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Executive Summary
Project Overview
The Western Cape Government: Health (WCGH) proposes to construct a new provincial health
medical depot on a portion of the remainder of erf 15350 within the Tygerberg Hospital Estate in
Cape Town. The new Medial Depot will allow for the centralised receiving, storage and dispatch
of pharmaceutical and non-pharmaceutical product lines that are currently managed by existing
depots in central Cape Town.
The proposed development footprint will not exceed a maximum of 10 000 square meters. The new
Medical Depot will have its own electrical perimeter fence, gates, a guard house, security
protocols, canteen, recreation area, quarantine and hazardous storage. The development will
include a single-story warehouse type building structure to accommodate a high-level racking
configuration within a steel and reinforced concrete column structure. The building component
will also include a two-story separate office and laboratories section to accommodate
departmental staff. Staff and visitor parking areas are being provided for, along with a stockyard
area and loading bays.
Figure 1 overleaf shows the location of the site and the proposed development area.
The proposed development will require clearing of remnant vegetation located on the site. Due
to the physical and biological disturbance the site has undergone disturbances (brush cutting and
illegal dumping), it has been rated as low conservation value and development of the site will
have a low impact on the vegetation and habitat.

Environmental Assessment Process
The proposed development involves activities listed in terms of the amended 2014 Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations (GNR 326 and 324 of 2017), and the National Environmental
Management Act (Act no 107 of 1998, NEMA):
Listed activity
GN. No. R324 of 2017
(Listing Notice 3),
Activity 12

Description
The clearance of an area of 300 square metres or more of indigenous
vegetation - i. Western Cape
i. Within any critically endangered or endangered ecosystem listed in terms of
section 52 of the NEMBA

In terms of the EIA Regulations, the proposed development requires Environmental Authorisation
from the Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning (DEA&DP) and a Basic
Assessment (BA) must be undertaken by an Environmental Assessment Practitioner. Infinity
Environmental is the appointed EAP and is responsible for managing the BA process. Key stages in
the BA process are shown below:
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Public participation on
consultation Basic
Assessment Report
(30 days to comment)

EAP responds to comments
and addresses any issues
raised

Application for
environmental authorisation

Public participation on Draft
Basic Assessment Report (30
days to comment)

Submission of Final Basic
Assessment Report to
competent authority for
decision

Project Proposal
Western Cape Government Health intends to construct a medical depot on vacant land located
in the Tygerberg Hospital Estate to accommodate the collocation and relocation of existing
ancillary medical services. The new Medical Depot will allow for the centralised receiving, storage
and dispatch of pharmaceutical and non-pharmaceutical product lines that are currently
managed by existing depots in central Cape Town.
Currently the WCGH’s Cape Medical Depot (CMD) and antiretroviral (ARV) depot facilities
operate from two separate premises located within the Cape Town central business district. These
facilities were established during 1950’s when the area was primarily industrial. The central business
district has since become increasingly dense with rapid commercial and residential development
resulting in major traffic congestion. The increasing traffic has had direct implications on the
efficient operating of these facilities including delays in delivery abilities during regular working
hours; security and theft risks to stock in consignment; and the hinderance of access and traffic
movement on the neighbouring tenants. These and other factors require the centralisation of
depot services in a convenient location to accommodate both the CMD and ARV facilities.
The new proposed medical depot will include a new building with a footprint of approximately 10
000 square meters. The facility will comprise:
• A warehousing and distribution centre for receiving, storage and dispatch of pharmaceutical
and non-pharmaceutical product lines.
• Hardstand and truck turning spaces for goods vehicles.
• Offices and processing space for all direct and support services that enable the distribution of
products
• Facilities for shared services such as cleaners, a full staff kitchen, a canteen, meeting spaces
and a training room, a sick bay, stationery room, trolley and forklift storage and charging
facilities, document archiving.
• Staff and visitor parking, fire water tanks and waste sorting and storage.
• An perimeter fence, gates, and a guard house.
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The provision of office accommodation and processing space for all direct and support services
that enable the distribution of product including: Warehousing, Cold Storage, Finance, Human
Resources, Security, Order Processing, Product Testing (QC) and the provision of Dispatch services
by external service providers (couriers) falls within the infrastructure scope of the project.
The warehousing facility will comprise a single-story warehouse type building structure with a
maximum height of 13 meters to accommodate a high-level racking configuration within a steel
and reinforced concrete column structure. The building component will comprise a two-story with
a maximum height of 8.5 meters and will accommodate separate office and laboratories section
for departmental staff. Staff and visitor parking areas are being provided for, along with a
stockyard area and loading bays.
The proposed new medical depot will require the clearing of indigenous vegetation in excess of
300 square meters in the development footprint. The preferred (and only) property and site
alternative is the proposed portion of remainder Erf 15350, located within the Tygerberg Hospital
Estate. The proposed site layout responds to the following strategic key informants for the design
and build of a medical depot:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Traffic management requirements
Regulatory requirements and Good Warehouse Practices to minimise product handling
risks.
Easy access to enabling infrastructure
Minimising of potential disruption to services being offered on the Tygerberg Hospital Estate,
either during construction or operation of the new Depot
Layout optimisation to accommodate the required accommodation, external areas,
parking and forecasted expansion of the Hospital estate
Product flow that takes account of required adjacencies, regulatory separation of work
areas and user requirements
Rationalisation of security to provide a single entrance to the facility externally and a single
checkpoint to the warehouse internally to all functional areas, while providing segregation
of access to areas within the warehouse

Need and Desirability
The proposed development is the construction of a new medical depot within the Tygerberg
Medical Estate on open, vacant land. The site is within the urban edge and is zoned as community
zone 2: Regional (CO2) as contemplated in the City of Cape Town zoning scheme regulations. The
activity is permitted in the property’s existing primary land use rights, which include ‘institution’ and
‘hospital’ in terms of the 2016 municipal planning by-law (as amended).
The proposed land use is consistent with spatial planning and land use management frameworks
for the area and is aligned with the Tygerberg Hospital Development Framework for the redevelopment of the estate. The site has access to existing services, road access, and significant
existing buildings and infrastructure. Development of the depot on this site, rather than
constructing the required Depot elsewhere, will optimise the use of existing resources.
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Impact Assessment
Specialist studies were conducted for terrestrial biodiversity and heritage resources
including compliance statements by aquatic biodiversity and agriculture specialists.
Impacts associated with the proposed development have been identified and assessed as set out
in Table 1 below.
Alternative 1 (preferred)
Without mitigation

Alternative 2: No-go

With mitigation

Without mitigation

With mitigation

Medium negative

Low negative

No impact

No impact

Low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

Very low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

Low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

Very low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

Medium positive

Medium positive

No impact

No impact

Medium positive

Medium positive

No impact

Low negative

Low negative

Very low negative

Very low negative

Very low negative

No impact

Very low
negative
No impact

High positive

High positive

No impact

No impact

Low negative

Low negative

No impact

No impact

PLANNING, DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION PHASE
Impacts on terrestrial
biodiversity
Construction-phase traffic
impacts
Construction-phase noise and
vibration
Dust impacts
Construction Phase Visual
impacts
Construction employment
creation

OPERATIONAL PHASE
Employment creation and
retention
Impacts on terrestrial
biodiversity
Traffic impacts
Provision of efficient ancillary
medical services
Visual Impacts

No impact

Positive socioeconomic impacts in the form of employment retention and temporary employment
creation and the improved functioning of the health care system in the Western Cape are
anticipated in both the construction and operation phases.
The proposed development will require clearing of remnant vegetation located on the site. Much
of the site has undergone on-going physical and biologically disturbances (brush cutting and
illegal dumping) resulting in site being degraded, transformed indigenous vegetation and habitat.
Consequently, the biological environment of the site has been rated as low conservation value
and development of the site will have a low impact on the on the vegetation and habitat. To
mitigate this impact on the terrestrial biodiversity, a search and rescue for plants of conservation
importance within this site should be undertaken before any construction works commences. The
conservation material obtained through the search and rescue will be relocated to the City of
Cape Town’s Restoration Facility at the Westlake Conservation Centre, for safekeeping, until such
time it can be relocated and transplanted to one of several of the City’s receptor sites.

EAP’s recommendation
Based on the findings of this Basic Assessment, it is the opinion of the Environmental Assessment
Practitioner that there are no negative impacts that should be considered as “fatal flaws” from an
environmental perspective. Provided that the specified mitigation measures are applied
effectively, it is recommended that the project receives Environmental Authorisation in terms of
the EIA Regulations promulgated under the NEMA.
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Public Participation
A 30-day public participation process on the draft BAR will start on 2 September 2021,
and will end on 4 October 2021.
Registered Interested and affected parties are invited to review the draft Basic
Assessment Report, and comment using any of the following methods:
Online at

www.infinityenv.co.za/medicaldepotEIA

By email to

comments@infinityenv.co.za

By post to Infinity Environmental, Suite 17,
Private Bag X11, Mowbray 7705
By WhatsApp message to 079 086 1453
By fax to 086 591 8616
The 30-day commenting period end on Monday, 4 October 2021
For more information, to comment, or to arrange alternative ways of participating, please
contact the Environmental Assessment Practitioner, Tarryn Solomon of Infinity
Environmental, at the details above.

Processing of personal information
We are required by the EIA Regulations, GNR 326 of 2017 and the National Environmental
Management Act to maintain a register of interested and affected parties including of people
who have commented, or requested registration. This requires us to collect and process certain
personal information as defined in the Protection of Personal Information Act, 2013. The following
personal information has been collected for the purpose of public participation from registered
I&APs and will be collected from anyone who comments or registers:
•
•
•

Name, contact details and address;
A copy of any comments submitted; and
Details of any interest declared in the granting or refusal of the application.

Should you register and/or comment, your name and your comments will be included in published
documents. Your contact details, address, and interest declaration will be provided to the
competent authority and must also be provided to any appellants in the event that the
environmental authorisation is appealed in terms of the Appeal Regulations, GNR 993 of 2014.
Personal information will be stored by Infinity Environmental (Pty) Ltd at 2 Fir Street, Observatory
7925, and on a password-secured cloud storage system which may include servers in other
countries. You may at any time request access to or rectify this personal information by contacting
us on popi@infinityenv.co.za.
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Summary of how the requirements of Appendix 1 of the 2014 NEMA EIA Regulations
(GN R 326, as amended) are met by this Basic Assessment Report
Appendix 1 requirement
1) A basic assessment report must contain the information that is necessary for the
competent authority to consider and come to a decision on the application, and must
include(a) details of –
i. the EAP who prepared the report; and
ii. the expertise of the EAP, including a curriculum vitae;

(b) the location of the activity, including
(i) the 21 digit Surveyor General code of each cadastral land parcel;
(ii) where available, the physical address and farm name;
(iii) where the required information in items (i) and (ii) is not available, the coordinates
of the boundary of the property or properties;
(c) a plan which locates the proposed activity or activities applied for as well as associated
structures and infrastructure at an appropriate scale; or, if it is(i) a linear activity, a description and coordinates of the corridor in which the
proposed activity or activities is to be undertaken; or
(ii) on land where the property has not been defined, the coordinates within which
the activity
(iii) is to be undertaken;
(d) a description of the scope of the proposed activity, including
(i) all listed and specified activities triggered and being applied for; and
(ii) a description of the activities to be undertaken including associated structures
and infrastructure;
(e) a description of the policy and legislative context within which the development is
proposed including(i) an identification of all legislation, policies, plans, guidelines, spatial tools,
municipal development planning frameworks, and instruments that are applicable
to this activity and have been considered in the preparation of the report; and
(ii) how the proposed activity complies with and responds to the legislation and
policy context, plans, guidelines, tools frameworks, and instruments
(f) a motivation for the need and desirability for the proposed development including the
need and desirability of the activity in the context of the preferred location
(g) a motivation for the preferred site, activity and technology alternative;
(h) a full description of the process followed to reach the proposed preferred alternative
within the site, including –
(i) details of all the alternatives considered;
(ii) details of the public participation process undertaken in terms of regulation 41 of
the Regulations, including copies of the supporting documents and inputs;
(iii) a summary of the issues raised by interested and affected parties, and an
indication of the manner in which the issues were incorporated, or the reasons for
not including them;
(iv) the environmental attributes associated with the alternatives focusing on the
geographical, physical, biological, social, economic, heritage and cultural aspects;
(v) the impacts and risks identified for each alternative, including the nature,
significance, consequence, extent, duration and probability of the impacts,
including the degree to which these impacts(aa) can be reversed;
(bb) may cause irreplaceable loss of resources; and
(cc) can be avoided, managed or mitigated;
(vi) the methodology used in determining and ranking the nature, significance,
consequences, extent, duration and probability of potential environmental impacts
and risks associated with the alternatives;
(vii) positive and negative impacts that the proposed activity and alternatives will
have on the environment and on the community that may be affected focusing on

Section of
BAR

A
See
Appendix
A
B - 4.6
B - 4.4
B - 4.7

Appendix
B1

D
B - 4.4

E

E, H
Appendix
K
H
H and I
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the geographical, physical, biological, social, economic, heritage and cultural
aspects;
(viii) the possible mitigation measures that could be applied and level of residual risk;
(ix) the outcome of the site selection matrix;
(x) if no alternatives, including alternative locations for the activity were investigated,
the motivation for not considering such; and
(xi) a concluding statement indicating the preferred alternatives, including preferred
location of the activity;
(i) a full description of the process undertaken to identify, assess and rank the impacts the
activity will impose on the preferred location through the life of the activity, including–
(i) a description of all environmental issues and risks that were identified during the
environmental impact assessment process; and
(ii) an assessment of the significance of each issue and risk and an indication of the
extent to which the issue and risk could be avoided or addressed by the adoption
of mitigation measures;
(j) an assessment of each identified potentially significant impact and risk, including–
(i) cumulative impacts;
(ii) the nature, significance and consequences of the impact and risk;
(iii) the extent and duration of the impact and risk;
(iv) the probability of the impact and risk occurring;
(v) the degree to which the impact and risk can be reversed;
(vi) the degree to which the impact and risk may cause irreplaceable loss of
resources; and
(vii) the degree to which the impact and risk can be avoided, managed or
mitigated;
(k) where applicable, a summary of the findings and impact management measures
identified in any specialist report complying with Appendix 6 to these Regulations and an
indication as to how these findings and recommendations have been included in the final
report;
(l) an environmental impact statement which contains–
(i) a summary of the key findings of the environmental impact assessment;
(ii) a map at an appropriate scale which superimposes the proposed activity and its
associated structures and infrastructure on the environmental sensitivities of the
preferred site indicating any areas that should be avoided, including buffers; and
(iii) a summary of the positive and negative impacts and risks of the proposed
activity and identified alternatives;
(m) based on the assessment, and where applicable, impact management measures from
specialist reports, the recording of the proposed impact management outcomes for the
development for inclusion in the EMPr;
(n) any aspects which were conditional to the findings of the assessment either by the EAP
or specialist which are to be included as conditions of authorisation;
(o) a description of any assumptions, uncertainties, and gaps in knowledge which relate to
the assessment and mitigation measures proposed;
(p) a reasoned opinion as to whether the proposed activity should or should not be
authorised, and if the opinion is that it should be authorised, any conditions that should be
made in respect of that authorisation;
(q) where the proposed activity does not include operational aspects, the period for which
the environmental authorisation is required, the date on which the activity will be concluded,
and the post construction monitoring requirements finalised;
(r) an undertaking under oath or affirmation by the EAP in relation to–
(i) the correctness of the information provided in the reports;
(ii) the inclusion of comments and inputs from stakeholders and l&APs;
(iii) the inclusion of inputs and recommendations from the specialist reports where relevant;
and (iv) any information provided by the EAP to interested and affected parties and any
responses by the EAP to comments or inputs made by interested and affected parties; and
(s) where applicable, details of any financial provisions for the rehabilitation, closure, and
ongoing post decommissioning management of negative environmental impacts;
(t) any specific information that may be required by the competent authority; and
(u) any other matters required in terms of section 24(4)(a) and (b) of the Act.

