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Overview 
The Hayter Family Trust operates the ‘Hayterdale Trails’ resort/tourism facility on Portion 0 of Farm Hayterdale No. 406 

near Addo in the Sundays River Valley Municipality. Mountain biking events started at the Farm ~2012, and the 

resort/tourism facility has been in operation since ~2016. The Trust has more recently submitted an application and 

Basic Assessment Report (BAR) for establishment of tented camps and associated infrastructure (i.e. ‘AfriCamps at 

Addo’) on the same farm to the Provincial Department of Economic Development, Environmental Affairs and Tourism 

(DEDEAT) as required by the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations under the National Environmental 

Management Act No. 107 of 1998 (DEDEAT reference number EC06/C/LN1&3/M/07-2020). In their review of the BAR, 

the authority noted that the existing resort facility required environmental approval which was never applied for, and 

instructed the Trust to submit an application for rectification of unlawful commencement of activities identified in terms of 

NEMA and the EIA Regulations (i.e. a Section 24 G application).   

CEN Integrated Environmental Management Unit (CEN) are the Environmental Assessment Practitioners (EAP), and 

have submitted a Section 24 G application to the DEDEAT, which includes a retrospective assessment of impacts on 

the receiving environment and public participation; as provided for in this report.  

The Property 
Ptn 0 of the Farm Hayterdale No. 406 (SG Code C00400000000040600000) is situated north of the town of Addo and 

east of the R335 in the Sundays River Valley Municipality at approximate GPS co-ordinates 33o 23’19.38”S 25o 

43’29.39”E. The property is currently zoned Agriculture, and a portion is used for recreational purposes (i.e. Hayterdale 

Trails - mountain bikers, trail runners, corporate events and children’s parties). Camping areas are also available on the 

property, including ablution facilities and a boma. The property extent is ~254.2 ha.  

 

Figure 1: Locality Map – the relative location of the tourism facility on the Farm is shown by the white star.
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Figure 2: A ‘zoomed in’ view of the area on the Farm used for the resort/tourism facility (as per the white star in 
Figure 1). 

Description of the Resort Development 
They Hayterdale Trails resort/tourism facility includes the following structures and infrastructure. An indication of when 

each structure was built is given below: 

 a signed entrance 

 camping grounds: these have no structures, and comprise grassed areas under trees. Tents are pitched as and 

when required. The camping grounds have been in operation since ~2016 (mountain biking events started in 2012) 

 a grass area for mountain-biking events 

 ‘Original house’: ~1960 

 ‘Old generator room’: ~1960 

 ‘Old swimming pool’: ~1970, cracks fixed, and pool renovated for re-use in 2020. 

 ‘Rondavels’: built in ~1970 and used as staff accommodation 

 ‘Staff building’: built in ~1980 for one of the farm managers 

 Containers: placed on the farm in ~2012 for storage 

 Staff ablutions: built out of gumpoles and IBR sheeting in ~2010 

 Boma: ‘Afdak’ built out of a gumpole structure with IBR sheeting to support the solar panel system and for water 

harvesting. Serves as a ‘lapa’. Installed in 2020. The area below the ‘afdak’ is also used as seating around a braai 

area (i.e. a boma). Two containers have also been installed beneath the ‘afdak’ for general storage for non-tourist 

activities and particularly cold storage (fridge/freezer) for campers.  
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 Solar battery storage: built out of gumpoles and IBR sheeting in  ~2017 

The facility is accessed off an existing public road (i.e. the R335). Electricity is provided by solar energy. Water is 

sourced from a borehole on the farm as well as water harvesting off roofs of structures. Sewerage is currently by means 

of septic tanks (an on-site package plant is proposed for the AfriCamps development). The disturbance area of the 

resort is ~4 ha. 

 

Figure 3: Aerial image showing existing structures that form the Hayterdale Trails Resort.  
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Plate 1: Photo of a campsite (17 December 2019). 

 

Plate 2: Photo of the grass area where events take place (Photo taken: 17 December 2019). The area has been 
‘grass area’ for ~60 years.



8 
 

 

Plate 3: Photos of some of the existing structures on the farm that are part of the facility (17 December 2019).
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Plate 4: Photos of the back of the clubhouse structure erected with solar panels and water storage tanks.
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Plate 5: Photographs of the clubhouse structure. 
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Sensitive Environments 
 No threatened ecosystems occur on the Farm as per the National List of Threatened Ecosystems (2011) 

published under the Biodiversity Act. 

 Aquatic areas have been delineated by an aquatic specialist during the Basic Assessment and Water Use 

Authorisation Application process for the ‘AfriCamps at Addo’ development on the farms. These are shown in 

Figure 4. 

