrace gravel, sand and silt. These large areas covered by alluvium are typically 
linked to the existing drainage systems, in this case deposited by the action of the 
Swartkops and Brak Rivers. 
 

3.1.2 Topography 
 
The site is located between the 40m and 62m contours. The site slopes gradually down 
towards the Swartkops River with an average slope of 4.6%.  
 

3.1.3 Land Use 
 
The 42ha site is currently zoned as industrial and similarly the surrounding sites are of 
an industrial nature. Volkswagen’s vehicle storage site and test track are located 
towards the north. The site forms part of a larger piece of property which is undeveloped 
(extending towards the south) and is abutted by open veld towards the south of the 
Jagtvlakte site. Open veld and sewer ponds are located towards the west. The eastern 
section of the site is bordered by the R368 leading into Uitenhage. It is proposed that the 
bulk services will run between the R368 and Volkswagen’s Car Park towards the site, 
crossing the Swartkops River via the R368 road bridge.  
 

3.1.4 Natural Vegetation/Plant Life 
 
The proposed bulk services will be installed along the R368 and run past Volkswagen’s 
car park. The vegetation consists mostly of grassed areas. Riverine thicket occurs in the 
Swartkops River where the sewer and water pipe will cross along the road bridge.  
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3.1.5 Animal Life 

 
Domestic animals were observed on the site (mainly goats and some cattle) but due to 
the nature of the surroundings it is not expected that any species of significance occur in 
the designated areas. 
 

3.1.6 Surface Water 
 
The Swartkops River runs approximately 1km to north of the site and bulk services will 
have to cross the river.  
 

3.1.7 Sites of Archaeological and Cultural Interest 
 
No sites of archaeological significance occur along the proposed bulk services route.  
 

3.1.8 Visual Aspects 
 
The overall visual appearance is industrial as a result of the surrounding land use.  
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CHAPTER 4:  PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS 

 
4.1. INTRODUCTION 

 
The public participation process forms a key component of the Scoping phase of the 
study and has resulted in the identification of a number of issues and concerns. The 
following activities have been conducted as part of the public participation process: 

• A pre-application consultation meeting was held with DEAET during November 
2003.  The aim of the meeting was to consult DEAET regarding the proposed Plan of 
Study for Scoping, as required by the regulations.   

• The proposed logistics park was advertised in the following newspapers and IAPs 
were allowed two weeks from each publication date to respond to newspaper 
advertisements: 

– Die Burger (Monday 19 April 2004) 

– The Herald (Monday 19 April 2004) 
 
• The Draft Scoping Report was distributed to key IAPs for comment and these 

comments are summarised in Table 4-1.  
 

4.2. KEY ISSUES AND CONCERNS  
 
Identified IAPs were met with and issues raised are included in table 4-1. 
 
Table 4-1: Issues raised by IAPs 

Type of Issue Description of Issue 

Sewage Line The pump station required to pump sewage across the river must adhere to general standards. 

 Sufficient emergency storage should be in place to cope with pump station failure.  

 All spillages (construction and operation) should be reported to DWAF. 

Natural Vegetation Where feasible, alien plants should be removed – especially in the riverine environment. 

Construction 
Activities 

Oil spillages into the river should be reported to DWAF, and terrestrial spillages should be dealt 
with according to the accepted procedure.  

 Construction activities should be limited to the bridge where possible and should not take place 
within the river bed unless essential.  

 Dust suppression must be applied during construction activities to limit dust affecting VW and 
neighbouring businesses/residents. 

Groundwater The groundwater table is high around the lower lying areas and care should be taken to prevent 
pollution.  

Bulk Water Supply Bulk water for the development should be obtained from the Nooitgedacht Scheme and not the 
Groendal Scheme. 
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Type of Issue Description of Issue 

 Water demand for the development and the development’s role within the larger scheme must be 
assessed. 

Water Quality The Swartkops River should not be subject to pollution from proposed industries.  

Town Planning If the development is broken up into separate erven, who will be responsible for maintaining 
internal services to these erven if the development fails and tenants have been established.  

 Provided services must meet municipal standards.  

 The services route does not fit in with the overall master plan of the Uitenhage/Despatch area. 

General The Uitenhage Engineering Dept has forwarded comments to the design engineers stating our 
concerns (Appendix D).  
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CHAPTER 5: DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES 

The current alignment of the bulk services will cross the Swartkops River via existing 
bridge structures. An alternative alignment would require construction of an additional 
crossing over the Swartkops making the proposed alignment the most desirable option.  
 
Similarly, an alternative reservoir (situated south east of site) was considered for bulk 
water supply but found to be too far. The length of the new pipeline will make it 
expensive and would result in a greater distance for mitigation of impacts. 
 
On-site sewage treatment is not favoured and the preferred method of treatment would 
be to send sewage to an existing facility.  
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CHAPTER 6: POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

 
6.1. INTRODUCTION 

 
This chapter outlines the potential positive and negative environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed development. The impacts fall into the following main 
categories and are discussed below:  
• Ecological impacts;  
• Visual Impacts; and 
• Construction impacts. 
 