I

I

I

J
Appendix
B2
J

J - 2.1
J - 2.2
J - 2.4
J - 2.3

J – 2.5

K

n/a
n/a
n/a
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FORM NO. BAR10/2019

BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT
THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT, 1998 (ACT NO. 107 OF 1998)
AND THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS.
NOVEMBER 2019

(For official use only)
Pre-application Reference Number (if
applicable):
EIA Application Reference Number:
NEAS Reference Number:
Exemption Reference Number (if applicable):
Date BAR received by Department:
Date BAR received by Directorate:
Date BAR received by Case Officer:

GENERAL PROJECT DESCRIPTION
(This must Include an overview of the project including the Farm name/Portion/Erf number)

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF THE NEW PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH MEDICAL
DEPOT ON A PORTION OF REMAINDER ERF 15350, TYGERBERG HOSPITAL ESTATE, CAPE TOWN
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IMPORTANT INFORMATION TO BE READ PRIOR TO COMPLETING THIS BASIC
ASSESSMENT REPORT
1. The purpose of this template is to provide a format for the Basic Assessment report as set out in
Appendix 1 of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998)
(“NEMA”), Environmental Impact Assessment (“EIA”) Regulations, 2014 (as amended) in order
to ultimately obtain Environmental Authorisation.
2. The Environmental Impact Assessment (“EIA”) Regulations is defined in terms of Chapter 5 of
the National Environmental Management Act, 19998 (Act No. 107 of 1998) (“NEMA”)
hereinafter referred to as the “NEMA EIA Regulations”.
3. The required information must be typed within the spaces provided in this Basic Assessment
Report (“BAR”). The sizes of the spaces provided are not necessarily indicative of the amount
of information to be provided.
4. All applicable sections of this BAR must be completed.
5. Unless protected by law, all information contained in, and attached to this BAR, will become
public information on receipt by the Competent Authority. If information is not submitted with
this BAR due to such information being protected by law, the applicant and/or Environmental
Assessment Practitioner (“EAP”) must declare such non-disclosure and provide the reasons for
believing that the information is protected.
6. This BAR is current as of November 2019. It is the responsibility of the Applicant/ EAP to ascertain
whether subsequent versions of the BAR have been released by the Department. Visit this
Department’s website at http://www.westerncape.gov.za/eadp to check for the latest version
of this BAR.
7. This BAR is the standard format, which must be used in all instances when preparing a BAR for
Basic Assessment applications for an environmental authorisation in terms of the NEMA EIA
Regulations when the Western Cape Government Department of Environmental Affairs and
Development Planning (“DEA&DP”) is the Competent Authority.
8. Unless otherwise indicated by the Department, one hard copy and one electronic copy of this
BAR must be submitted to the Department at the postal address given below or by delivery
thereof to the Registry Office of the Department. Reasonable access to copies of this Report
must be provided to the relevant Organs of State for consultation purposes, which may, if so
indicated by the Department, include providing a printed copy to a specific Organ of State.
9. This BAR must be duly dated and originally signed by the Applicant, EAP (if applicable) and
Specialist(s) and must be submitted to the Department at the details provided below.
10. The Department’s latest Circulars pertaining to the “One Environmental Management System”
and the EIA Regulations, any subsequent Circulars, and guidelines must be taken into account
when completing this BAR.
11. Should a water use licence application be required in terms of the National Water Act, 1998
(Act No. 36 of 1998) (“NWA”), the “One Environmental System” is applicable, specifically in
terms of the synchronisation of the consideration of the application in terms of the NEMA and
the NWA. Refer to this Department’s Circular EADP 0028/2014: One Environmental
Management System.
12. Where Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (Act No. 25 of 1999) (“NHRA”)

is triggered, a copy of Heritage Western Cape’s final comment must be attached to the BAR.
13. The Screening Tool developed by the National Department of Environmental Affairs must be
used to generate a screening report. Please use the Screening Tool link
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https://screening.environment.gov.za/screeningtool to generate the Screening Tool Report.
The screening tool report must be attached to this BAR.
14. Where this Department is also identified as the Licencing Authority to decide on applications
under the National Environmental Management: Air Quality Act (Act No. 29 of 2004)
(‘NEM:AQA”), the submission of the Report must also be made as follows, forWaste Management Licence Applications, this report must also (i.e., another hard copy and
electronic copy) be submitted for the attention of the Department’s Waste Management
Directorate (Tel: 021-483-2728/2705 and Fax: 021-483-4425) at the same postal address as the
Cape Town Office.
Atmospheric Emissions Licence Applications, this report must also be (i.e., another hard copy
and electronic copy) submitted for the attention of the Licensing Authority or this Department’s
Air Quality Management Directorate (Tel: 021 483 2888 and Fax: 021 483 4368) at the same
postal address as the Cape Town Office.

DEPARTMENTAL DETAILS

CAPE TOWN OFFICE: REGION 1 and REGION 2

GEORGE OFFICE: REGION 3

(Region 1: City of Cape Town, West Coast District)
(Region 2: Cape Winelands District & Overberg District)

(Central Karoo District & Garden Route District)

BAR must be sent to the following details:

BAR must be sent to the following details:

Western Cape Government
Department of Environmental Affairs and Development
Planning
Attention: Directorate: Development Management
(Region 1 or 2)
Private Bag X 9086
Cape Town,
8000

Western Cape Government
Department of Environmental Affairs and Development
Planning
Attention: Directorate: Development Management
(Region 3)
Private Bag X 6509
George,
6530

Registry Office
1st Floor Utilitas Building
1 Dorp Street,
Cape Town

Registry Office
4th Floor, York Park Building
93 York Street
George

Queries should be directed to the Directorate:
Development Management (Region 1 and 2) at:
Tel: (021) 483-5829
Fax (021) 483-4372

Queries should be directed to the Directorate:
Development Management (Region 3) at:
Tel: (044) 805-8600
Fax (044) 805 8650

MAPS
Provide a location map (see below) as Appendix A1 to this BAR that shows the location of the proposed development
and associated structures and infrastructure on the property.
Locality Map:
The scale of the locality map must be at least 1:50 000.
For linear activities or development proposals of more than 25 kilometres, a smaller scale e.g.,
1:250 000 can be used. The scale must be indicated on the map.
The map must indicate the following:
•
an accurate indication of the project site position as well as the positions of the alternative
sites, if any;
•
road names or numbers of all the major roads as well as the roads that provide access to
the site(s)
•
a north arrow;
•
a legend; and
•
a linear scale.
For ocean based or aquatic activity, the coordinates must be provided within which the activity
is to be undertaken and a map at an appropriate scale clearly indicating the area within which
the activity is to be undertaken.
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Where comment from the Western Cape Government: Transport and Public Works is required,
a map illustrating the properties (owned by the Western Cape Government: Transport and
Public Works) that will be affected by the proposed development must be included in the
Report.
Provide a detailed site development plan / site map (see below) as Appendix B1 to this BAR; and if applicable, all
alternative properties and locations.
Site Plan:
Detailed site development plan(s) must be prepared for each alternative site or alternative
activity. The site plans must contain or conform to the following:
•
The detailed site plan must preferably be at a scale of 1:500 or at an appropriate scale.
The scale must be clearly indicated on the plan, preferably together with a linear scale.
•
The property boundaries and numbers of all the properties within 50m of the site must be
indicated on the site plan.
•
On land where the property has not been defined, the co-ordinates of the area in which
the proposed activity or development is proposed must be provided.
•
The current land use (not zoning) as well as the land use zoning of each of the adjoining
properties must be clearly indicated on the site plan.
•
The position of each component of the proposed activity or development as well as any
other structures on the site must be indicated on the site plan.
•
Services, including electricity supply cables (indicate aboveground or underground), water
supply pipelines, boreholes, sewage pipelines, storm water infrastructure and access roads
that will form part of the proposed development must be clearly indicated on the site plan.
•
Servitudes and an indication of the purpose of each servitude must be indicated on the
site plan.
•
Sensitive environmental elements within 100m of the site must be included on the site plan,
including (but not limited to):
o
Watercourses / Rivers / Wetlands
o
Flood lines (i.e., 1:100 year, 1:50 year and 1:10 year where applicable);
o
Coastal Risk Zones as delineated for the Western Cape by the Department of
Environmental Affairs and Development Planning (“DEA&DP”):
o
Ridges;
o
Cultural and historical features/landscapes;
o
Areas with indigenous vegetation (even if degraded or infested with alien species).
•
Whenever the slope of the site exceeds 1:10, a contour map of the site must be submitted.
•
North arrow
A map/site plan must also be provided at an appropriate scale, which superimposes the
proposed development and its associated structures and infrastructure on the environmental
sensitivities of the preferred and alternative sites indicating any areas that should be avoided,
including buffer areas.
Site photographs

Colour photographs of the site that shows the overall condition of the site and its surroundings
(taken on the site and taken from outside the site) with a description of each photograph. The
vantage points from which the photographs were taken must be indicated on the site plan, or
locality plan as applicable. If available, please also provide a recent aerial photograph.
Photographs must be attached to this BAR as Appendix C. The aerial photograph(s) should be
supplemented with additional photographs of relevant features on the site. Date of
photographs must be included. Please note that the above requirements must be duplicated
for all alternative sites.

Biodiversity
Overlay Map:

A map of the relevant biodiversity information and conditions must be provided as an overlay
map on the property/site plan. The Map must be attached to this BAR as Appendix D.

Linear activities
or development
and
multiple
properties

GPS co-ordinates must be provided in degrees, minutes and seconds using the Hartebeeshoek
94 WGS84 co-ordinate system.
Where numerous properties/sites are involved (linear activities) you must attach a list of the Farm
Name(s)/Portion(s)/Erf number(s) to this BAR as an Appendix.
For linear activities that are longer than 500m, please provide a map with the co-ordinates taken
every 100m along the route to this BAR as Appendix A3.

ACRONYMS
DAFF:
DEA:
DEA& DP:
DHS:
DoA:
DWS:

Department of Forestry and Fisheries
Department of Environmental Affairs
Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning
Department of Human Settlement
Department of Agriculture
Department of Water and Sanitation
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EMPr:
HWC:
NFEPA:
NSBA:
TOR:
WCBSP:
WCG:
WCGH:

Environmental Management Programme
Heritage Western Cape
National Freshwater Ecosystem Priority Areas
National Spatial Biodiversity Assessment
Terms of Reference
Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan
Western Cape Government
Western Cape Government Health

ATTACHMENTS
Note: The Appendices must be attached to the BAR as per the list below. Please use a  (tick) or a x (cross) to
indicate whether the Appendix is attached to the BAR.
The following checklist of attachments must be completed.

 (Tick) or
x (cross)

APPENDIX
Maps
Appendix A1:
Appendix A:

Appendix A2:

Appendix A3:

Locality Map
Coastal Risk Zones as delineated in terms of
ICMA for the Western Cape by the
Department of Environmental Affairs and
Development Planning
Map with the GPS co-ordinates for linear
activities


x
x

Appendix B1:

Site development plan(s)



Appendix B2

A map of appropriate scale, which
superimposes the proposed development
and
its
associated
structures
and
infrastructure
on
the
environmental
sensitivities of the preferred site, indicating
any areas that should be avoided, including
buffer areas;



Appendix B:

Appendix C:

Photographs



Appendix D:

Biodiversity overlay map



Permit(s) / license(s) / exemption notice, agreements, comments from State
Department/Organs of state and service letters from the municipality.
Appendix E1:

Final comment/ROD from HWC



Appendix E2:

Copy of comment from Cape Nature



Appendix E3:

Final Comment from the DWS



Appendix E4:

Comment from City of Cape Town
Biodiversity Network Branch



Appendix E5:

Comment from the DAFF

Appendix E:

x
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x

Appendix E6:

Comment from WCG: Transport and Public
Works

Appendix E7:

Comment from WCG: DoA

Appendix E8:

Comment from WCG: DHS

Appendix E9:

Comment from WCG: DoH

Appendix E10:

Comment from DEA&DP: Pollution
Management

Appendix E11:

Comment from DEA&DP: Waste
Management

Appendix E12:

Comment from DEA&DP: Biodiversity

Appendix E13:

Comment from DEA&DP: Air Quality

Appendix E14:

Comment from DEA&DP: Coastal
Management

Appendix E15:

Comment from the local authority

x


Appendix E16:

Confirmation of all services (water,
electricity, sewage, solid waste
management)

Appendix E17:

Comment from the District Municipality

Appendix E18:

Copy of an exemption notice

Appendix E19

Pre-approval for the reclamation of land

Appendix E20:

Proof of agreement/TOR of the specialist
studies conducted.

Appendix E21:

Proof of land use rights

Appendix E22:

Proof of public participation agreement for
linear activities

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

x
x
x
x
x

Appendix F:

Public participation information: including a copy of the register
of I&APs, the comments and responses Report, proof of notices,
advertisements and any other public participation information
as is required.

Appendix G:

Specialist Report(s)

x
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Appendix H:

EMPr



Appendix I:

Screening tool report



Appendix J:

The impact and risk assessment for each alternative

x

Appendix K:

Appendix L
Appendix M

Need and desirability for the proposed activity or development
in terms of this Department’s guideline on Need and Desirability
(March 2013)/DEA Integrated Environmental Management
Guideline
Compliance Statements and Verification Reports in terms of the
GN 320 of 2020: Agriculture, Terrestrial Biodiversity, Civil
Aviation, and Defence Themes
Curriculum Vita of the Environmental Assessment Practitioner
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SECTION A: ADMINISTRATIVE DETAILS

CAPE TOWN OFFICE:
Highlight the Departmental
Region in which the intended
application will fall

Duplicate this section where
there is more than one
Proponent
Name of
Applicant/Proponent:
Name of contact person for
Applicant/Proponent (if
other):
Company/ Trading
name/State
Department/Organ of State:
Company Registration
Number:
Postal address:

Telephone:
E-mail:
Company of EAP:
EAP name:
Postal address:
Telephone:
E-mail:
Qualifications:
EAPASA registration no:
Duplicate this section where
there is more than one
landowner
Name of landowner:
Name of contact person for
landowner (if other):
Postal address:

Telephone:
E-mail:
Name of Person in control of
the land:
Name of contact person for
person in control of the land:
Postal address:

Telephone:
E-mail:

REGION 1
(City of Cape Town,
West Coast District

GEORGE OFFICE:
REGION 2

(Cape Winelands
District &
Overberg District)

REGION 3
(Central Karoo District &
Garden Route District)

Western Cape Government: Health
C/O Turner & Townsend (Pty) Ltd.
Dr Wanda Chunnett
Western Cape Government: Health
Not applicable
8th Floor, The Towers South
2 Heerengracht, Foreshore
Cape Town
Postal code: 8001
(021) 421 7001
Cell: 082 454 9422
wchunnett@turntown.co.za
Fax: (
)
Infinity Environmental (Pty) Ltd.
Tarryn Solomon
Suite 17, Private Bag X11
Mowbray
Postal code: 7705
(021) 834 1602
Cell: 076 223 4533
tarryn@infinityenv.co.za
Fax: 086 591 8616
B.Sc. Environmental and Water Sciences
Application pending

Western Cape Government: Department of Health
C/O Turner and Townsend (Pty) Ltd
Dr Wanda Chunnett
8th Floor, The Towers South
2 Heerengracht, Foreshore
Cape Town
Postal code: 8001
(021) 421 7001
Cell: 082 454 9422
wchunnett@turntown.co.za
Fax: ( )
Western Cape Government: Department of Health
C/O Turner and Townsend (Pty) Ltd
Dr Wanda Chunnett
8th Floor, The Towers South
2 Heerengracht, Foreshore
Cape Town
(021) 421 7001
wchunnett@turntown.co.za

Postal code: 8001
Cell: 082 454 9422
Fax: (
)

Duplicate this section where
there is more than one
Municipal Jurisdiction
Municipality in whose area
of jurisdiction the proposed
activity will fall:
Contact person:
Postal address:

Telephone
E-mail:

City of Cape Town
Dimitri Georgeades
Floor 2,
Media City Building,
c/o Hertzog and Heerengracht Boulevards
Cape Town
Postal code: 8000
(021) 400 6529
Cell:
dimitri.georgeades@capetown.go.za Fax: (
)

SECTION B: CONFIRMATION OF SPECIFIC PROJECT DETAILS AS INCLUDED IN THE
APPLICATION FORM
1.