 The national vegetation type for the area is Sundays Mesic Thicket (VEGMAP 2018). Sundays Mesic.  

 The Addo Elephant National Park occurs within 5 km of the resort (Figure 5). 

 The resort occurs within an Ecological Support Area (1) in terms of the ECBCP (2019) (Figure 6). 

 The resort is part of a Critical Biodiversity Areas in the Addo Biodiversity Sector Plan (Figure 7). The CBA is 

allocated because the farm is part of a priority natural area and a CBA in the ECBCP, and because of the 

importance of ecological processes and corridors for climate resilience. 

 The Addo Elephant National Park (AENP) Management Plan identifies a buffer zone around the boundary of 

the Protected Area which includes areas where land use change could impact the Park. Farm 406 falls within 

the designated buffer because it is a Priority Natural Area, and is within a Viewshed Protection (see Figure 8). 

Land use guidelines are as follows: ‘These are key areas for biodiversity pattern and process required for long 

term biodiversity persistence in and around the Park. Areas identified for future Park expansion are also 

included in the Zone. Inappropriate development and negative land use change must be avoided in these 

areas. Development and activities should be restricted to sites that are already transformed. Only developments 

that contribute to ensuring conservation friendly land use should be favourably viewed’. The existing resort 

made use of existing transformed areas that were part of old farming activities, as well as existing structures as 

far as possible, and therefore complies with the recommended land use guidelines.  

 

Figure 4: Delineated Drainage Areas in the Hayterdale Trails resort area.  
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Figure 5: The Addo Elephant National Park is within 5 km of the Resort.  

 

Figure 6: The resort is within an Ecological Support Area (1) in terms of the ECBPC (2019) (5 = CBA1, 4 = CBA2, 
3 = ESA1, 2 = ESA2). 
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Figure 7: The resort is in a Critical Biodiversity Area in terms of the Addo Biodiversity Sector Plan.  

 

Figure 8: Extract of the Zonation Map of the AENP, showing the site (red star) within the Park’s Buffer Zone. 
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Legislative Requirements 
The establishment and operation of the resort triggered Activity 24 and Activity 6 under Listing Notice 1 and 3 

respectively of the EIA Regulations: 

Listing Notice 1 - Activity 23: ‘The transformation of undeveloped, vacant or derelict land to: 

(ii) residential, retail, commercial, recreational, industrial or institutional use, outside an urban area and where the total 

area to be transformed is bigger than 1 hectare but less than 20 hectares 

Listing Notice 3 - Activity 6: ‘The construction of resorts, lodges or other tourism accommodation facilities that sleep 

15 people or more 

(a) in the Eastern Cape 

ii. outside urban areas, in: 

(ee) Critical biodiversity areas as identified in systematic biodiversity plans adopted by the competent authority or in 

bioregional plans; 

(gg) Areas within 10 kilometres from national parks or world heritage sites or 5 kilometres from any other protected area 

identified in terms of NEMPAA or from the core area of a biosphere reserve’ 

A Basic Assessment process would therefore have been required before the resort activities commenced. The Section 

24 G application is to apply for rectification of the unlawful commencement of activities listed under the EIA Regulations.  

Assessment of Impacts of the Resort 
Impact 1: Biodiversity Impacts 

The national vegetation type in the study area mapped in VEGMAP (2018) is Sundays Mesic Thicket. AT50 Sundays 

Mesic Thicket is described as present on ‘low foothills and mountain slopes and deeply incised valleys. Medium-sized to 

tall (3 to 5 m) thicket dominated by small trees and woody shrubs, with Cussonia spicata and Euphorbia triangularis 

emergent above the canopy. Some woody species are shared with AT51 Sundays Valley Thicket, but few spinescent or 

succulent species occur in this thicket unit and the tree component is better developed’ (Grobler et al., 2018). The 

conservation target assigned to AT50 Sundays Mesic Thicket is 19%, it is described as Well protected, and the area of 

Sundays Mesic Thicket calculated as being Transformed is 10.16% (Grobler et al., 2018). The vegetation survey done 

as part of the BA process for the AfriCamps at Addo development confirmed that vegetation on site matches the 

description/classification of Sundays Mesic Thicket. The area where the resort was established was previously used for 

farming, and structures/camping and event areas were placed in old grazing areas and/or by using existing farm 

structures. Very little natural vegetation would have been disturbed in the process of establishing the resort.  