The significance of each of the potential environmental impacts has been assessed 
using the methodology described below. A significance rating is allocated to each 
potential impact in Tables 1 - 4 below, based on consideration of the probability, 
intensity, extent, duration and possible mitigation of the potential impact. These terms 
are explained as follows: 
• Probability (the likelihood of the impact occurring); 
• Intensity (the ‘severity’ of the impact or extent to which ecological and social 

processes are altered); 
• Extent (the scale of the impact on a local - national level); 
• Duration (the length of time the impact will last, which may be anything from several 

days to entire lifetime of the development); 
• Mitigation (ways in which an impact can be avoided, minimised or managed to 

reduce its environmental significance). 
 
The significance of an impact is rated as follows: 
• Impacts of high significance should have a definite bearing on whether the 

authorities should grant a permit or not. 
• Impacts of moderate significance should be considered by the authorities in terms of 

permitting the activity. Strict permit conditions should apply to aid with the mitigation 
of these impacts.  

• Impacts of a low significance should have no bearing on whether to grant a permit or 
not.  

 
6.2. POTENTIAL BOTANICAL IMPACTS 

 
Construction of the sewer and water pipe lines will require removal of vegetation along 
the route past Volkswagen’s car park. The areas are mostly disturbed and removal of 
vegetation on these routes is seen as insignificant. The pipes will be laid along the road 
bridge (R368) crossing the Swartkops River thus not disturbing riverine vegetation 
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however, construction activities in the river should be regulated in order to keep the 
disturbance to minimum.   
 
Botanical Impact Rating 

Extent Duration Intensity Probability 
Significance 
without 
mitigation 

Significance 
assuming 
mitigation 

Status Confidence 

Local  
Medium 
term 

Low Definite Low Low Negative Medium 

 
Possible impacts can be mitigated by the following: 
• Providing access routes to construction areas and limiting activities in the proposed 

open space; 
• Clearing of alien plant species;  
• Avoiding bush clump removal and rehabilitate cleared areas immediately after 

construction has been completed;  
• Rehabilitate disturbed ground; and 
• Demarcate the working area and restrict activities to this area.  
  
 

6.3. VISUAL IMPACTS 
 
Temporary visual impacts are expected during the construction phase of the 
development due to removal of vegetation creating a scar in the landscape. 
Construction activities and incomplete structures will also contribute to visual impact but 
will be for a short duration thus minimising the impact.  
 
Overhead power lines are consistent with the current visual aspects of the area and will 
be extended southward towards the site. A pipeline scar will exist during construction 
and immediately after construction has been completed. Due to nature of the area that 
will be disturbed (grasses) this can easily be rehabilitated by grassing the area.  
 
Visual Impact Rating 

Extent Duration Intensity Probability 
Significance 

without 
mitigation 

Significance 
assuming 
mitigation 

Status Confidence 

Local Permanent Low Definite Low Low Negative Medium 

 
The following measures can further mitigate potential visual impacts: 
• Designated access routes and working area and keep these to a minimum;  
• Avoid clearing of bush clumps where possible;  
• Restricting access to riverine habitats; and 
• Revegetation of the disturbed areas. 
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6.4. CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS 
 
The R368 serves as an access to Uitenhage from Port Elizabeth’s western suburbs for 
people who are employed in the Uitenhage Industrial area. Considerable amounts of 
traffic are thus accommodated during peak hours on this route. Furthermore, the R368 
links up with Botha Street exiting Despatch and the exit route from the R75 from Port 
Elizabeth at the North East corner of the site.  
 
Temporary visual impacts will exist during the construction phase due to land clearing, 
heavy machinery and incomplete structures. These impacts will be most visible from the 
R368 and this will lead to visual impact during construction. Proper rehabilitation of 
disturbed areas will mitigate any long term negative impacts as a result of construction 
activities. The construction phase is, however, temporary and therefore not considered 
significant in terms visual impacts. 
 
During construction activities windblown dust will most probably be a nuisance impact to 
surrounding landowners, their employees and road users. Under unfavourable 
conditions, dust could be blown onto stored/parked vehicles and during storm conditions 
dust particles can potentially cause damage to new vehicles (especially over time). This 
can be prevented by dust prevention measures such as moistening exposed soil and 
working areas.  
 
Noise impacts from construction vehicles and other activities are unlikely to be 
significant due to the nature of the surrounding industries. The R75 (from Port Elizabeth 
to Graaff-Reinet) and the R368 is located in between the site and Despatch generating 
traffic noise that is expected to mask noise from construction activities.  
 
Construction Impact Rating 

Extent Duration Intensity Probability 
Significance 

without 
mitigation 

Significance 
assuming 
mitigation 

Status Confidence 

Local 
Short 
Term 

Low Definite Medium Low Negative Medium 

 
The following mitigation measures can be applied: 
• Dust suppression should be in place; 
• Restrict construction activities to normal working hours; and 
• Minimise clearing/disturbance of existing vegetation. 