Is the proposed development (please
tick):

2.

Is the proposed site(s) a brownfield of greenfield site? Please explain.

✓

New

Expansion

The proposed site, a portion of the remainder of Erf 15350, is a greenfield site within a highly
urbanised context. The site comprises disturbed Cape Flats Sand Fynbos, which does not appear
to have been fully cleared in the past few decades. Much of the site is invaded with Port Jackson
(Acacia cyclops) and other alien grasses and shrubs. Erf 15350/RE makes up the bulk of the
Tygerberg Hospital Estate, and the proposed portion is one of several vacant undeveloped open
tracts of land within the estate.
3.

For Linear activities or developments NOT

3.1.

Provide the Farm(s)/Farm Portion(s)/Erf number(s) for all routes:

3.2.

Development footprint of the proposed development for all alternatives.

3.3.

Provide a description of the proposed development (e.g. for roads the length, width and width of the road reserve
in the case of pipelines indicate the length and diameter) for all alternatives.

3.4.

3.5.

3.6.

APPLICABLE

m²

Indicate how access to the proposed routes will be obtained for all alternatives.
SG
Digit
codes
of
the
Farms/Farm
Portions/Erf
numbers
for
all
alternatives
Starting point co-ordinates for all alternatives
Latitude (S)

º

‘

“

Longitude (E)

º

‘

“

Middle point co-ordinates for all alternatives
Latitude (S)

º

‘

“

Longitude (E)

º

‘

“

‘

“

End point co-ordinates for all alternatives
Latitude (S)

º

Longitude (E)
º
‘
“
Note: For Linear activities or developments longer than 500m, a map indicating the co-ordinates for every 100m along the
route must be attached to this BAR as Appendix A3.
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4.

Other developments

4.1.

Property size(s) of all proposed cadastrals:

430 927 m2

None on the
proposed
portion; the
developed
Developed footprint of the existing facility and associated infrastructure (if applicable):
footprint on the
subject
property is
approximately
17 500 m2
Development footprint of the proposed development and associated infrastructure size(s) for all
Approximately
alternatives:
17 500 m2
Provide a detailed description of the proposed development and its associated infrastructure (This must include
details of e.g. buildings, structures, infrastructure, storage facilities, sewage/effluent treatment and holding facilities).

4.2.

4.3.
4.4.

The Western Cape Government: Health (WCGH) proposes to construct a new provincial health
medical depot on a portion of the remainder of erf 15350 within the Tygerberg Hospital Estate in
Cape Town. The new Medial Depot will allow for the centralised receiving, storage and dispatch
of pharmaceutical and non-pharmaceutical product lines that are currently managed by existing
depots in central Cape Town.
Currently the WCGH’s Cape Medical Depot (CMD) and antiretroviral (ARV) depot facilities operate
from two separate premises located within the Cape Town central business district. These facilities
were established during 1950’s when the area was primarily industrial. The central business district
has since become increasingly dense with rapid commercial and residential development resulting
in major traffic congestion. The increasing traffic has had direct implications on the efficient
operating of these facilities including delays in delivery abilities during regular working hours;
security and theft risks to stock in consignment; and the hinderance of access and traffic
movement on the neighbouring tenants. These and other factors require the centralisation of depot
services in a convenient location to accommodate both the CMD and ARV facilities.
The WCGH embarked on a strategic brief to investigate and present a proposal for the
development of the new medical depot in 2018. This brief highlighted that the proposed depot is
aligned to the WCGH Healthcare 2030 Strategy which has been prioritised in terms of the WCG
Provincial Strategic goals for 2015 -2019 as it will assist the health department with achieving
improved integrated service delivery. In particular, the new depot will, in keeping with the 2030
Strategy, provide:
-

Shorter turnaround times within the depot and thus reducing waiting times at facilities
Fewer items on dues out
Improved quality testing with a quality control laboratory on site, which ultimately ensures
only safe medication is issued to patients.
Vacolitre store for Emergency Medical Services that meets pharmaceutical legislative
requirements.
Reduced risk of stock shrinkage and expired stock as there will be space available to rotate
stock.
Reduced cost for the department by having a unified approach to stock management.
Additional warehouse capacity to service increased patient numbers.
‘Green and lean’ warehouse management principles.

The provision of office accommodation and processing space for all direct and support services
that enable the distribution of product including: Warehousing, Cold Storage, Finance, Human
Resources, Security, Order Processing, Product Testing (QC) and the provision of Dispatch services
by external service providers (couriers) falls within the infrastructure scope of the project.
Facilities will also be provided for shared services such as cleaners, a full staff kitchen, a canteen,
meeting spaces and a training room, a sick bay, stationery room, trolley and forklift storage and
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charging facilities, document archiving as well as staff and visitor parking, fire water tanks and
waste sorting and storage.
The development footprint will not exceed a maximum of 17 500 square meters. The new Medical
Depot will have its own perimeter fence, gates, a guard house, security protocols, canteen,
recreation area, quarantine and hazardous storage.

4.5.

Indicate how access to the proposed site(s) will be obtained for all alternatives.

The proposed development will obtain access from Pathology Way.
4.6.

SG Digit code(s) of
the proposed site(s)
for all alternatives:

C

0

1

6

0

0

4

2

0

0

0

1

5

3

5

0

0

0

0

0

0

Coordinates of the proposed site(s) for all alternatives:
4.7.

Latitude (S)

33o

54‘

44.49“

Longitude (E)

18o

37‘

5.46“

SECTION C: LEGISLATION/POLICIES AND/OR GUIDELINES/PROTOCOLS
1.

Exemption applied for in terms of the NEMA and the NEMA EIA Regulations
Has exemption been applied for in terms of the NEMA and the NEMA EIA Regulations. If yes, include
a copy of the exemption notice in Appendix E18.

2.

NO✓

Is the following legislation applicable to the proposed activity or development.
The National Environmental Management: Integrated Coastal Management Act, 2008 (Act No. 24
of 2008) (“ICMA”). If yes, attach a copy of the comment from the relevant competent authority as
Appendix E4 and the pre-approval for the reclamation of land as Appendix E19.
The National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (Act No. 25 of 1999) (“NHRA”). If yes, attach a copy of
the comment from Heritage Western Cape as Appendix E1.
Comment from HWC is
The National Water Act, 1998 (Act No. 36 of 1998) (“NWA”). If yes, attach a copy of the comment
from the DWS as Appendix E3.
Comment from DWS is
The National Environmental Management: Air Quality Act, 2004 (Act No. 39 of 2004) (“NEM:AQA”).
If yes, attach a copy of the comment from the relevant authorities as Appendix E13.
The National Environmental Management Waste Act (Act No. 59 of 2008) (“NEM:WA”)
The National Environmental Management Biodiversity Act, 2004 (Act No. 10 of 2004 (“NEMBA”).
The National Environmental Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003 (Act No. 57 of 2003)
(“NEMPAA”).
The Conservation of Agricultural Resources Act, 1983 (Act No. 43 of 1983). If yes, attach comment
from the relevant competent authority as Appendix E5.

3.

YES

YES

NO✓

YES✓

NO

YES

NO✓

YES

NO✓

YES

NO✓
NO

YES ✓
YES
YES

NO✓
NO✓

Other legislation
List any other legislation that is applicable to the proposed activity or development.

City of Cape Town Municipal Planning By-law (2016, as amended)
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4.

Policies
Explain which policies were considered and how the proposed activity or development complies and responds to
these policies.

Various spatial planning policies and frameworks were considered in the determination of
need and desirability, including the Spatial Development Framework and the District Plan see section E below for an overview of how the proposed activity complies with these policies.
The Western Cape Provincial Spatial Development Framework promotes the provision of
health facilities in optimum locations within the urban area. It identifies the need to ensure that
current and further developments take place in an integrated and sustainable manner with
equitable and accessible facilities. The transformation of the Province’s spatial environments
is highly dependent on the improvement of adequate and appropriate facility provision. The
proposed facility aligns with the need to promote the location of multifunctional facilities
within complementary land uses.
The proposed development will incorporate a stormwater management system designed to
minimise contaminated runoff and encourage infiltration of clean stormwater in keeping with
Cape Town’s management of urban stormwater impacts policy, 2009.
City of Cape Town’s Spatial Development Framework and the District Plan – see section E
below for an overview of how the proposed activity complies with these policies. The
proposed development is consistent with the City of Cape Town’s policy of promoting urban
restructuring and optimising the use of existing services and facilities.
The Tygerberg District Plan identifies areas of potential impact on natural attributes, subject to
an environmental authorisation. Although, the site has not been identified In the City of Cape
Town’s 2017 fine scale systematic conservation plan as a Critical Biodiversity Area or
Ecological Support Area (CBA or ESA), the site does contain small remnants of Cape Flats
Sand Fynbos.

5.

Guidelines
List the guidelines which have been considered relevant to the proposed activity or development and explain how
they have influenced the development proposal.

DEA&DP Guideline on Public Participation (2013), and Department of Environmental Affairs
Public Participation guideline in terms of NEMA EIA Regulations (2017)
These guidelines were considered in the determination of appropriate public participation
strategies. All public participation requirements as stipulated in the EIA Regulations will be
met, with a focus on effective engagement that is consistent with the current National State
of Disaster.
DEA&DP Guideline on Alternatives (2013), and DEA Guideline on Alternatives (2014)
The provisions of the Guidelines were implemented in the Basic Assessment, through the
identification and assessment of feasible and reasonable alternatives to the proposed
activity, with a focus on impact minimization.
DEA&DP Guidelines on Need and Desirability, 2013
This guideline informed the compilation of Section E and Appendix K of this report.
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6.

Protocols
Explain how the proposed activity or development complies with the requirements of the protocols referred to in the
NOI and/or application form

The Protocols for the Assessment and Minimum Report Content Requirements for
Environmental Themes (GN 320 of 2020) came into effect on 9 May 2020. These protocols
mandate site sensitivity verifications for identified Themes on the site based on the National
Environmental Screening Tool Report. These themes include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Agriculture (Medium Sensitivity)
Animal Species (High Sensitivity)
Aquatic Biodiversity Theme (Very High Sensitivity)
Archaeological and Cultural Heritage (High Sensitivity)
Civil Aviation (Very High Sensitivity)
Plant Species Theme (Medium Sensitivity)
Defence Theme (Medium Sensitivity)
Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme (Very High Sensitivity)

The following assessments or verifications are therefore required based on the mapped
sensitivities:
•

Agriculture Theme: Agro-ecosystem Specialist Assessment, unless an agricultural
specialist with SACNASP registration confirms the site is of “medium” or “low” sensitivity for
agriculture, in which case an Agricultural Compliance Statement is required.
An Agricultural Compliance Statement prepared by Mr Johann Lanz (SACNASP Soil
Science) is attached as Appendix L.

•

Animal Species Theme: no prescribed protocols or assessments.

•

Aquatic Biodiversity Theme: Aquatic Biodiversity Specialist Assessment.
An Aquatic Biodiversity Compliance Statement prepared by Earl Van Heirden (SACNASP
Ecological Science) is attached as Appendix L

•

Archaeological and Cultural Heritage: no prescribed protocols or assessments.

•

Civil Aviation Theme: Civil Aviation Compliance Statement, unless a site sensitivity
verification confirms the site is of “low” sensitivity for civil aviation, in which case no
further assessment is required.
A Site Sensitivity Verification Report confirming that the site has no civil aviation
sensitivity, prepared by the EAP, is attached as Appendix L.

•

Plant Species Theme: no prescribed protocols or assessments

•

Defence Theme: Defence Compliance Statement unless a site sensitivity verification
confirms the site is of “low” sensitivity for defence, in which case no further assessment is
required.
A Site Sensitivity Verification Report confirming that the site has no defence sensitivity,
prepared by the EAP, is attached as Appendix L.

•

Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme: Terrestrial Biodiversity Specialist Assessment
A Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment prepared by Mr Christopher Cupido of KC Phyto
Enterprises (SACNASP Ecological Science) is attached as Appendix G.
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SECTION D: APPLICABLE LISTED ACTIVITIES
List the applicable activities in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations
Activity No(s):

Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies)
as set out in Listing Notice 1

Describe the portion of the proposed
development to which the applicable listed
activity relates.

Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies)
as set out in Listing Notice 3

Describe the portion of the proposed
development to which the applicable listed
activity relates.

The clearance of an area of 300 square
metres or more of indigenous vegetation

The proposed new medical depot will
require the clearing of an excess of 300
square meters hectare of indigenous
vegetation

None applicable.
Activity No(s):

12

Note:
• The listed activities specified above must reconcile with activities applied for in the application form. The onus is on the
Applicant to ensure that all applicable listed activities are included in the application. If a specific listed activity is not included
in an Environmental Authorisation, a new application for Environmental Authorisation will have to be submitted.
• Where additional listed activities have been identified, that have not been included in the application form, and amended
application form must be submitted to the competent authority.

List the applicable waste management listed activities in terms of the NEM:WA
Activity No(s):

Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Activity(ies)
as set out in Category A

Describe the portion of the proposed
development to which the applicable listed
activity relates.

None applicable.
List the applicable listed activities in terms of the NEM:AQA
Activity No(s):

Provide the relevant Listed Activity(ies)

Describe the portion of the proposed
development to which the applicable listed
activity relates.

None applicable.

SECTION E:
1.

PLANNING CONTEXT AND NEED AND DESIRABILITY

Provide a description of the preferred alternative.

The preferred alternative is for the construction of a new Medical Depot on a portion of
Remainder Erf 15350 located within the Tygerberg Hospital Estate in Tygerberg. The new depot is
proposed to accommodate and provide facilities for the relocation of the Department of Health’s
Cape Medical Depot and antiretroviral facilities which currently operate from two separate
premises in the Cape Town central business district.
The proposed development will include a new building with a footprint of approximately 17 500
square meters. The facility will comprise:
- A warehousing and distribution centre for receiving, storage and dispatch of
pharmaceutical and non-pharmaceutical product lines.
- Hardstand and truck turning spaces for goods vehicles.
- Offices and processing space for all direct and support services that enable the
distribution of products
- Facilities for shared services such as cleaners, a full staff kitchen, a canteen, meeting
spaces and a training room, a sick bay, stationery room, trolley and forklift storage and
charging facilities, document archiving.
- Staff and visitor parking, fire water tanks and waste sorting and storage.
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2.