The National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act (Act No. 10 of 2004): National List of Threatened 

Ecosystems (2011) identifies national threatened terrestrial ecosystems that are threatened by extinction in one of four 

categories: Critically Endangered, Endangered, Vulnerable or Protected. Threatened ecosystems are listed in order to 
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reduce the rate of ecosystem and species extinction by preventing further degradation and loss of structure, function 

and composition of threatened ecosystems. The purpose of listing protected ecosystems is primarily to conserve sites of 

exceptionally high conservation value (SANBI, Biodiversity Geographic information Systems (BGIS)). Importantly, any 

land-use change application occurring within an ecosystem listed as Critically Endangered or Endangered in terms of 

the Biodiversity Act triggers the need for environmental authorisation in terms of activities listed under Listing Notice 3 of 

the NEMA EIA Regulations. There are no threatened ecosystems mapped for the Farm. 

The Farm occurs within an Ecological Support Area (1) in terms of the East Cape Biodiversity Conservation Plan 

(ECBCP) (2019). The management objectives for ESA sites are: 

‘Maintain ecological function within the localised and broader landscape. A functional state in this context means that 

the area must be maintained in a semi-natural state such that ecological function and ecosystem services are 

maintained. 

For areas classified as ESA1, the following objectives apply: 

• These areas are not required to meet biodiversity targets, but they still perform essential roles in terms of 

connectivity, ecosystem service delivery and climate change resilience. 

• These systems may varying in condition and maintaining function is the main objective, therefore: 

o Ecosystems still in natural, near natural state should be maintained. 

o Ecosystems that are moderately disturbed/degraded should be restored’ (Hawley et. al., 2019). 

Recommended land use management guidelines for ESA areas are: 

o environmental conservation, low impact tourism/recreation and accommodationextensive livestock and 

game farming,  

o restricted uses: low impact tourism related accommodation, low density rural housing and eco-estates, 

traditional/communal areas and rural settlement (e.g. golf estates), cultivation (dryland and irrigation), 

public and community open space, small-scale infrastructure (WWTW and substations), linear transport 

and engineering infrastructure, transport service land uses (airports, railway stations, truck/bus/taxi 

stops, petrol stations) 

o management required1: local agri-economic development 

                                                      
1
 selected activities should not result in further degradation or disruption of biodiversity or ecological infrastructure or processes, provided that 
these activities are formally managed throughout the life of the activity. This may be achieved through the development and implementation of a 
management plan (Hawley et. al., 2019). 
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On a finer-scale, the Farm is also part of a CBA designated in the Addo Biodiversity Sector Plan (2012). The CBA is 

allocated because the farm is part of a priority natural area and a CBA in the ECBCP, and because of the importance of 

ecological processes and corridors for climate resilience 

 

The vegetation specialist assessment of the area noted that ‘Vegetation present in the general study area on the greater 

fam is regarded to be representative of AT50 Sundays Mesic Thicket (Grobler et al., 2018; National Vegetation Map, 

2018), in a reasonably intact and undisturbed state – despite the presence of a farmstead, mountain bike trails and 

gravel access roads’. Limiting the tourism facilities to old lands and utilizing existing structures significantly reduced the 

significance of any biodiversity impacts. The limited footprint of the resort on the property, and the management of the 

Farm for biodiversity conservation and recreational use/eco-tourism activities is a good means of sustainable 

development. The resort is not expected to impact on the CBA nor the ESA, and does not interfere with ecological 

corridors and processes needed for thicket biodiversity persistence across the landscape. Limiting activities to 

transformed areas is in keeping with the land use guidelines in the ECBCP and the Biodiversity Sector Plan. 

Land use guidelines for ‘Priority Natural Areas’ in the AENP Management Plan are: ‘These are key areas for biodiversity 

pattern and process required for long term biodiversity persistence in and around the Park. Areas identified for future 

Park expansion are also included in the Zone. Inappropriate development and negative land use change must be 

avoided in these areas. Development and activities should be restricted to sites that are already transformed. Only 

developments that contribute to ensuring conservation friendly land use should be favourably viewed’. The existing 

resort made use of existing transformed areas that were part of old farming activities, as well as existing structures as 

far as possible, and therefore complies with the recommended land use guidelines.  

Impacts on terrestrial biodiversity in operational phase include: 

 Increased risk of veld fires with more people visiting the area (although intact solid thicket should not burn). 

Unwanted fires alter vegetation boundaries, and species composition; and would impact on thicket diversity and 

ecosystem function. Exposed soils in burnt areas are also more susceptible to erosion. 