 
 
6.5. WATER QUALITY IMPACTS 

 
It is conceivable that water quality of the Swartkops River can be impacted upon by the 
proposed activities. In the event that leaks occur during the operations of the sewer pipe 
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or pump station failure raw sewage will enter the river causing water quality to 
deteriorate. This can be either limited or avoided by regular inspection and maintenance 
of the pipe line and associated infrastructure.  
 
Water Quality Impact Rating 

Extent Duration Intensity Probability 
Significance 

without 
mitigation 

Significance 
assuming 
mitigation 

Status Confidence 

Local 
Short 
Term 

Medium Low Low Very Low Negative Medium 

 
The following mitigation measures are recommended: 

• Regular inspections and maintenance of sewer infrastructure; 
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CHAPTER 7: CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
7.1. CONCLUSIONS 

 
This Chapter provides an overall impact rating for the proposed development, presents 
the findings of the Scoping Study and makes recommendations to mitigate potential 
impacts.  
 
The following table provides a summary of the potential environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed activity.  

 

 
Table 7-1: Significance of Potential Environmental Impacts. 

Potential Impact Rating Rating With Mitigation 

Botanical Impacts Low Low 

Visual Impacts Low Low 

Construction Impacts Medium Low 

Water Quality Low Low 
 
 
The industrial nature of the surroundings and the existence of established bulk 
infrastructure, similar to what is proposed, reduce any visual impacts that would be 
expected. Little vegetation (mostly grass) exists on the proposed bulk services route and 
thus rehabilitation will mitigate any visual impacts without leaving a significant footprint. 
 
From an ecological point of view, no significant impacts are expected and the proposed 
bulk services will not interfere with any ecological processes within the area under 
normal circumstances.  
 
There is a possibility that dust impacts from the construction phase will interfere with 
motorists utilising the R368 into Uitenhage, but this can easily be mitigated by proper 
dust suppression. 
 
 

7.2. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Based on the findings of the Scoping study, it is recommended that exemption from a 
full environmental impact assessment be granted and that the following mitigation 
measures be included as part of the approval:  
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• Providing access routes to construction areas and limiting activities in the 

proposed open space; 
• Clearing of alien plant species; and 
• Demarcate the working area and restrict activities to this area.  
• Designated access routes and working area and keep these to a minimum;  
• Avoid clearing of bush clumps where possible;  
• Restricting access to riverine habitats; and 
• Revegetation of the disturbed areas. 
• Dust suppression should be in place in areas where traffic or humans frequent 

neighbouring properties; 
• Avoiding bush clump removal and immediately rehabilitate cleared areas after 

construction has been completed (where applicable);  
• Inspect sewer lines upon completion and at regular intervals to ensure proper 

functioning; and 
• Restrict construction activities to normal working hours. 

 
7.3. THE WAY FORWARD 

 
The public participation process has given IAPs the opportunity to assist with the 
identification of issues and potential impacts. The comments received have been 
incorporated into the final scoping report.  
 
The Final Scoping Report (this report) will be submitted to the Department of Economic 
Affairs, Environment and Tourism, with an application for exemption from conducting a 
full EIA, for a decision.  SRK Consulting will notify all IAPs of the decision and the way 
forward, which includes an appeal period, during which IAPs and the proponent may 
appeal the Department's decision.  
 
Although intended mainly as a report to assist DEAET, copies of the Final Scoping 
Report are available for viewing at SRK Consulting's offices (125 Villiers Road, Walmer).  
Electronic copies of the Final Scoping Report (minus drawings, maps and attachments) 
have been sent to IAPs who have supplied email addresses.  

 
 
 
 
Rob Gardiner    Evert Jacobs 
Principal Environmental Scientist  Environmental Scientist 
 

SRK Consulting 



 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

APPENDIX A 
NEWSPAPER ADVERTISEMENTS 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
APPENDIX B 

ADDITIONAL PHOTOGRAPHS 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

Job no. 
334314Plates 1 & 2

Plate 1: View of pipe line route from VW towards Despatch 

Plate 2:  View of the road bridge crossing the Swartkops River 



 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Job no. 
334314Plates 3 & 4

Plate 3: View of riverine vegetation of the Swartkops River 

Plate 4: View from VW towards Despatch and VW Car Park 



 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Job no. 
334314Plates 5 & 6

Plate 5: View from UDDI site towards VW Car Park and 

Plate 6: View towards Uitenhage along the VW Car Park 



 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
APPENDIX C 
LIST OF IAPS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

NAME  ORGANISATION AREA 

P. RETIEF DWAF PORT ELIZABETH 

W. VAN DER WESTHUIZEN NMMM ENGINEERING DEPT  UITENHAGE 

D. TURNER NMMM ENGINEERING DEPT UITENHAGE 

S. LELAKA VOLKSWAGEN UITENHAGE 

T. BASSON THEO’S PARK AND SELL UITENHAGE 

W. TALJAARD LANDOWNER UITENHAGE 

T. MEDLEY UITENHAGE SAW MILLS UITENHAGE 

M. GRIFFITHS WESSA PORT ELIZABETH 
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COMMENTS FROM  IAPS 
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