An perimeter fence, gates, and a guard house.
Explain how the proposed development is in line with the existing land use rights of the property as
you have indicated in the NOI and application form? Include the proof of the existing land use
rights granted in Appendix E21.

The site is within the urban edge and is zoned as community zone 2: Regional (CO2) as
contemplated in the City of Cape Town zoning scheme regulations. The activity is permitted in
the property’s existing primary land use rights, which include ‘institution’ and ‘hospital’ in terms of
the 2016 municipal planning by-law (as amended). The proposed building is a medical facility
and will be located within the Tygerberg hospital estate with buildings and facilities that are of a
similar health care nature.
3.

Explain how potential conflict with respect to existing approvals for the proposed site (as indicated
in the NOI/and or application form) and the proposed development have been resolved.

None.
4.
4.1

Explain how the proposed development will be in line with the following?
The Provincial Spatial Development Framework.

With reference to the Western Cape Provincial Spatial Development Framework, 2014, one of the
national development challenges is the widespread disease burden and poor services. The
response is to provide facilities which will assist with the delivery of quality health care services. The
proposed development addresses a specific need within the health system to centralise and
expand on the current logistics and product management system.
The PSDF highlights a need to balance and co-ordinate the delivery of facilities. The proposed
development aligns with the following policy items:
• Balance sustainable service delivery and equitable access to education and health
services
• Apply the principles of space utilization efficiency, multi-functionality and clustering to all
facility provision projects
• Coordinate and cluster public facilities, services and government offices to increase
convenience, accessibility and efficiency regarding operations, maintenance and
security as well as optimal use of land.
•
Rationalise and balance the regional distribution of health and education service
centres around a coherent hierarchy of services and only invest in places where people
can easily access these services.
• Develop a set of facility provision guidelines and indicators that encourage
municipalities to plan their activities with a view to increasing the impact and
effectiveness of social services and facilities.
• Articulate short- and long-term goals for facility performance, which builds links between
budgets, activities and expected consequences.
4.2

The Integrated Development Plan of the local municipality.

The proposed project is in line with the City of Cape Town IDP spatial priority 2 (Manage urban
growth, and create a balance between urban development and environmental protection), by
appropriately managing any negative development impact on natural resources, by
considering their finite nature and the costs relating to rehabilitating or mitigating degraded
natural areas.
The construction of the proposed new medical depot is considered as investment in
infrastructure and is important in the promotion of efficient, equitable and accessible facilities.
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4.3.

The Spatial Development Framework of the local municipality.

The proposed new medical depot addresses the Spatial strategy 2: Manage urban growth, and
create a balance between urban development and environmental protection. The
development requires environmental authorisation before commencing must undergo an
environmental authorisation.
It is essential for the municipal spatial development framework to balance competing land use
demands and sector priorities, such as environmental asset protection and infrastructure
provision. The biodiversity on site has been considered as a specialist study was done on site.
4.4.

The Environmental Management Framework applicable to the area.

This project is aligned with the Tygerberg District SDP EMF (Vol ).
5.

Explain how comments from the relevant authorities and/or specialist(s) with respect to biodiversity
have influenced the proposed development.

Consultations in 2019 with the City of Cape Town’s biodiversity management branch led to the
determination that the site contained remnant Cape Flats Sand Fynbos, a fact confirmed by the
biodiversity specialist assessment conducted for this Basic Assessment. The mitigation proposed
by the specialist is in line with the City’s recommendations and has been incorporated into this
BAR and the environmental management programme.
The City of Cape Town’s biodiversity management branch have been engaged and have
agreed that the conservation material will be donated to their Restoration Facility at the Westlake
Conservation Centre for safekeeping until the material is properly rooted or the appropriated
season for transplanting of geophytes can take place. The material will then be transplanted to
one of several of the City’s receptor sites.
6.

Explain how the Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan (including the guidelines in the handbook)
has influenced the proposed development.

The site itself is not identified as a Critical Biodiversity Area or Ecological Support Area in the City
of Cape Town Biodiversity Network, which forms part of the Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan.
The Transnet property immediately east of the site is identified as Other Ecological Support Area
in terms the Biodiversity Network. Proximity to this ecological support area, and the vegetation
occurring on the proposed site itself, are considered in the terrestrial biodiversity assessment.
7.

Explain how the proposed development is in line with the intention/purpose of the relevant zones
as defined in the ICMA.

The development does not lie within coastal public property.
8.

Explain whether the screening report has changed from the one submitted together with the
application form. The screening report must be attached as Appendix I.

The Screening Tool Report is included as Appendix I. No application for environmental
authorisation has yet been made.
9.

Explain how the proposed development will optimise vacant land available within an urban area.

The proposed development will make use of a vacant portion of land within the existing Tygerberg
hospital estate. The site is earmarked for future ancillary development in the hospital development
framework and supports only fragmented remnants of indigenous vegetation that do not
contribute significantly to conservation targets.
10.

Explain how the proposed development will optimise the use of existing resources and
infrastructure.
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The proposed development will make use of existing road and service infrastructure within the
hospital estate, requiring only short connections to existing bulk networks.
11.

Explain whether the necessary services are available and whether the local authority has
confirmed sufficient, spare, unallocated service capacity. (Confirmation of all services must be
included in Appendix E16).

Confirmation of availability of unallocated service capacity will be provided with the final BAR.
12.

In addition to the above, explain the need and desirability of the proposed activity or development
in terms of this Department’s guideline on Need and Desirability (March 2013) or the DEA’s
Integrated Environmental Management Guideline on Need and Desirability. This may be attached
to this BAR as Appendix K.

Please see Appendix K.

SECTION F:

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

The Public Participation Process (“PPP”) must fulfil the requirements as outlined in the NEMA EIA Regulations and must be
attached as Appendix F. Please note that If the NEM: WA and/or the NEM: AQA is applicable to the proposed development,
an advertisement must be placed in at least two newspapers.
1. Exclusively for linear activities: Indicate what PPP was agreed to by the competent authority. Include proof of this
agreement in Appendix E22.

Not Applicable
2. Confirm that the PPP as indicated in the application form has been complied with. All the PPP must be included in
Appendix F.

•
•
•
•
•
•

•

An initial database of potential I&APs was compiled. The database includes known
adjacent landowners and occupiers, ward councillors, municipal officials, relevant state
departments and organs of state (see Appendix F).
Postal, email, and/or telephonic methods have been used to reach the adjacent
landowners and/or occupiers.
A notice was placed in the Tygerburger Ravensmead / Belhar local newspaper on
Wednesday 20 January 2021.
A site notice was placed on the property by the EAP, complying with the regulatory
requirements.
The Basic Assessment Report
was made available for download at
www.infinityenv.co.za/medicaldepotEIA. A summary is also provided to ensure
accessibility.
Comments were accepted via a website form, by email, fax, or by WhatsApp message
to Infinity Environmental’s dedicated public participation number, no comments were
received via these platforms for the pre-application public participation process.
All comments received during the commenting period have been included in the draft
Basic Assessment Report and captured in the public participation report, together with
the relevant proofs, see Appendix F.

3. Confirm which of the State Departments and Organs of State indicated in the Notice of Intent/application form were
consulted with.

The following State Departments and Organs of State have been and will be further consulted
in the public participation process on the Basic Assessment Report.
Proposed Development of the new Provincial Government Health Department Medical Depot on a portion of Remainder
Erf 15350, Tygerberg Hospital Estate, Cape Town
27 of 68

•
Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning (DEA&DP): Land use
Management
•
Department of Water and Sanitation
•
CapeNature
•
City of Cape Town
•
Heritage Western Cape
•
Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning (DEA&DP),
Directorates: Development Management, Pollution & Chemicals Management; and
Waste Management

4. If any of the State Departments and Organs of State were not consulted, indicate which and why.

•

Heritage Western Cape (HWC) were not previously consulted as they had already
delivered comment on the project proposal, see Appendix E1. However, HWC will be
requested to comment on this draft BAR.

5. if any of the State Departments and Organs of State did not respond, indicate which.

•

Department of Water and Sanitation. However, comment from this department on the
applicability of water uses were already delivered in previous consultation, see Appendix
E3.

6. Provide a summary of the issues raised by I&APs and an indication of the manner in which the issues were incorporated
into the development proposal.

Issues raised by I&APs during the pre-application process included:
• Request that details pertaining the receptor site for the medium quality remnant be
provided in the post application draft BAR. The City of Cape Town’s biodiversity
management branch was subsquently engaged and have agreed that the conservation
material will be donated to their Restoration Facility at the Westlake Conservation Centre
for safekeeping until the material is properly rooted or the appropriated season for
transplanting of geophytes can take place. The material will then be transplanted to one
of several of the City’s receptor sites.
• Requests were made to include the two additional organs of state with the publication of
the draft BAR, this has been completed for the
• Confirmation of availability of services was requested. The engineers have project
engineers have confirmed that no additional demand on the services will be required for
the new proposed development.
• Updates to the EMPr were requested regarding waste and dust, these have completed.

Note:
A register of all the I&AP’s notified, including the Organs of State, and all the registered I&APs must be included in Appendix
F. The register must be maintained and made available to any person requesting access to the register in writing.
The EAP must notify I&AP’s that all information submitted by I&AP’s becomes public information.
Your attention is drawn to Regulation 40 (3) of the NEMA EIA Regulations which states that “Potential or registered interested
and affected parties, including the competent authority, may be provided with an opportunity to comment on reports
and plans contemplated in subregulation (1) prior to submission of an application but must be provided with an opportunity
to comment on such reports once an application has been submitted to the competent authority.”
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All the comments received from I&APs on the pre -application BAR (if applicable and the draft BAR must be recorded,
responded to and included in the Comments and Responses Report and must be included in Appendix F.
All information obtained during the PPP (the minutes of any meetings held by the EAP with I&APs and other role players
wherein the views of the participants are recorded) and must be included in Appendix F.
Please note that proof of the PPP conducted must be included in Appendix F. In terms of the required “proof” the following
is required:
•
•

•

a site map showing where the site notice was displayed, dated photographs showing the notice displayed on site
and a copy of the text displayed on the notice;
in terms of the written notices given, a copy of the written notice sent, as well as:
o
if registered mail was sent, a list of the registered mail sent (showing the registered mail number, the name
of the person the mail was sent to, the address of the person and the date the registered mail was sent);
o
if normal mail was sent, a list of the mail sent (showing the name of the person the mail was sent to, the
address of the person, the date the mail was sent, and the signature of the post office worker or the post
office stamp indicating that the letter was sent);
o
if a facsimile was sent, a copy of the facsimile Report;
o
if an electronic mail was sent, a copy of the electronic mail sent; and
o
if a “mail drop” was done, a signed register of “mail drops” received (showing the name of the person the
notice was handed to, the address of the person, the date, and the signature of the person); and
a copy of the newspaper advertisement (“newspaper clipping”) that was placed, indicating the name of the
newspaper and date of publication (of such quality that the wording in the advertisement is legible).

SECTION G:

DESCRIPTION OF THE RECEIVING ENVIRONMENT

All specialist studies must be attached as Appendix G.

1.

Groundwater
1.1.

Was a specialist study conducted?

1.2.

Provide the name and or company who conducted the specialist study.

YES

NO✓

Not Applicable.
1.3.

Indicate above which aquifer your proposed development will be located and explain how this has influenced
your proposed development.

The site is located above the Cape Flats Aquifer, an unconfined intergranular aquifer occurring
within Quaternary sands across much of the Cape Flats. The proposed development will
incorporate a stormwater management system designed to minimise contaminated runoff and
encourage infiltration of clean stormwater in keeping with Cape Town’s management of urban
stormwater impacts policy, 2009.
1.4.

Indicate the depth of groundwater and explain how the depth of groundwater and type of aquifer (if present)
has influenced your proposed development.

Available 1:50 000 groundwater mapping indicates an average depth to groundwater of
approximately 7 metres below ground level at the site. This relatively shallow water table, likely to
be higher during winter months, requires that the site’s stormwater management plan minimise
contaminated runoff.
2.

Surface water
2.1.

Was a specialist study conducted?

2.2.

Provide the name and/or company who conducted the specialist study.

YES✓

NO

Earl L Herdien prepared a Wetland Specialist Opinion Memo (compliance statement) in line with
the legislated protocols confirming that the site is of low aquatic sensitivity and does not require
further assessment. See Appendix L.
2.3.

Explain how the presence of watercourse(s) and/or wetlands on the property(ies) has influenced your
proposed development.
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The findings of the aquatic investigation confirmed that the proposed site does not contain any
wetland ecosystems.
The presence of a wetland was confirmed on the adjacent property (Erf 11659) located
approximately 30 meters from the proposed development. Although the wetland appears to be
in a highly disturbed ecological condition it contains a variety of good wetland habitat and may
be regarded as moderately sensitive as indicated in the City of Cape Town BioNet screening
map. The proposed development on Erf 15350/RE is confirmed by the specialist not to present a
risk in relation to the offsite wetland.
3.

4.

Coastal Environment
YES

NO✓

3.1.

Was a specialist study conducted?

3.2.

Provide the name and/or company who conducted the specialist study.

3.3.

Explain how the relevant considerations of Section 63 of the ICMA were taken into account and explain how this
influenced your proposed development.

3.4.

Explain how estuary management plans (if applicable) has influenced the proposed development.

3.5.

Explain how the modelled coastal risk zones, the coastal protection zone, littoral active zone and estuarine
functional zones, have influenced the proposed development.

Biodiversity
4.1.

Were specialist studies conducted?

4.2.

Provide the name and/or company who conducted the specialist studies.

YES✓

NO

Dr Christopher Cupido of KC Phyto Enterprises completed a Botanical Impact Assessment
Report.

4.3.

Explain which systematic conservation planning and other biodiversity informants such as vegetation maps,
NFEPA, NSBA etc. have been used and how has this influenced your proposed development.
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According to the latest Vegetation Map of South Africa, Lesotho and Swaziland (Mucina &
Rutherford 2006, updates 2009 & 2012), the onsite vegetation is classified as Cape Flats Sand
Fynbos (Figure 3). This vegetation type occurs from Blouberg and Koeberg Hills west of Tygerberg
to Lakeside and Pelican Park in the south near False Bay, from Bellville and Durbanville to Klapmuts
and Joostenberg Hill in the east, and southwest of the Bottelary Hills to Macassar and Firgrove in
the south. Cape Flats Sand Fynbos is characterised as undulating and flat plains, with dense,
moderately tall, ericoid shrubland containing scattered tall shrubs. Soils are deep acidic sand
(Rebelo et al. 2006).
The vegetation type (Rebelo et al. 2006) and the terrestrial ecosystem (GN 1002 of 2011) are rated
as critically endangered due to the ongoing loss of irreversible natural habitat and high number
of threatened species associated with it. In the City of Cape Town’s 2017 fine scale systematic
conservation plan this site is not delineated as a Critical Biodiversity Area or Ecological Support
Area (CBA or ESA), indicating it is not required to meet conservation targets.
The botanical assessment undertaken by Dr Cupido notes the following:
On a national level the vegetation and ecosystem are listed as critically endangered while in the
City of Cape Town’s fine scale biodiversity plan this site is not assigned to any of the broad
biodiversity priority categories. However, all remnants of Cape Flats Sand Fynbos in the City
irrespective of their condition are high priority for conservation and management. Pristine Cape
Flats Sand Fynbos no longer exists on this site as significant portions of the ecosystem have been
degraded or transformed by anthropogenic activities and biological disturbances. It has been
reduced to a very small, medium quality remnant towards the middle of the site.
Cupido’s botanical assessment (Appendix G), notes that the onsite plant cover is dominated by
emerging annual weeds in moist soil. It reflects a history of past and ongoing disturbances that
have destroyed most of the indigenous vegetation and once intact habitat. A diversity of life and
growth forms are however present and include annuals, perennials, trees, shrubs, geophytes,
climbers and bryophytes. Fungi (mushrooms) also contribute to the onsite biota.
4.4.