 Continued spread and densification of alien vegetation if not controlled and if the area is not rehabilitated. Alien 

vegetation is currently not a significant problem on the Farm. Care must be taken to avoid the introduction and 

spread of alien plant species, which are opportunistic in disturbed areas. Monitoring and control of alien vegetation 

spread must continue in operational phase to avoid impacts on natural biodiversity. 

 Soil erosion if rehabilitation during construction phase was unsuccessful, with impacts on soil quality.  

 Impacts of extra-limital faunal species in the camped off area on indigenous. 
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These impacts need to be controlled through management of the development and are addressed in the Operational 

Management Plan which has been developed for the BA process for the AfriCamps at Addo development. 

Theme Terrestrial Biodiversity Impacts 

Nature and 
status 

Loss of vegetation and threatened/protected floral species (although limited footprint, and placed in 
close proximity to existing disturbed areas). 
Loss of thicket habitat for fauna some of which are threatened / protected species 
Spread of alien invasive species.  
Disturbance to fauna. 
Impact on vegetation and fauna in surrounding natural areas (e.g. fires, disturbance). 
 
Direct and Indirect, Negative 

 Without mitigation With mitigation 

Extent Site (1) Site (1) 

Duration Long term (3) Long term (3) 

Intensity Low (4) Low (4) 

Probability Highly Probable (3) Probable (2) 

Confidence High High 

Level of 
significance  

(1+3+4)*3=24 (1+3+4)*2=16 

Low (-) Low (-) 

 

Mitigation Measures 

 Lighting used in the development area for roadsides must make use of a soft light that is directed downwards rather 

than scattered into the night sky. Solar powered lights are recommended 

 The Operational Management Plan developed for the AfriCamps at Addo development must be implemented at the 

resort too. 

 Rehabilitation guidelines given in the Construction EMPr for the AfriCamps at Addo BAR should be implemented for 

the lifetime of the project. Monitoring of rehabilitation success must be done on a 6 monthly basis  

 Alien vegetation must be controlled for the lifetime of the project 

 Fire hydrants must be made available at the resort. 

Impact 2: Aquatic Biodiversity Impacts 

The aquatic study done as part of the AfriCamps at Addo BA process mapped the extent of watercourses on the 

property and in the surrounding area and recommended a 32 m buffer area for these systems. The study confirmed the 

sensitivity rating of ‘low’ assigned to the aquatic environment in DEFF’s Screening Tool. Drainages delineated on the 

site are non-perennial in nature, and flow into the Coerney River, 4 km to the south. Drainages are relatively deeply 

incised in the landscape. No water or waterlogged soils were observed in any of these drainages by the aquatic 

specialist in her survey. Water flows in these drainage lines only for very short periods after rainfall events due to the 

location near the hill tops (small water catchment) and the relatively steep slopes of these features. This is also evident 

by the lack of a riparian zone or aquatic vegetation in general. No wetlands occur on the property other than a farm 

dam, with artificial (man-made) earth walls. Erosion hazards of soils at the site range from moderate to low. The relevant 
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sub-quaternary catchment (ID 8561) is not a Freshwater Ecosystem Priority Area (FEPA) or Fish Support Area (FSA) in 

the National Freshwater Ecosystem Priority Areas (NFEPA) project. The catchment is not identified as necessary for 

rehabilitation for threatened fish species, and is not important in terms of relocation, translocation or migration corridors 

of threatened fish. The PES on a sub-quaternary catchment level for the Coerney River is rated as Class D (largely 

modified) and the EIS as Moderate (SANBI’s BGIS web-based information). The site is not part of a Strategic Water 

Source Area. The EIS of the drainage lines in the study area are regarded to be Low/ Marginal due to the low diversity 

of aquatic habitat types and the absence of unique or rare biota (Nel, 2020). 

The resort is outside of delineated watercourses and buffers. This assisted in avoiding loss of aquatic habitat, and 

reducing erosion risks by minimising disturbance and destabilisation of aquatic areas. No obvious signs of erosion were 

observed in site surveys. 

Theme Aquatic Impacts 

Nature and status 

Change in flow, loss of aquatic habitat, erosion and sedimentation 
Minor structures have been erected in the drainage areas for current recreational activities, 
but is not considered to have significant negative impacts to aquatic environments on the 
Farm, or downstream watercourses. Erosion occurs on the side slopes of the drainages in 
some areas, however attempts to prevent further erosion on the property are already 
ongoing. 
Direct and Indirect, Negative 

 Without mitigation With mitigation 

Extent Local (2) Local (2) 

Duration Long Term (3) Long Term (3) 

Intensity Medium (6) Low (4) 

Probability Probable (2) Unlikely (1) 

Confidence High High 

Level of significance 
(no mitigation) 

(2+3+6)*2=22 (2+3+4)*1=9 

Low (-) Very Low (-) 

 

Mitigation Measures 

 Alien vegetation control measures must take place throughout the site for the lifetime of the project. 