Explain how the objectives and management guidelines of the Biodiversity Spatial Plan have been used and how
has this influenced your proposed development.

The Biodiversity Spatial Plan does not select the site, indicating that it is considered a suitable
location for development. Ground-truthing by the botanical specialist confirmed that the site,
though representing a remnant of a critically endangered ecosystem, is suitable for development
with the consideration of mitigation in the form of a search and rescue for indigenous plants.
4.5.

Explain what impact the proposed development will have on the site specific features and/or function of the
Biodiversity Spatial Plan category and how has this influenced the proposed development.
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Overall, the vegetation observed during the botanical assessment was dominated by problem
and invasive plant species with low conservation value. Additional indigenous plant species
(annuals and geophytes) are likely to emerge during late winter and spring. Some of them that
are associated with this critically endangered ecosystem might be of conservation concern and
will require conservation intervention measures such as search and rescue, should the site be
approved for development. In addition, the identification of Aspalathus cf. ternata needs to be
confirmed when it is in flower in late spring as this species is listed as Near Threatened and therefore
of conservation concern.
From a botanical perspective, the poor quality of site makes it suitable for the intended
development, but the design planning will have to take the medium quality, indigenous remnant
of Cape Flats Sand Fynbos in consideration for ex situ conservation (search, rescue and
relocation).
The City of Cape Town’s biodiversity management branch have been engaged and have
agreed that the conservation material will be donated to their Restoration Facility at the Westlake
Conservation Centre for safekeeping until the material is properly rooted or the appropriated
season for transplanting of geophytes can take place. The material will then be transplanted to
one of several of the City’s receptor sites.

4.6.

If your proposed development is located in a protected area, explain how the proposed development is in line
with the protected area management plan.

The proposed development is not in a protected area.
4.7.

Explain how the presence of fauna on and adjacent to the proposed development has influenced your
proposed development.

The site is located within an urban hospital estate and is not expected to provide habitat for fauna
other than common urban animal species and the Cape dune mole-rat (Bathyergus suillus, Least
Concern).
5.

Geographical Aspects
Explain whether any geographical aspects will be affected and how has this influenced the proposed activity or
development.

Geographical aspects are not anticipated to be affected – the proposed development will
occur within an urban area on an existing hospital site and will not materially alter the land use
or topography.

6.

Heritage Resources
6.1.

Was a specialist study conducted?

6.2.

Provide the name and/or company who conducted the specialist study.

YES✓

NO

T. Bruk, ARG Design and Architects
6.3.

Explain how areas that contain sensitive heritage resources have influenced the proposed development.

A Notification of Intent to Develop was submitted to Heritage Western Cape (HWC) indicating
that no sensitive heritage resources exist on the site. In response, a comment / response was
received from HWC confirming that no further assessment is required (see Appendix E).
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7.

Historical and Cultural Aspects
Explain whether there are any culturally or historically significant elements as defined in Section 2 of the NHRA that will be
affected and how has this influenced the proposed development.

It is not anticipated that any culturally or historically significant elements will be impacted on by
the proposed development, for the reasons outlined above.
Comment from Heritage Western Cape was received confirming that no heritage resources will
be impacted on and thus no further studies are required.
8.

Socio/Economic Aspects
8.1.

Describe the existing social and economic characteristics of the community in the vicinity of the proposed site.

The predominant surrounding land use is single residential with the middle to upper income
residential area of Parow East abutting the site to the north west, west, south west and south. The
middle to upper income residential area of Bellville are located in the greater surroundings to the
north, north east and east with the Bellville CBD being approx. 1 km north east of the site.
Immediately abutting the site to the north is the University of Stellenbosch Medical campus and
to the east are the rail freight shunting yards of Transnet. The nearest industrial area is located
approximately 1 km south of the site.
8.2.

Explain the socio-economic value/contribution of the proposed development.

The proposed development is to provide for the relocation and consolidation of two medical
logistics facilities currently located in the Cape Town CBD. Although the development is not
anticipated to create new permanent work opportunities, as existing employees will transfer to
the new building, the overall effective management and facilitation of the new facility will
enhance and optimise effective health service delivery to the province. Construction-phase
activities will create temporary employment for skilled and unskilled persons.
8.3.

Explain what social initiatives will be implemented by applicant to address the needs of the community and to
uplift the area.

The proposal is for a facility integral to health service delivery in the area and the province more
broadly. The facility is an ancillary service to the existing health services already provided to the
community at the Tygerberg Hospital and other healthcare facilities.
8.4.

Explain whether the proposed development will impact on people’s health and well-being (e.g. in terms of
noise, odours, visual character and sense of place etc) and how has this influenced the proposed
development.

The proposed development is within the hospital precinct and is in keeping with the current land
uses located within the estate. Given the location, and given that the site is used and zoned for
community use, no significant negative impacts on people’s health or well-being are anticipated.
During the construction phase, typical noise, dust and vibration impacts can be expected, but
the nature of the site and surroundings means that the effect of this will be minimal. Once
constructed, the buildings will be of a similar design to the existing structure and will not
appreciably alter the sense of place or visual character of the area. All occupational health and
safety requirements will be adhered to by the proponent.
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SECTION H:
1.

ALTERNATIVES, METHODOLOGY AND ASSESSMENT OF ALTERNATIVES

Details of the alternatives identified and considered
1.1.

Property and site alternatives to avoid negative impacts, mitigate unavoidable negative impacts and maximise
positive impacts.
Provide a description of the preferred property and site site alternative.
The preferred (and only) property and site alternative is the
Provide a description of any other property and site alternatives investigated.

The Western Cape Government Department of Health undertook a Site Options Assessment on the
Tygerberg Hospital Estate to identify a preferred site for the development of the New Medical Depot.
This investigation assessed spatial and engineering service requirements for the proposed facility in
consultation with end users determine the facility needs. Based on the requirements, three sites were
identified utilising the Tygerberg Hospital Estate Development Framework (2018).
Extract from the Site Assessment Options Report prepared by Turner & Townsend(Pty) Ltd.
Site selection process:
The first step was to identify areas of the Tygerberg Hospital Estate that would not impact on the
planned future position of the Tygerberg Central Hospital and future site and temporary location of the
helistop during construction of the new hospital. In terms of the Draft Development Framework (DF),
the area highlighted in orange in Figure 2 below was demarcated for Health and ancillary services, a
further factor in selecting the south-eastern part of the Estate as the most suitable for the depot.
Therefore, the next step was to find a large enough site within the orange band. Option 1 was already
identified in the DF as a possible site for the New Medical Depot. Option 2 was the only other area in
the orange precinct which could accommodate the proposed building. Option 3 was identified inside
the Priority Precinct indicated in yellow.

2

3

1
As illustrated in Figure 1 and Figure 2, the three site Options considered for the location of a New
Medical Depot on the Tygerberg Hospital Estate are:
1. Site Option 1 – The open land adjacent to the existing Laundry building (west & south)
2. Site Option 2 – The existing CDU building and surrounds
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Site Option 3 [proposed site] – The open land immediately north of the Forensic Pathology
Laboratory building, south of the sports field

Figure 1: Locations of Site Options on Tygerberg Hospital Estate
Provide a motivation for the preferred property and site alternative including the outcome of the site selectin matrix.

The three sites identified were assessed based on a set of assessment criteria which included the
following:
- Planning and heritage approvals
- Environmental “showstoppers”
- Traffic approvals required, access and road infrastructure
- Site location and proximity to existing infrastructure (roads, water, sewer, stormwater, electricity,
steam, parking, which could lower capital costs) or, conversely, requirement to provide new
bulk infrastructure
A brief summary of the outcome of the integrated assessment is tabled below.
Site Option 1: (Laundry)
Unacceptable risk of disruption to Tygerberg Hospital’s and other facilities’ operations in terms of
existing electrical and water services requiring relocation, with high associated costs, and which could
result in critical outages if damaged during construction and tying in of relocated cables.
The extent of the New Medical Depot footprint can be accommodated on Site Option 1, but in an
inefficient narrow L-shape. Site size is impacted by the Laundry and position of electrical servitude,
limiting future expansion of the New Medical Depot, as well as posing internal security risks and limiting
the opportunity to optimise the product flow within the depot.
Based on the above assessment by the professional team, site option 1 was deemed not feasible.
Site Option 2 (Repurpose / Demolish CDU)
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The option to re-purpose the CDU building is not feasible as it is too small and expansion geometries
would inhibit workflow efficiency in the New Medical Depot.
Should the CDU be demolished, construction on this site requires demolition and replacement of the
Ambulance Station, which would incur additional cost and delays, as well as a portion of existing
covered parking for the U2. There is also the possibility of asbestos in the existing CDU structure.
Limited options for dedicated secure access to the site exist, due to the gradient between the site and
adjacent roads.
Based on the above assessment by the professional team, site option 2 was not recommended due to
high cost of site enablement.
Site Option 3:
This is the lowest risk option, and can accommodate the required size of footprint to meet user
requirements, as well as an efficient square-shaped layout allowing maximum flexibility to optimize
product flow and work space adjacencies.
This site is currently unencumbered by existing services and structures, providing the most flexibility in
design and construction. Future expansion is possible at this site. Bulk services are available at the
perimeter of the site.
The necessary security measures need to be put in place as part of this project.
Site option 3 is the only site option which is deemed feasible and reasonable based on the factors
described above.
Provide a full description of the process followed to reach the preferred alternative within the site.

See sections above.

Provide a detailed motivation if no property and site alternatives were considered.

Property alternatives were not specifically considered due to the requirement to consolidate the
functions of existing depots within a site owned by the proponent and with easy access to major
transport routes and other health facilities. Site alternatives were considered as described above,
and only one site within the estate was deemed feasible.
List the positive and negative impacts that the property and site alternatives will have on the environment.

The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following positive impacts:
•
•

Improved functioning of the healthcare system in the Western Cape due to efficiencies and
economies of scale
Employment retention and temporary employment creation

The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following negative impacts (note that
not all are significant):
•
•
•
•
1.2.

Loss of remnant vegetation
Construction-related noise, dust and vibration
Visual impacts
Traffic impacts
Activity alternatives to avoid negative impacts, mitigate unavoidable negative impacts and maximise positive
impacts.
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Provide a description of the preferred activity alternative.

The preferred activity alternative is the development of a new Medical Depot with associated
infrastructure.
Provide a description of any other activity alternatives investigated.

The preferred activity is the only activity being considered as it related to the development of a new
Medical Depot to accommodate the relocation and consolidation of existing ancillary health care
services. No other activity alternatives are feasible.
Provide a motivation for the preferred activity alternative.

The preferred activity is the only activity being considered as it related to the development of a new
Medical Depot to accommodate the relocation and consolidation of existing ancillary health care
services.
Provide a detailed motivation if no activity alternatives exist.

The construction of the new Medical Depot is being proposed primarily to accommodate the
relocation and co-location of existing ancillary health care services. The new depot will better facilitate
the management and distribution of pharmaceutical products dispensed by the department of
health, in a more effective, efficient and secure manner.
List the positive and negative impacts that the activity alternatives will have on the environment.

The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following positive impacts:
• Employment retention and temporary employment creation
• Improved functioning of the healthcare system in the Western Cape due to efficiencies and
economies of scale
The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following negative impacts (note that
not all are significant):
• Loss of remnant vegetation
• Construction-related noise, dust and vibration
• Visual impacts
•
Traffic impacts
1.3.

Design or layout alternatives to avoid negative impacts, mitigate unavoidable negative impacts and maximise
positive impacts
Provide a description of the preferred design or layout alternative.

The site layout as presented in Appendix C is in the conceptual stages of the facility development
proposes. An integrated concept approach has been developed to package the proposed building
envelop. The proposed development will include a single-story warehouse type building structure to
accommodate a high-level racking configuration within a steel and reinforced concrete column
structure. The building component will also include a two-story separate office and laboratories section
for departmental staff.
Staff and visitor parking areas are being provided for, along with a stockyard area and loading bays.
Provide a description of any other design or layout alternatives investigated.

The existing design and layout alternative are informed by specific design informants associated with
a specialised facility required to handle and manage pharmaceutical products. As such, the current
design and layout is the only feasible layout as it responds the strategic key informants for the design
and build of a medical depot.
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Provide a motivation for the preferred design or layout alternative.

The existing design and layout alternative are informed by specific design informants associated with
a specialised facility required to handle and manage pharmaceutical products. As such, the current
design and layout responds to the strategic key informants for the design and build of a medical depot:
-

Traffic management requirements
Regulatory requirements and Good Warehouse Practices to minimise product handling risks.
Easy access to enabling infrastructure
Minimising of potential disruption to services being offered on the Tygerberg Hospital Estate,
either during construction or operation of the new Depot
Layout optimisation to accommodate the required accommodation, external areas, parking
and forecasted expansion of the Hospital estate
Product flow that takes account of required adjacencies, regulatory separation of work areas
and user requirements
Rationalisation of security to provide a single entrance to the facility externally and a single
checkpoint to the warehouse internally to all functional areas, while providing segregation of
access to areas within the warehouse

Provide a detailed motivation if no design or layout alternatives exist.

The current layout concept is deemed as the only feasible and reasonable alternative to assess. This is
based on the specified criteria set out for the development of medical depot intended to handle and
manage pharmaceutical products as detailed in the section above. The current layout responds both
to the building facility requirements, with consideration of the long-term development framework for
the overall hospital estate development. Thus, the building parameters and layout for the proposed
depot needs to be carefully assessed and the design criteria restricted in such a way that it does not
undermine the integrity and intent of the facility.
List the positive and negative impacts that the design alternatives will have on the environment.

The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following positive impacts:
• Employment retention and temporary employment creation
• Improved functioning of the healthcare system in the Western Cape due to efficiencies and
economies of scale

The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following negative impacts (note that
not all are significant):
•
Loss of remnant vegetation
•
Construction-related noise, dust and vibration
•
Visual impacts
•
Traffic impacts
1.4.

Technology alternatives (e.g., to reduce resource demand and increase resource use efficiency) to avoid negative
impacts, mitigate unavoidable negative impacts and maximise positive impacts.
Provide a description of the preferred technology alternative:

The preferred (and only) technology alternative is construction of the Medical Depot.
Provide a description of any other technology alternatives investigated.

No feasible or reasonable alternatives to the proposed activity (construction of a new medical
depot) exist.
Provide a motivation for the preferred technology alternative.
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The construction of the new Medical Depot is being proposed primarily to accommodate the
relocation and consolidation of existing ancillary health care services. The new depot will better
facilitate the management and distribution of pharmaceutical products dispensed by the department
of health, in a more effective, efficient, and secure manner.
Provide a detailed motivation if no alternatives exist.

No feasible or reasonable technology alternatives have been identified for assessment, as the
applicant’s need is for a new building to accommodate the relocation and consolidation of existing
services. Technological and process efficiencies within the facility which maximise the efficient use of
resources are an important design parameter but are not the basis of a comparative assessment of
alternatives.
List the positive and negative impacts that the technology alternatives will have on the environment.