 A stormwater management plan has been developed as part of the AfriCamps at Addo development, and must be 

implemented and maintained for the lifetime of the project (including the resort area). Ongoing monitoring of 

stormwater flow from hard surfaces must be done to determine if there are any problematic areas that need 

attention. 

 Standard mitigation measures for the prevention of soil erosion on slopes and in close proximity to drainage lines 

must be applied in areas where development has taken place. If erosion is a determined to be a problem in areas, 

adaptive measures must be used (e.g. in areas where stormwater concentrates, filter cloth lined Reno mattresses 

can be used). In areas where stormwater accumulates on the access road or other tracks, specifically on steeper 

areas, berms should be installed to slow water flow are prevent erosion and sedimentation of watercourses. 

Monitoring for erosion must be done for the lifetime of the project. 
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Impact 3: Groundwater Impacts from Borehole Abstraction 

The main impact that groundwater abstraction from the Hayterdale borehole could have on the groundwater 

environment is dewatering of the aquifer. This could happen as a result of over abstraction of the borehole, insufficient 

recharge of the aquifer (e.g. drought conditions), and Increased abstraction from other boreholes positioned in the same 

aquifer (i.e. additional groundwater users abstracting from the same aquifer). Dewatering / over abstraction can cause 

reduced volumes in the borehole or water quality changes in the aquifer 

Abstraction from the existing borehole has taken place since the 1960s. There is no data on abstraction rates and 

whether this has impacted on the aquifer over time. However the current usage at the resort is thought to be well within 

the rate recommended in the groundwater report by SRK Consulting as part of the BA process for the AfriCamps at 

Addo development. The scientifically calculated borehole yields given in SRK’s groundwater report must not be 

exceeded, even if the borehole is to be pumped for a shorter period. The borehole can however be pumped at rates 

lower than 0.9 L/s. 

Theme Groundwater Impacts – Borehole Abstraction 

Nature and status 
Over-abstraction of borehole water, leading to dewatering of the aquifer (and reduced 
volumes of borehole water) 
Direct and Indirect, Negative  

 Without mitigation With mitigation 

Extent Regional (3) Local (2) 

Duration Long Term (3) Long Term (3) 

Intensity High (8) Low (4) 

Probability Probable (2) Unlikely (1) 

Confidence High High 

Level of significance 
(no mitigation) 

(3+3+8)*2=28 (2+3+4)*1=9 

Medium (-) Very Low (-) 

 

Mitigation Measures 

 The scientifically calculated borehole yields given in SRK’s groundwater report must not be exceeded, even if the 

borehole is to be pumped for a shorter period. The borehole can however be pumped at rates lower than 0.9 L/s. 

 The production borehole’s water level should be monitored on a monthly basis to ensure that it is not lowering over 

time. Should this be the case, then adjustments to the yield can be made. Water level meters or logger can be 

purchased to do this.  

 In the event of over-abstraction taking place, and the borehole water level dropping, abstraction must stop. In this 

instance, the water level in the borehole should be monitored on a weekly basis to see whether it is recovering to 

the original static water level. This may take several months or years. Should the water level stabilise and recover, 

then pumping can start again at the recommended yield. Iron bacteria (if present) are dependent on oxygen for 

survival, and if saturated in water, they normally die off. However, the remains of the iron bacteria may continue to 

block the aquifer around the borehole, and may have to be removed manually or chemically 
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Impact 4: Noise Impacts 

Current ambient noise levels in the area are expected to be low, and the dense thicket vegetation absorbs noise to a 

degree. Noise generating activities in the area are minimal, as most of the area is natural area, agriculture, and lodge 

developments. Traffic along the R335 will generate some noise, but this is not significant considering traffic volumes. 

Noise is currently generated at the site during mountain biking events, from camping etc. However this is temporary in 

nature, and the type of noise is not likely to be disturbing to surrounding land users. 

Theme Noise 

Nature and status 
The Farm currently experiences little noise, except when mountain biking events occur that 
attract lots of people to the area.  
Indirect, Negative  

 Without mitigation With mitigation 

Extent Local (2) 

No mitigation suggested 

Duration Short term (1) 

Intensity Low (4) 

Probability Probable (2) 

Confidence Medium 

Level of significance 
(no mitigation) 

(2+1+4)*2=14 

Low (-) 

 

Impact 5: Archaeology and Palaeontology Impacts 

A Level 1 Archaeological Impact Assessment has been done by Dr Johan Binneman and Kobus Reichert, and a 

Paleontological investigation by Dr John Almond of the Farm as part of the BA process for AfriCamps at Addo. The 

archaeologists concluded that no archaeological sites/materials were observed during the investigation and it would 

appear that the site is of low cultural significance. A grave site occurs on the Farm at 33°23'29.31"S 25°43'26.81"E, but 

this is outside the development area. The palaeontological report indicated that the site is of low paleontological 

significance. No impacts are expected.  

Impact 6: Socio-Economic Impacts 

Tourism is a key driver for the social and economic development of the Sundays River Valley Municipality. The facility 

contributes to a greater tourism offering in Municipality. The facility has mountain biking and walking trails, and offers 

guests a diversity of activities, that make it an attractive resort. The farm is in close proximity to the Addo Elephant 

National Park, a prime tourist destination and conservation area in South Africa. Accommodation in proximity to the Park 

is needed. The facility will create economic opportunities for local community members 

Desirability: 

Development Principles of the Spatial Planning and Land Use Management Act: 

The following Development Principles are applicable to spatial planning, land development and land use management 

and have been addressed for the facility: 
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The principle of spatial justice  

 The property is located in close proximity to existing tourist facilities, auxiliary services and scenic routes.  

 The R335 road provides access to the site from the west.  

 The proposal supports the spatial vision of the Sundays River Valley Municipality SDF and the Rural Development 

Policy.  

 The facility creates more employment opportunities for a wide range of employment skills.  

The principle of spatial sustainability  

 Tourist development enhances the sustainability of this area.  

 The development footprint is very small.  

 The size of the property and limited agricultural potential of the property necessitates alternative land use option, 

such eco-tourism.  

 Rural tourist accommodation and activities (i.e. lodges, tented camps and guest farms) are increasingly popular and 

support rural development sustainability, tourism and investment.  

 Support the local economy in Addo and surrounding areas.  

 Close proximity to the northern access gate of the Addo Elephant National Park.  

 The facility contributes towards international tourism to the area and the district.  

 The facility is consistent with the Sundays River Valley Spatial Development Framework for the rural areas.  

 Ensure economic sustainability and viability  

The principle of efficiency  

 Based on the limited scale of the facility relative to the overall size of the farm, it does not negatively impact on the 

surrounding environment.  

 Employment opportunities take place as a result of the facility.  

 Additional financial benefits include the contribution to the Municipal rates base and support of the property value 

and development levies  

 The facility supports and strengthens the existing tourist and recreational facilities.  

 Accessibility from the Addo Road (R335) ensures ease of access  

The principle of spatial resilience  
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 The site is surrounded by nature reserves, tourist accommodation, tourist facilities, recreational and in close 

proximity (~9km) from the main gate of the Addo Elephant National Park.  

Sundays River Valley Municipality Integrated Development Plan (2016/2017) 

The municipality has approved the following priority areas in their IDP:  

 Provision of Infrastructure and Basic Services  

 Local Economic Development  

 Community and Social Services  

 Institutional Transformation and Development  

 Good Governance and Public Participation  

 Financial Viability and Management.  

The facility supports the principles of the IDP and strives towards supporting basic services and infrastructure in the 

Sundays River Valley region and supporting job creation, with emphasis on sustainable development, expansion of the 

municipal rate base and support for local economic development and growth. 

Sundays River Valley Municipality Spatial Development Framework (2013) 

The SDF outlines, amongst others, the following development goals and objectives with specific reference to rural 

development and economic development: 

 Goal: Prioritise rural development initiatives with emphasis on local economic development, expansion of the tourist 

industry, job creation, and commonage development.  

o Objective:  Manage rural land development based on the principles of sustainable development and 

environmental sensitivity 

 Goal: Ensure implementation and alignment with the Local Economic Development and Tourism Sector Plan 

objectives, strategies and targets 

o Objective: Promote tourism development, local economic development, and rural development on an 

ongoing basis through the IDP and SDF prioritisation 

The facility is therefore in line with the goals and objectives of the SDF. The SDF supports tourism development within 

the rural areas. The nature of the facility therefore supports the vision and principles of the SDF. 