The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following positive impacts:
• Employment retention and temporary employment creation
• Improved functioning of the healthcare system in the Western Cape due to efficiencies and
economies of scale
The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following negative impacts (note that
not all are significant):
•
Loss of remnant vegetation
•
Construction-related noise, dust and vibration
•
Visual impacts
•
Traffic impacts
1.5.

Operational alternatives to avoid negative impacts, mitigate unavoidable negative impacts and maximise positive
impacts.
Provide a description of the preferred operational alternative.

The proposed activity (construction of a new medical depot) is an activity limited to the concept
design, detailed design and construction phase. Maintenance and monitoring will be required, as set
out in the Operational Environmental Management Plan, but operational alternatives are not
applicable.
Provide a description of any other operational alternatives investigated.

Operational alternatives are not applicable since the proposed activity is for a new building to
accommodate the relocation and consolidation of existing services.
Provide a motivation for the preferred operational alternative.

Operational alternatives are not applicable since the proposed activity is for a new building to
accommodate the relocation and consolidation of existing services.
Provide a detailed motivation if no alternatives exist.

Operational alternatives are not applicable since the proposed activity is for a new building to
accommodate the relocation and consolidation of existing services.
List the positive and negative impacts that the operational alternatives will have on the environment.

The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following positive operational
impacts:
• Employment retention
• Improved functioning of the healthcare system in the Western Cape due to efficiencies and
economies of scale
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The proposed development on the proposed site will have the following negative impacts (note that
not all are significant):
•
Loss of remnant vegetation
•
Construction-related noise, dust and vibration
•
Visual impacts
•
Traffic impacts
1.6.

The option of not implementing the activity (the ‘No-Go’ Option).

Provide an explanation as to why the ‘No-Go’ Option is not preferred.

The No-go Alternative is the option of not implementing the proposed development and is the
benchmark against which the impacts of the proposed development can be evaluated. In this
alternative, the site would retain its current land use, as underused open space. The indigenous
vegetation on the site would remain on the site. The new Medical Depot would not be constructed, as
it is not possible to construct the depot without impacting on the existing biodiversity. The anticipated
socio-economic benefits (in terms of health service delivery) and improved efficiencies would
therefore not be realised. Construction -phase employment would also not be created.
The no-go option is not preferred because the opportunity cost of not constructing the depot
outweighs the negative impacts on the existing biodiversity when these impacts are mitigated as
proposed.
The No-go alternative would imply that the department of health’s current experience with the lack of
efficiency, logistical and spatial constraints at its current medical depot facilities will continue
deteriorate, burden and overwhelm the directorate. The ability for the department of health to better
facilitate the overall management and efficiency of its current operation rests in the relocation of the
existing depot.
1.7.

Provide and explanation as to whether any other alternatives to avoid negative impacts, mitigate unavoidable
negative impacts and maximise positive impacts, or detailed motivation if no reasonable or feasible alternatives exist.

Based on the descriptions (as provided above) together with the extensive strategic assessments
undertaken in determining the most suitable site and layout configuration to accommodate a
pharmaceutical warehousing facility safely and efficiently, no reasonable or feasible alternatives exists.
The only other reasonable alternative is the option of not implementing the activity (the No-go
alternative).
1.8.

Provide a concluding statement indicating the preferred alternatives, including the preferred location of the activity.

The preferred (and only) property and site alternative is the proposed portion of remainder Erf 15350,
located within the Tygerberg Hospital Estate. The proposed development footprint will not exceed
17 500 m2. As described above, an extensive site assessment was undertaken to identify and determine
the most reasonable and feasible site within the Tygerberg Hospital precinct to accommodate the
Depot.
Portion of remainder Erf 1535 was selected based on a strategic assessment of three sites identified
within the Tygerberg hospital site. The overall determination of the and selection of the site was that
the meet spatial and engineering service requirements associated with the development of a medical
depot.

2.

“No-Go” areas
Explain what “no-go” area(s) have been identified during identification of the alternatives and provide the co-ordinates of the
“no-go” area(s).
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No-go areas are not identified on the site. The entire extent of the site will be cleared for development.

3.

Methodology to determine the significance ratings of the potential environmental impacts and
risks associated with the alternatives.
Describe the methodology to be used in determining and ranking the nature, significance, consequences, extent, duration of
the potential environmental impacts and risks associated with the proposed activity or development and alternatives, the
degree to which the impact or risk can be reversed and the degree to which the impact and risk may cause irreplaceable loss
of resources.

This section outlines the impact assessment methodology, based on the DEAT 2006 Guideline on
Assessment of Alternatives and Impacts.
Impacts are defined as the changes in an environmental parameter that result from undertaking an
activity. The change is the difference between the effect on the environmental parameter where the
activity is undertaken compared to that where the activity is not undertaken. Impacts occur over a
specific period and within a defined area.
Impacts may occur during the construction, operational and decommissioning phases of the
development, and may be direct, indirect and/or cumulative in nature.
•
•
•

Direct impacts are impacts that are caused directly by the activity and generally occur at the
same time and at the place of the activity. These impacts are usually associated with the
construction, operation or maintenance of an activity and are generally obvious and quantifiable.
Indirect impacts of an activity are indirect or induced changes that may occur as a result of the
activity. These types of impacts include all the potential impacts that do not manifest immediately
when the activity is undertaken or which occur at a different place as a result of the activity.
Cumulative impacts, in relation to an activity, means the past, current and reasonably foreseeable
future impact of an activity, considered together with the impact of activities associated with that
activity, that in itself may not be significant, but may become significant when added to the
existing and reasonably foreseeable impacts eventuating from similar or diverse activities.

In order to identify potential impacts (both positive and negative) the nature of the proposed projects
is interrogated so that the impacts associated with the projects can be assessed. The process of
identification and assessment of impacts included:
1. Determining the current environmental conditions in sufficient detail so that there is a baseline
against which impacts can be identified and measured, including by:
o Determination of site conditions via a visual inspection;
o Review of recent and historical aerial imagery; and
o Specialist assessments as required.
2. Determining future changes to the environment that will occur if the activity does not proceed,
based on knowledge of local conditions, trends, and processes and on specialist assessment;
3. Developing an understanding of the activity in sufficient detail to understand its consequences;
and
4. The determination of significant impacts which are likely to occur if the activity is undertaken.
As per the DEAT Guideline the following criteria have been applied to the prediction and assessment
of impacts. Potential impacts are rated in terms of their:
• Spatial extent – The size of the area that will be affected by the impact:
o Immediate (site only);
o Local (<2 km from site);
o Regional (within 30 km of site);
o National; or
o International.
• Intensity – The anticipated severity of the impact:
o High (severe alteration of natural systems, patterns or processes);
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•

•

•

o Medium (notable alteration of natural systems, patterns or processes); or
o Low (negligible alteration of natural systems, patterns or processes).
Duration – The timeframe during which the impact will be experienced:
o Temporary (less than 1 year);
o Short term (1 to 6 years);
o Medium term (6 to 15 years);
o Long term (the impact will cease after the operational life of the activity); or
o Permanent (reversal will not occur in such a way or in such a time span that the impact
can be considered transient).
Reversibility – The extent to which the impacts will be reversible when the project has reached
the end of its life cycle (decommissioning phase, if applicable):
o High reversibility of impacts (impact is highly reversible at end of project life);
o Moderate reversibility of impacts;
o Low reversibility of impacts; or
o Impacts are non-reversible (impact is permanent).
Irreplaceability of resources lost – the degree to which the impact causes irreplaceable loss of
resources:
o High irreplaceability of resources (project will destroy unique resources that cannot be
replaced);
o Moderate irreplaceability of resources;
o Low irreplaceability of resources; or
o Resources are replaceable (the affected resource is easy to replace/rehabilitate).

Using the criteria above, the impacts are further assessed in terms of the following:
Probability –
o
o
o
o

The probability of the impact occurring:
Improbable;
Unlikely;
Probable; or
Very likely.

Significance – Will the impact cause a notable alteration of the environment?
o Low to very low (the impact may result in minor alterations of the environment and can
be easily avoided by implementing appropriate mitigation measures, and will not have
an influence on decision-making);
o Medium (the impact will result in moderate alteration of the environment and can be
reduced or avoided by implementing the appropriate mitigation measures, and will
only have an influence on the decision-making if not mitigated); or
o High (the impacts will result in major alteration to the environment even with the
implementation on the appropriate mitigation measures and will have an influence on
decision-making).
Status o
o
o

Whether the impact on the overall environment will be:
Positive - environment will benefit from the impact;
Negative - environment will be adversely affected by the impact; or
Neutral - environment will not be affected.

Confidence – The degree of confidence in predictions based on available information and
specialist knowledge:
o Low;
o Medium; or
o High.
Impact mitigation measures have been incorporated into the EMPr, which includes where appropriate:
• Standards for measuring and monitoring mitigatory measures and enhancements, and a
programme for monitoring and reviewing the recommendations to ensure their ongoing
effectiveness; and
• Mitigation and management measures to avoid or reduce negative impacts.
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Other aspects taken into consideration in the assessment of impact significance are:
• Impacts are evaluated for the construction and operation phases of the development.
• Impacts are evaluated with and without mitigation, stating the effectiveness of mitigation
measures to reduce the significance of a particular impact;
• The impact evaluation takes into consideration the cumulative effects associated with this and
other projects which are either developed or in the process of being developed in the local area;
and
The impact assessment attempts to quantify the magnitude of potential impacts (direct and
cumulative) and outline the rationale used. Where appropriate, national standards are used as a
measure of the level of impact.
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4.

Assessment of each impact and risk identified for each alternative
Note: The following table serves as a guide for summarising each alternative. The table should be repeated for each
alternative to ensure a comparative assessment. The EAP may decide to include this section as Appendix J to this BAR.

Alternative 1
No-Go Alternative
(Preferred alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Potential impact and risk:
IMPACTS ON TERRESTRIAL BIODIVERSITY
Loss of remnant vegetation
None
Nature of impact:
and habitat, possible loss of
individual animals
Site, short term
Not applicable
Extent and duration of impact:
The impact will result in loss of
None
remaining critically
endangered biodiversity and
indigenous vegetation on the
Consequence of impact or risk:
site, and the associated
habitat for animals.
Alternative:

Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may cause
irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
reversed:
Indirect impacts:
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Significance rating of impact prior to
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
mitigated:
Proposed mitigation:
Residual impacts:
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
Significance rating of impact after
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)

High
Moderate

Not applicable
Not applicable

Low

Not applicable

No indirect impacts
Moderate
Medium

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable

Moderate

Not applicable

Moderate

Not applicable

Moderate

Not applicable

Remove the remnant
vegetation through a search
and rescue of geophytes.
Loss of remnant vegetation
and faunal habitat on site.
Low negative
Low negative

Not applicable

Not applicable
Not applicable
None

Alternative 1 (Preferred
No-Go Alternative
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Potential impact and risk:
CONSTRUCTION-PHASE TRAFFIC IMPACTS
Construction phase traffic
None
Nature of impact:
impacts
Not applicable
Extent and duration of impact:
Local and short-term
Minor impacts on the local
None
Consequence of impact or risk:
road network due to
construction vehicle traffic
Not applicable
Probability of occurrence:
Probable
Alternative:
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Alternative 1 (Preferred
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Degree to which the impact may cause
No loss of resources
irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
Reversible
reversed:
None
Indirect impacts:
Alternative:

Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Significance rating of impact prior to
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
mitigated:
Proposed mitigation:
Residual impacts:
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
Significance rating of impact after
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)

Low negative

No-Go Alternative

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable

Low negative

Cannot be avoided
High
High
A Traffic Management Plan
should be prepared and
implemented during the
construction phase.
Negligible
Very low negative

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable

Not applicable
Not applicable
None

Very low negative

Alternative 1 (Preferred
No-Go Alternative
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Potential impact and risk:
CONSTRUCTION-PHASE NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACTS
Construction noise and
None
Nature of impact:
vibration
Immediate surroundings, short
Not applicable
Extent and duration of impact:
term
Noise nuisance due to
None
Consequence of impact or risk:
construction activities, plant
and machinery
Probable
Not applicable
Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may cause
No loss of resources
Not applicable
irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
Reversible
Not applicable
reversed:
Not applicable
Indirect impacts:
No indirect impacts
Not applicable
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Very low
Significance rating of impact prior to
Not applicable
mitigation
Very low
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
Not applicable
Cannot be avoided
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
Not applicable
Moderate to high
managed:
Passive mitigation is present, in Not applicable
that the site is an existing
Degree to which the impact can be
developed area with a
mitigated:
medium noise tolerance and
low sensitivity.
Alternative:
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Alternative 1 (Preferred
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Active mitigation is possible as
outlined below.
Implementation of noise
management measures as
Proposed mitigation:
stipulated in the EMPr,
including restriction of working
hours.
Minor and temporary visual
Residual impacts:
change in the existing area
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
No cumulative impact
Significance rating of impact after
mitigation
Very low negative
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)
Alternative:

No-Go Alternative

Not applicable

Not applicable
Not applicable
None

Alternative 1 (Preferred
No-Go Alternative
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Potential impact and risk:
CONSTRUCTION-PHASE DUST IMPACTS
Dust generation due to
None
Nature of impact:
construction activities
Not applicable
Extent and duration of impact:
Local and short term
Movement of machinery,
None
vehicles and other
construction activities on site
could result in the emission of
dust. Dust can reduce visibility
and production on site. It
Consequence of impact or risk:
could also affect
neighbouring properties if the
generation of dust is
excessive and there are no
mitigation measures
implemented.
Moderate
Not applicable
Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may cause
No irreplaceable loss of
Not applicable
irreplaceable loss of resources:
resources
Degree to which the impact can be
Reversible
Not applicable
reversed:
No indirect impacts
Not applicable
Indirect impacts:
No cumulative impacts
Not applicable
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Significance rating of impact prior to
Low negative
Not applicable
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High, or
Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
Moderate to high
Not applicable
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
High
Not applicable
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
Low
Not applicable
mitigated:
Implementation of the
Not applicable
construction EMPr, which
Proposed mitigation:
includes management
measures and outcomes for
dust mitigation.
Possible minor dust nuisance
Not applicable
Residual impacts:
during high wind conditions
for short periods
Alternative:
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Alternative 1 (Preferred
No-Go Alternative
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
No cumulative impacts
Not applicable
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
Significance rating of impact after
Very low negative
None
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High, or
Very-High)
Alternative:

Alternative 1 (Preferred
No-Go Alternative
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Potential impact and risk:
CONSTRUCTION-PHASE VISUAL IMPACTS
Aesthetic impacts of construction None
Nature of impact:
activities
Local and short term / long term
Not applicable
Extent and duration of impact:
The site is located in a hospital
None
precinct and construction
activities will result in the
temporary presence of
Consequence of impact or risk:
construction equipment and
materials will alter the site visually
during the construction phase.
Alternative:

Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may
cause irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
reversed:
Indirect impacts:
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Significance rating of impact prior to
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High,
High, or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
mitigated:

Proposed mitigation:

Residual impacts:

Probable
No irreplaceable loss

Not applicable
Not applicable

Reversible (for constructionrelated impacts) and irreversible
(for long-term alteration)
No indirect impacts
Minor and temporary visual
change in the existing area
Very low

Not applicable

Low

Not applicable

Construction-phase impacts can
be managed through
implementation of the EMPr.
Moderate

Not applicable

Implementation of the
construction EMPr, in addition to
the following provisions:
The site must be always be
kept clean and tidy
Building rubble should be
stored in a location that is
screened from the road
using shade cloth or similar.
Construction materials must
be ordered and visually
unobtrusive