Benefits to the surrounding community: 

 The Trust refer their customers to SANParks for hiking trails visits and game drives. SANParks has earned in 

excess of R40 000 p.a. in conservation fees from mountain and trail running activities at Hayterdale Trails.   
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o The Zuurberg hotel has earned in excess of R400 000 p.a. from the mountain and trail running 

activities. Figtree and Dung Beetle have also received substantial referrals.    

o The Trust regularly accommodates schools from the area, e.g. Hermitage House and Sunland’s with 

complimentary or materially discounted access to our facilities. This is an area they intend expanding 

through the use of the ‘Kids in Conservation’ initiative. 

o The Trust employs: 

 5 people to maintain the mountain bike and hiking trails throughout the year. 

 12 people a month before an event to clear tracks, mark etc. the tracks for an event. 

 up to 30 people for the event itself. 

 The latter generations of the Hayter family do not see commercial farming as sustainable, and when their father 

stopped farming they pursued a three-fold mission to (directly and indirectly) : 

o Uplift the community – To date the Trust has played a pivotal role in the formation of an independent 

school, Hermitage House, and afforded underprivileged local children bursaries to that school. They 

plan to initiate other like initiatives in the area in partnership with local business and credible non-profit 

organizations; 

o Promote nature conservation and afford less privileged people exposure to our natural heritage – to this 

end, the Trust has initiated and have played a vital role in raising funding for two busses, the latest 

being aptly named “Kids in Conservation”, a project in collaboration with SANParks and The SRCC 

Foundation.  

o Promoting the ever-growing sport and activities of mountain biking, trail running, hiking, bird watching 

and game viewing with the youth as a healthy, outdoor and fun activity. 

o Continue supporting some of the families that previous generations supported since the early 1950’s 

Theme Socio-Economic Impacts 

Nature and status 

The site is currently used for recreational purposes, including camping, mountain biking, 
children’s parties etc. It therefore contributes to tourism development in the area. The 
resort has the following positive socio-economic benefits: 
 Employment creation 
 Contribution to municipal rates, and economic growth / upliftment of the SRVM by 

means of sustainable tourism development 
 Public enjoyment of natural areas 
 Provision of ecosystem services 

Direct and Indirect, Positive 

 Without mitigation With mitigation 

Extent Regional (3) Regional (3) 
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Theme Socio-Economic Impacts 

Duration Long Term (3) Long Term (3) 

Intensity Low (4) Low (4) 

Probability Probable (2) Probable (2) 

Confidence Medium Medium 

Level of significance 
(no mitigation) 

(3+3+4)*2=20 (3+3+4)*2=20 

Low (+) Low (+) 

Level of significance 
with mitigation 

Low (+) Low (+) 

Mitigation Measures 

 Recruit employees at the facility from local communities. 

 Source goods, services and supplies for the facility from local businesses.  

 Promote ongoing skills development and transfer. 

 Continue with current childrens’ programmes. 

Public Participation 
A list of potentially interested stakeholders was compiled, compromising landowners, farmers associations, 

tourism/hospitality industry representatives, the ward councillor, and state departments. A copy of the stakeholder 

database is included in Appendix 2. Interested and Affected Parties (IAPs) who have registered to date for the 

AfriCamps at Addo BA process are also included in the database. 

The Section 24 G application and availability of this report for public review was advertised in The Herald and Die 

Burger. Two site notices were placed at public locations – 1 at the shopping centre in Addo, and the other on the R335 

at the entrance to the site. Stakeholders in the database were sent notices via email/post, with a link to download the 

report from the EAP’s website. The notice indicated that if they have difficulty in downloading the reports, they should 

contact the EAP to make alternative arrangements. 

A 30 day review process has been provided – i.e. from 19 November 2021 to 10 January 2022 (i.e. the period between 

15 December and 5 January is excluded). Comments on the report must please be sent to: 

Dr Mike Cohen / Belinda Clark 

CEN Integrated Environmental Management Unit 

Tel/Cell: 041 3674748 / 082 320 3111 / 072 725 6400 

Email: steenbok@aerosat.co.za; bclark@telkomsa.net  

Once the 30 day review period is over, a response report will be sent to IAPs. This assessment report will be updated to 

reflect comments received from IAPs, and submitted to the DEDEAT for their review.  
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Appendix 1: Method of Impact Assessment 
The following criteria will be utilized to assess the predicted impacts. Results will be based on qualitative data and will 

be presented in a summary table for each impact. In each instance, individual variables will be compared with the ‘no-

development’ option, and a distinction will be made between the effects that the activities will have on the receiving 

environment with and without mitigation measures in place. This should place the reader and the authorities in a 

position to make an informed decision on whether the development should proceed or not.  