Not applicable

Minor and temporary visual
change in the existing area

Not applicable

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable

Not applicable

Proposed Development of the new Provincial Government Health Department Medical Depot on a portion of Remainder
Erf 15350, Tygerberg Hospital Estate, Cape Town
47 of 68

Alternative 1 (Preferred
No-Go Alternative
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Minor and temporary visual
Not applicable
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
change in the existing area
Significance rating of impact after
Very low
None
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High,
High, or Very-High)
Alternative:

Alternative 1 (Preferred
No-Go Alternative
alternative)
PLANNING, DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE
Potential impact and risk:
CONSTRUCTION-PHASE EMPLOYMENT CREATION
Creation of temporary
None
employment in the construction
Nature of impact:
sector during the development
of the expanded facility
Local or regional, short term
Not applicable
Extent and duration of impact:
In the construction phase, it is
Opportunity cost of not
estimated a number of
contributing to employment
Consequence of impact or risk:
temporary jobs may result from
creation
the proposed capital investment.
Not applicable
Probability of occurrence:
Probable
Degree to which the impact may
No loss of resources
Not applicable
cause irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
Reversible
Not applicable
reversed:
Indirect employment creation in
Not applicable
Indirect impacts:
the materials, manufacturing
and transport sectors
Not applicable
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation: No cumulative impact
Significance rating of impact prior to
Medium positive
Not applicable
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High,
High, or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
Not applicable
Not applicable
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
Not applicable
Not applicable
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
Not applicable
Not applicable
mitigated:
No mitigation required – positive
Not applicable
Proposed mitigation:
impact
Creation of temporary
Not applicable
Residual impacts:
employment
Not applicable
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
No cumulative impact
Significance rating of impact after
Medium positive
None
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High,
High, or Very-High)
Alternative:
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Alternative:
Potential impact and risk:
Nature of impact:
Extent and duration of impact:

Consequence of impact or risk:

Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may
cause irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
reversed:
Indirect impacts:
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Significance rating of impact prior to
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High,
High, or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
mitigated:
Proposed mitigation:
Residual impacts:
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
Significance rating of impact after
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High,
High, or Very-High)
Potential impact and risk:
Nature of impact:
Extent and duration of impact:
Consequence of impact or risk:
Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may
cause irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
reversed:
Indirect impacts:
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:

Alternative 1 (Preferred
No-Go Alternative
alternative)
OPERATIONAL PHASE
EMPLOYMENT CREATION AND RETENTION
Employment creation and
None
retention (positive)
Not applicable
Local and regional, long term
Relocating the medical depot will
Opportunity cost of not
enable the applicant to improve its contributing to
efficiencies and economies of
employment creation
scale, accommodating additional
production lines at this facility. This
relocation is anticipated to
contribute to retention of existing
permanent employment, and
possible creation of new
permanent employment in the
manufacturing industry.
Not applicable
Probable
No loss of resources
Not applicable
Reversible

Not applicable

Indirect positive economic
impacts, including job creation in
supply chain industries.
No cumulative impact

Not applicable

Not applicable
Not applicable

Medium positive

Low
Not applicable
Not applicable
No mitigation required – positive
impact
Employment creation and
retention
No cumulative impact

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
None

Medium positive

IMPACTS ON TERRESTRIAL BIODIVERSITY
Loss of open space with remnant
Ongoing deterioration
vegetation
Site
Site
Habitat fragmentation and loss of
Ongoing degradation
current (low) levels of ecological
within the site
connectivity
Probable
Probable
Some loss
Marginal loss
Irreversible

Partially reversible

None
Low

None
Very low
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Alternative:
Significance rating of impact prior to
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High,
High, or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
mitigated:

Alternative 1 (Preferred
alternative)
OPERATIONAL PHASE

No-Go Alternative

Low negative

Very low negative

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

None possible or required

Prevent ongoing
disturbance of site
Management of invasive
alien species

Proposed mitigation:

Residual impacts:
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
Significance rating of impact after
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High,
High, or Very-High)
Alternative:
Potential impact and risk:
Nature of impact:
Extent and duration of impact:

Consequence of impact or risk:

Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may
cause irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
reversed:
Indirect impacts:
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Significance rating of impact prior to
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)

Habitat fragmentation and loss of
current (low) levels of ecological
connectivity
Low negative
Low negative

Alternative 1 (Preferred
alternative)
OPERATIONAL PHASE

None
Very low negative
Very low negative

No-Go Alternative

TRAFFIC IMPACTS
Additional trip generation on the None
local road network due to the
proposed new development of
the depot.
Not applicable
Local and long term
The proposed development will
Opportunity cost of not
generate a total of 38 vehicle
contributing to
trips during both the future (2025) employment creation
weekday and AM and PM peak
hours (pers comm, Z Bell of
RHDHV). This is low enough that
no traffic impact assessment is
required – only changes in land
use which result in more than 50
trips per hour require assessment
of the impacts.
Moderate
No loss of resources

Not applicable
Not applicable

Reversible

Not applicable

No indirect impacts
Cumulative increase in the traffic
on the road network, as
provided for in municipal
planning for traffic growth.

Not applicable
Not applicable

Not applicable
Very low negative
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Alternative:
Degree to which the impact can be
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
mitigated:
Proposed mitigation:
Residual impacts:

Cumulative impact post mitigation:

Alternative 1 (Preferred
alternative)
OPERATIONAL PHASE
Low
Low
Low
No mitigation required
Additional trip generation on the
local road network due to
increased production and
warehousing capacity
Cumulative increase in the traffic
on the road network, as
provided for in municipal
planning for traffic growth

Significance rating of impact after
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)

Very low negative

Alternative:

Alternative 1 (Preferred alternative)

Potential impact and risk:
Nature of impact:
Extent and duration of impact:

Consequence of impact or risk:

Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may
cause irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
reversed:
Indirect impacts:
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Significance rating of impact prior to
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
avoided:
Degree to which the impact can be
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
mitigated:
Proposed mitigation:

No-Go Alternative

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable

Not applicable

None

No-Go Alternative

OPERATIONAL PHASE
PROVISION OF EFFICIENT ANCILLARY MEDICAL SERVICES
Positive Impact: Provision of a new
None
centralised medical depot to assist
with improved ancillary health care
services.
Not applicable
Local and long term
The new and improved, centralised
Lost opportunity of not
medical depot facility is anticipated
improving key service
to better facilitate the existing
delivery to the public.
warehousing and distribution of
pharmaceutical and nonpharmaceutical product lines to
health care facilities. The new facility
will address the current efficiency,
logistical and space constraints
experienced with the current facility.
Probable
No loss of resources

Not applicable
Not applicable

Reversible

Not applicable

No indirect impacts
No cumulative impacts

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable

High (positive)

Low
Not Applicable
Not Applicable
No mitigation required – positive
impact

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
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Alternative:

Alternative 1 (Preferred alternative)

Residual impacts:

OPERATIONAL PHASE
Additional trip generation on the
local road network due to increased
production and warehousing
capacity
No culminative impact

Cumulative impact post mitigation:
Significance rating of impact after
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)
Alternative:

No-Go Alternative
Not applicable

Not applicable
None

High positive

Alternative 1 (Preferred alternative)

No-Go Alternative

OPERATIONAL PHASE
Potential impact and risk:
Nature of impact:
Extent and duration of impact:

Consequence of impact or risk:

Probability of occurrence:
Degree to which the impact may
cause irreplaceable loss of resources:
Degree to which the impact can be
reversed:
Indirect impacts:
Cumulative impact prior to mitigation:
Significance rating of impact prior to
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)
Degree to which the impact can be
avoided:

VISUL IMPACTS
The proposed development is likely
None
to impact on the visual character of
the site.
Not applicable
Local and long term
The proposed development entails
Opportunity cost of not
the development of a new medical
contributing to
warehousing-like structure. The
employment creation
building is proposed to consist of a
concrete framed office block
structure and a steel structured
warehouse. The office block
structure is proposed to be
approximately 8 meters in height,
double storey structure, while the
warehouse structure has ridge
maximum of 18 meters. The
structural concept design approach
could result in a long-term visual
change. However, this is not
anticipated to affect any sensitive
receptors, being located within a
hospital precinct with varying
associated hospital ancillary
facilities. Furthermore, the
development is located on the
eastern side of the of the hospital
estate directly abutting the railway
line and the Transnet Freight Rail
depot.
Definite
No loss of resources

Not applicable
Not applicable

Note reversible

Not applicable

No indirect impacts, the
development is in keeping with the
current visual character of the
immediate surrounding landscape.

Not applicable

Not applicable
Not applicable
Low

Low

Not applicable

Proposed Development of the new Provincial Government Health Department Medical Depot on a portion of Remainder
Erf 15350, Tygerberg Hospital Estate, Cape Town
52 of 68

Alternative 1 (Preferred alternative)

Alternative:

No-Go Alternative

OPERATIONAL PHASE
Degree to which the impact can be
managed:
Degree to which the impact can be
mitigated:
Proposed mitigation:
Residual impacts:
Cumulative impact post mitigation:
Significance rating of impact after
mitigation
(e.g. Low, Medium, Medium-High, High,
or Very-High)

Low
Low
No mitigation required
None
No cumulative impacts

Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
Not applicable
None

Low

DECOMMISSIONING AND CLOSURE PHASE

Decommissioning and closure impacts are not assessed for the proposed development as the
proposed activity (clearing of indigenous vegetation) does not have a closure phase. Should
medical use of the site ever cease or become redundant, the applicant will comply with all
relevant legal requirements administered by any relevant and competent authority at that time.
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SECTION I:

1.

FINDINGS, IMPACT MANAGEMENT AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Provide a summary of the findings and impact management measures identified by all Specialist and an
indication of how these findings and recommendations have influenced the proposed development.

Terrestrial Biodiversity Specialist
The botanical assessment undertaken by Dr Cupido notes the following:
On a national level the vegetation and ecosystem are listed as critically endangered while in the
City of Cape Town’s fine scale biodiversity plan this site is not assigned to any of the broad
biodiversity priority categories. However, all remnants of Cape Flats Sand Fynbos in the City
irrespective of their condition are high priority for conservation and management. Pristine Cape
Flats Sand Fynbos no longer exist on this site as significant portions of the ecosystem have been
degraded or transformed by anthropogenic activities and biological disturbances. It has been
reduced to a very small, medium quality remnant towards the middle of the site.
The vegetation is dominated by problem and invasive plant species with low conservation value.
Despite this, more species that are indigenous are likely to emerge during late winter and spring.
Some of them that are associated with this critically endangered ecosystem might be of
conservation concern and will require conservation intervention measures should the site be
approve for development. In addition, the identification of Aspalathus cf. ternata needs to be
confirmed when it is in flower in late spring as this species is listed as Near Threatened (NT) and
therefore of conservation concern. Nonetheless the poor quality of the site makes it suitable for
the intended development, with consideration of a search and rescue of indigenous remnant
Cape Flats Sand Fynbos.
The City of Cape Town’s biodiversity management branch have been engaged and have
agreed that the conservation material will be donated to their Restoration Facility at the Westlake
Conservation Centre for safekeeping until the material is properly rooted or the appropriated
season for transplanting of geophytes can take place. The material will then be transplanted to
one of several of the City’s receptor sites (see Appendix F).
Aquatic Biodiversity Specialist Compliance Statement
The findings of the aquatic investigation confirmed that Erf 15350 does not contain any wetland
ecosystems. The presence of a wetland was noted on the adjacent property (Erf 11659) located
approximately 30 meters from the proposed development. Although the wetland appears to be
in a highly disturbed ecological condition it contains a variety of good wetland habitat and may
be regarded as moderately sensitive as indicated in the City of Cape Town BioNet screening
map. The development on Erf 1530 does not present impact and risk in relation to the wetland
itself.
Agricultural Specialist Compliance Statement
The agricultural compliance statement, prepared by soil scientist Johann Lanz, notes that
although the national web based environmental screening tool identifies the site as being of high
sensitivity, the screening tool does not distinguish agriculturally zoned and / or utilised land from
land zoned and / or utilised for any other purpose. The site is not and will not be used for
agriculture, and there is therefore no impact on agricultural resources.
Heritage Specialist
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A Notification of Intent to Develop was submitted to Heritage Western Cape (HWC) indicating
that no sensitive heritage resources exist on the site. In response, a comment / response was
received from HWC confirming that no further assessment is required (see Appendix E).
2.

List the impact management measures that were identified by all Specialist that will be included in the EMPr

Recommended mitigation measures identified by the specialists are as follows:
- A search and rescue for plants of conservation importance within this site should be
undertaken before any construction works commence and should ideally be undertaken
in September. The City of Cape Town’s biodiversity management branch have been
engaged and have agreed that the conservation material will be donated to their
Restoration Facility at the Westlake Conservation Centre for safekeeping until the material
is properly rooted or the appropriated season for transplanting of geophytes can take
place. The material will then be transplanted to one of several of the City’s receptor sites.
- The stormwater management plan for the site should ensure that any impacts of
stormwater from the site are mitigated as far as possible within the site (measures such as
use of permeable surfaces, re-use of runoff from built areas such as roofs as well as the
use of measures such as swales).
- Should any archaeological remains be found during excavations, construction work is to
cease and the relevant authorities must be contacted.
3.

List the specialist investigations and the impact management measures that will not be implemented and provide
an explanation as to why these measures will not be implemented.

No impact management measures were recommended that will not be implemented.
4.

Explain how the proposed development will impact the surrounding communities.

The proposed development will have minimal negative impacts on the surrounding hospital
amenities and community during the construction phase. These impacts, which include noise,
dust, traffic and visual nuisance, are typical of construction and can be readily mitigated by
implementation of the construction environmental management programme.
Long term impacts include the development of a new building on a currently vacant portion of
land, and the associated visual change. However, this effect will negligible given that the site
forms part of vacant parcels of land located within a hospital estate / precinct earmarked for
the development associated hospital (medical) land use.
Positive socioeconomic impacts in the form of more efficient medical storage and distribution
facility are anticipated in both the construction and operational phases. Lower-skilled
construction-phase employment is usually drawn from the local area, and these communities will
therefore benefit.
5.

Explain how the risk of climate change may influence the proposed activity or development and how has the
potential impacts of climate change been considered and addressed.

The proposed activity is unlikely to be impacted by climate change in the short and long term.
6.

Explain whether there are any conflicting recommendations between the specialists. If so, explain how these have
been addressed and resolved.

There are no conflicting recommendations between specialists.
7.

Explain how the findings and recommendations of the different specialist studies have been integrated to inform
the most appropriate mitigation measures that should be implemented to manage the potential impacts of the
proposed activity or development.
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The findings and recommendations of specialists have been incorporated and assessed for the
proposed development. Where recommendations for the implementation of design and
management measures have been highlighted, this has been incorporated along with other
best-practice measures in the environmental management programme for the construction
phase.
8.

Explain how the mitigation hierarchy has been applied to arrive at the best practicable environmental option.

The site include remnant critical indigenous vegetation , a key part of ecological infrastructure.
The development proposal, and the alternatives considered, must be consistent with the
principles of environmental management as codified in the National Environmental
Management Act. These principles include the following:
-

-

Environmental management must place people and their needs at the forefront of its
concern, and serve their physical, psychological, developmental, cultural and social
interests equitably.
Development must be socially, environmentally and economically sustainable.
Sustainable development requires the consideration of all relevant factors including […]
that negative impacts on the environment and on people’s environmental rights be
anticipated and prevented, and where they cannot be altogether prevented, are
minimised and remedied.

Environmental impact assessment addresses the latter principle of the management of
environmental impacts through the mitigation hierarchy (Figure 2). Simply put, impacts must be
‘avoided, or, where they cannot be altogether avoided, are minimised and remedied.’
The DEA 2013 guideline on Need and Desirability formalises this hierarchy as follows:
- Firstly, alternatives must be investigated to avoid negative impacts altogether
- Secondly, after it has been found that the negative impacts cannot be avoided,
alternatives must be investigated to reduce (mitigate and manage) unavoidable
negative impact.
- Thirdly, alternatives must be investigated to remediate (rehabilitate and restore)
- Fourthly, unavoidable impact that remain after mitigation and remediation must be
compensated for through investigating options to offset the negative impacts.
While throughout, alternatives must be investigated optimise positive impact.

Avoid or prevent

Minimise

Rehabilitate
or restore

• Consider options for project
location, scale, layout,
phasing to avoid impacts.
• First and best option, but not
always possible.
• Consider options for project location,
scale, layout, phasing to minimise any
impacts that cannot be avoided.

• Restore or rehabilitate areas where impacts were
unavoidable, returning impacted areas to an
agreed land use after the project.

• Remedy the residual (remaining and unavoidable)
negative impacts, to achieve no net loss.
Offset

Figure 2. Mitigation hierarchy (based on DEA 2013 guideline on Need and Desirability)

The mitigation hierarchy has been central to the design process followed to date.
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The proponent, Western Cape Government: Department of Health intends to construct a new
Medical Depot on portion of remainder Erf 15350, located in the Tygerberg Hospital Estate. The
new depot is being proposed primarily to accommodate the relocation and consolidation of
existing ancillary medical services. The proposed depot is intended to better facilitate the
management and distribution of pharmaceutical and nonpharmaceutical products dispensed
by the department. The department is currently experiencing efficiency, logistical and space
constraints at its existing facility. The new centralised depot will better facilitate operations in a
more effective, efficient, and secure manner.
The Tygerberg Hospital Estate has several vacant pockets of land which was subject to a
development framework for the future re-development of the precinct. Based on previous
studies, and a site assessment of three identified and selected vacant sites, portion of remainder
Erf 15350, located along the eastern boundary fence, immediately north of the Forensic
Laboratories, was deemed to be the most reasonable and feasible site for the proposed
development. The location of terrestrial indigenous biodiversity on site means that the
development cannot avoid or prevent impacts on this biodiversity. As a result of the building
configuration, being a solid warehousing type structure block, the only option left in terms of the
mitigation hierarchy is to minimise the loss by performing a search and rescue of the remnant
vegetation prior to the construction phase.
The City of Cape Town’s biodiversity management branch have been engaged and have
agreed that the conservation material will be donated to their Restoration Facility at the Westlake
Conservation Centre for safekeeping until the material is properly rooted or the appropriated
season for transplanting of geophytes can take place. The material will then be transplanted to
one of several of the City’s receptor sites.

SECTION J: GENERAL
1.

Environmental Impact Statement
1.1.

Provide a summary of the key findings of the EIA.

The proponent, Western Cape Government: Department of Health intends to construct a new
Medical Depot on portion of remainder Erf 15350, located in the Tygerberg Hospital Estate. The
new depot is being proposed primarily to accommodate the relocation and consolidation of
existing ancillary medical services. The proposed depot is intended to better facilitate the
management and distribution of pharmaceutical and nonpharmaceutical products dispensed
by the department. The department is currently experiencing efficiency, logistical and space
constraints at its existing facility. The new centralised depot will better facilitate operations in a
more effective, efficient, and secure manner.
The Tygerberg Hospital Estate has several vacant pockets of land which was subject to a
development framework for the future re-development of the precinct. Based on previous
studies, and a site assessment of three identified and selected vacant sites, portion of remainder
Erf 15350, located along the eastern boundary fence, immediately north of the Forensic
Laboratories, was deemed to be the most reasonable and feasible site for the proposed
development.
The proposed development will require clearing of remnant vegetation located on the site. Much
of the site has undergone on-going physical and biologically disturbances (brush cutting and
illegal dumping) resulting in site being degraded, transformed indigenous vegetation and
habitat. Consequently, the biological environment of the site has been rated as low conservation
value and development of the site will have a low impact on the on the vegetation and habitat.
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The proposed land use is consistent with spatial planning and land use management frameworks
for the area and is aligned with the Tygerberg Hospital Development Framework for the redevelopment of the estate. The site has existing services, road access, and significant existing
buildings and infrastructure. Development of the depot on this site, rather than constructing the
required Depot elsewhere, will optimise the use of resources.
Typical construction-phase nuisance impacts are anticipated, but these will not exceed the norm
and can be effectively managed through the implementation of the environmental
management programme.
Please see 1.3 below for a summary of the key impacts assessed.
1.2.

Provide a map that that superimposes the preferred activity and its associated structures and infrastructure on the
environmental sensitivities of the preferred site indicating any areas that should be avoided, including buffers.
(Attach map to this BAR as Appendix B2)

Appendix B2 includes the required sensitivity map.
1.3.

Provide a summary of the positive and negative impacts and risks that the proposed activity or development and
alternatives will have on the environment and community.

The table below summarises the assessed significance of the impacts of the proposed
development.
Alternative 1 (preferred)
Without mitigation

With mitigation

Alternative 2: No-go
Without mitigation

With mitigation

PLANNING, DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION PHASE
Impacts on
terrestrial
biodiversity
Constructionphase traffic
impacts
Constructionphase noise and
vibration
Dust impacts
Construction
Phase Visual
impacts
Construction
employment
creation

Medium negative

Low negative

No impact

No impact

Low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

Very low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

Low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

Very low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

Medium positive

Medium positive

No impact

No impact

Medium positive

Medium positive

No impact

No impact

Low negative

Low negative

Very low negative

Very low negative

Very low negative

Very low negative

No impact

No impact

High positive

High positive

No impact

No impact

Low negative

Low negative

No impact

No impact

OPERATIONAL PHASE
Employment
creation and
retention
Impacts on
terrestrial
biodiversity
Traffic impacts
Provision of
efficient ancillary
medical services
Visual Impacts

Alternative 1
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The negative impacts of Alternative 1 can be satisfactorily mitigated by implementation of the
recommendations contained in the Basic Assessment Report and Environmental Management
Programme. It is expected to have a positive socioeconomic impact, potentially improving
ancillary medical services and contributing to quality and efficient service provision to the public.
The socioeconomic outcomes in the construction phase, although over a short period, will also
benefit the community in the form of construction employment creation. Effects on terrestrial
biodiversity are deemed to be low in significance but can also be mitigated to ensure that the
impact remains low.
Alternative 2 (No-go)
The negative impacts of the no-development alternative include continued deterioration of the
terrestrial biodiversity on site, and the opportunity costs of not facilitating justifiable ancillary
medical services improvement to the public.

2.

Recommendation of the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (“EAP”)
2.1.

Provide Impact management outcomes (based on the assessment and where applicable, specialist
assessments) for the proposed activity or development for inclusion in the EMPr

-

-

2.2.

A search and rescue for plants of conservation importance within this site should be
undertaken before any construction works commence and should ideally be
undertaken in September. The City of Cape Town’s biodiversity management branch
have been engaged and have agreed that the conservation material will be donated
to their Restoration Facility at the Westlake Conservation Centre for safekeeping until the
material is properly rooted or the appropriated season for transplanting of geophytes
can take place. The material will then be transplanted to one of several of the City’s
receptor sites.
Should any archaeological remains be found during excavations, construction work is to
seize and the relevant authorities must be contacted.
The construction-phase nuisance impacts should be avoided and minimised as far as
practicably possible.
Adherence to the environmental management programme and environmental
authorisation should be monitored by a suitably qualified and experienced
environmental control officer.

Provide a description of any aspects that were conditional to the findings of the assessment either by the EAP or
specialist that must be included as conditions of the authorisation.

The implementation of a search and rescue for plants of conservation importance within this site
should be undertaken before any construction works commence and should ideally be
undertaken in September. The City of Cape Town’s biodiversity management branch have been
engaged and have agreed that the material will be donated to their Restoration Facility at the
Westlake Conservation Centre for safekeeping until the material is properly rooted or the
appropriated season for transplanting of geophytes can take place. The material will then be
transplanted to one of several of the City’s receptor sites (see Appendix F)
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The assessment of construction-phase impacts is conditional on implementation and monitoring
of the construction environmental management programme (EMPr).
2.3.

Provide a reasoned opinion as to whether the proposed activity or development should or should not be
authorised, and if the opinion is that it should be authorised, any conditions that should be included in the
authorisation.

Based on the findings of this Basic Assessment, it is the opinion of the EAP that there are no
negative impacts that should be considered as “fatal flaws” from an environmental perspective.
The assessed project benefits outweigh negative impacts, and the project is anticipated to have
a positive socioeconomic impact, potentially improving ancillary medical services and
constructively contributing to quality and efficient health service provision to the public. The
proposed development addresses a service provision need, is consistent with municipal and
provincial planning, and does not result in environmental opportunity costs or unacceptable
degradation of sensitive natural systems.
In order to ensure the effective implementation of the mitigation and management actions, an
EMPr has been compiled (Appendix H). The mitigation measures necessary to ensure that the
project is planned, constructed, and operated in an environmentally responsible manner are
listed in the EMPr. The EMPr is a dynamic document that should be updated regularly and provide
clear and implementable measures for the establishment and operation of the proposed
development.
Provided that the specified mitigation measures are applied effectively, it is recommended that
the project should receive Environmental Authorisation in terms of the 2014 EIA Regulations, as
amended, subject to the following conditions:
That Alternative 1 be authorised;
The Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) forming part of this Basic Assessment
Report must be implemented during the design and construction phases of the
development; and
An independent Environmental Control Officer must be appointed for the duration of the
construction phase and must carry out the responsibilities of that role as defined in the EMPr.

•
•
•

2.4.

Provide a description of any assumptions, uncertainties and gaps in knowledge that relate to the assessment
and mitigation measures proposed.

There are no significant gaps in knowledge. It is assumed that all information provided to the EAP
by the Applicant is true and without omission. It is also assumed that all mitigation, management,
and monitoring measures prescribed in this Basic Assessment Report and the accompanying
Environmental Management Programme will be implemented by the applicant. There are no
significant uncertainties.
2.5.

The period for which the EA is required, the date the activity will be concluded and when the post construction
monitoring requirements should be finalised.

The EA is required for a period of ten years, because of the procurement procedures associated
with construction. The development of the building is subject to provincial budget allocations
and availability, which have been recently affected by the COVID-19 pandemic. The
development is anticipated to be completed by June 2031 and post-construction monitoring is
not required.
3.

Water
Since the Western Cape is a water scarce area explain what measures will be implemented to avoid the use of potable
water during the development and operational phase and what measures will be implemented to reduce your water
demand, save water and measures to reuse or recycle water.
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During the construction phase, non-potable water sources will be used as far as possible, as
stipulated in the EMPr.
An existing borehole, water storage tank, infrastructure and associated pipework is currently
located on the site. This will remain in place will be accommodated into the development.

4.

Waste
Explain what measures have been taken to reduce, reuse or recycle waste.

Provision and measures for efficient waste management and minimisation will be a requirement
within the design phase stage of the project. This is except for medical waste, which is required
to be disposed of in accordance with specific legislative and policy requirements.
Construction-phase waste minimisation and recycling is a requirement of the EMPr.

5.

Energy Efficiency
8.1.

Explain what design measures have been taken to ensure that the development proposal will be energy efficient.

Provision and measures for energy efficient designs and fixtures will be a requirement within the
design phase stage of the contract. Specifications will be prescribed in the tender document to
be drafted and issued by the proponent.
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SECTION K: DECLARATIONS
DECLARATION OF THE APPLICANT
Note: Duplicate this section where there is more than one Applicant.
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DECLARATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PRACTITIONER (“EAP”)
I ………………Tarryn Solomon…………, EAPASA Registration number …Not Applicable (Application
Pending)………….. as the appointed EAP hereby declare/affirm the correctness of the:
• Information provided in this BAR and any other documents/reports submitted in support of this
BAR;
• The inclusion of comments and inputs from stakeholders and I&APs;
• The inclusion of inputs and recommendations from the specialist reports where relevant; and
• Any information provided by the EAP to interested and affected parties and any responses by
the EAP to comments or inputs made by interested and affected parties, and that:
• In terms of the general requirement to be independent:
o
other than fair remuneration for work performed in terms of this application, have no
business, financial, personal or other interest in the activity or application and that there
are no circumstances that may compromise my objectivity; or
o
am not independent, but another EAP that meets the general requirements set out in
Regulation 13 of NEMA EIA Regulations has been appointed to review my work (Note: a
declaration by the review EAP must be submitted);
• In terms of the remainder of the general requirements for an EAP, am fully aware of and meet
all of the requirements and that failure to comply with any the requirements may result in
disqualification;
• I have disclosed, to the Applicant, the specialist (if any), the Competent Authority and
registered interested and affected parties, all material information that have or may have the
potential to influence the decision of the Competent Authority or the objectivity of any report,
plan or document prepared or to be prepared as part of this application;
• I have ensured that information containing all relevant facts in respect of the application was
distributed or was made available to registered interested and affected parties and that
participation will be facilitated in such a manner that all interested and affected parties were
provided with a reasonable opportunity to participate and to provide comments;
• I have ensured that the comments of all interested and affected parties were considered,
recorded, responded to and submitted to the Competent Authority in respect of this
application;
• I have ensured the inclusion of inputs and recommendations from the specialist reports in
respect of the application, where relevant;
• I have kept a register of all interested and affected parties that participated in the public
participation process; and
• I am aware that a false declaration is an offence in terms of Regulation 48 of the NEMA EIA
Regulations;

Signature of the EAP:

Date:

Name of company (if applicable):
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DECLARATION OF THE REVIEW EAP – NOT APPLICABLE
I
………………………………………………………,
EAPASA
Registration
…………………………….. as the appointed Review EAP hereby declare/affirm that:

number

•

I have reviewed all the work produced by the EAP;

•

I have reviewed the correctness of the information provided as part of this Report;

•

I meet all of the general requirements of EAPs as set out in Regulation 13 of the NEMA EIA
Regulations;

•

I have disclosed to the applicant, the EAP, the specialist (if any), the review specialist (if any),
the Department and I&APs, all material information that has or may have the potential to
influence the decision of the Department or the objectivity of any Report, plan or document
prepared as part of the application; and

•

I am aware that a false declaration is an offence in terms of Regulation 48 of the NEMA EIA
Regulations.

Signature of the EAP:

Date:

Name of company (if applicable):
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DECLARATION OF THE REVIEW SPECIALIST – NOT APPLICABLE
I ………………………………………………………., as the appointed Review Specialist hereby
declare/affirm that:
•

I have reviewed all the work produced by the Specialist(s):

•

I have reviewed the correctness of the specialist information provided as part of this Report;

•

I meet all of the general requirements of specialists as set out in Regulation 13 of the NEMA EIA
Regulations;

•

I have disclosed to the applicant, the EAP, the review EAP (if applicable), the Specialist(s), the
Department and I&APs, all material information that has or may have the potential to influence
the decision of the Department or the objectivity of any Report, plan or document prepared
as part of the application; and

•

I am aware that a false declaration is an offence in terms of Regulation 48 of the NEMA EIA
Regulations.

Signature of the EAP:

Date:

Name of company (if applicable):
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