In the criteria presented below, a scale of how each can be measured and/or rated is discussed. This scale is based on 

qualitative data and the assignment of ‘values’ in each instance will be done in an objective manner. This will be 

achieved by using objectively-derived data gathered from various sources (i.e. recommendations from specialist studies 

and other scientific publications, observations made during detailed site investigations, consideration of comments from 

interested and affected parties, discussions with relevant stakeholders, and perusal of relevant environmental planning 

guidelines). The assignment of values will therefore not merely be based on the opinion of the EAP, but on a variety of 

inputs and published sources thereby minimizing the potential ‘skewing’ effect of bias on the final outcome.  

Table 1 is a template illustrating how these results will be presented. 

Table 1: Template of how impacts will be analysed 

 No-go option (status 
quo) 

Development (without 
mitigation) 

Development (with mitigation) 

Extent 

• Site only 

• Sub-regional 

• Regional 

• National 

   

Duration 

• Short term  
(0-5 yrs) 

• Moderation term (5 – 15 yrs) 

• Long term  
(15 yrs+) 

   

Intensity/magnitude: 

• None 

• Low 

• Medium 

• High 

   

Probability    
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 No-go option (status 
quo) 

Development (without 
mitigation) 

Development (with mitigation) 

• Improbable 

• Probable 

• Highly probable 

• Definite 

Significance 

• No impact 

• Low 

• Moderate 

• High 

   

Status 

• Positive 

• Negative 

• Neutral 

   

Degree of confidence 

• High 

• Low 

   

 

Extent: 

Whether the impact will occur on a scale limited to the immediate areas or site of the development activity or will the 

impact occur on a sub-regional, regional and/or national scale. 

Table 2: Extent 

Description Explanation Scoring 

Footprint / Site The impact could affect the whole, or a significant portion of the site. 1 

Local Impact could affect the adjacent landowners and areas surrounding the site. 2 

Regional Impact could affect the wider area around the site, that is, from a few kilometres, up to the wider 
region. 

3 

National Impact could have an effect that expands throughout a significant portion of South Africa – that is, as 
a minimum has an impact across provincial borders. 

4 

 

Duration 

Whether the lifetime of the impact will be of a short duration (0-5 years); medium term (5-15 years); long-term (15 years, 

with the impact ceasing after the operational life of the development); or considered permanent where mitigation either 
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by natural process or by human intervention will not occur in such a way or in such a time span that the impact can be 

considered transient. 

Table 3: Duration 

Description Explanation Scoring 

Short term The impact will either disappear with mitigation or will be mitigated through a natural process, and will 
be relevant for 0 to 5 years. 

1 

Medium term The impact will be relevant for 5 to 15 years.  2 

Long term The impact will continue or last for the entire operational lifetime of the development, but will be 
mitigated by direct human action or by natural processes thereafter (i.e. more than 15 years). 

3 

Permanent This is the only class of impact that will be non-transitory. Mitigation either by man or natural process 
will not occur in such a way or in such a time span that the impact can be considered transient (i.e. 
impact will remain after the operational lifetime of the project). 

4 

 

Intensity/Magnitude: 

Whether the intensity (magnitude / size) of the impact is high, medium, low or negligible (no impact). Where possible the 

intensity of impacts are quantified. This will be a relative evaluation within the context of all the activities and the other 

impacts within the framework of the project. Note that intensity is scored differently as this is a critical issue in terms of 

the overall risk and impact assessment. The intensity is thus measured as the degree to which the project affects or 

changes the environment. 

Table 4: Intensity 

Description Explanation Scoring 

Very Low The impact alters the affected environment in such a way that the natural processes or functions 
are not affected. 

2 

Low The impact alters the affected environment in such a way that the natural processes or functions 
are slightly affected. 

4 

Medium The affected environment is altered, but functions and processes continue, albeit in a modified 
way. 

6 

High Function or process of the affected environment is disturbed to the extent where the function or 
process temporarily or permanently ceases. 

8 

Probability: 

The probability of the impact actually occurring as either improbable (low likelihood); probable (distinct possibility); highly 

probable (most likely) or definite (impact will occur regardless of preventative measures). 

Table 5: Probability 

Description Explanation Scoring 

Unlikely The possibility of the impact occurring is none, due either to the circumstances, design or 
experience. 

1 

Probable There is a possibility that the impact will occur to the extent that provisions must therefore be made. 2 
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Description Explanation Scoring 

Highly 
Probable 

It is most likely that the impacts will occur at some stage of the Development. Plans must be drawn 
up before carrying out the activity. 

3 

Definite The impact will take place regardless of any prevention plans, and only mitigation actions or 
contingency plans to contain the effect can be relied upon. 

4 

 

Significance: 

The significance of impacts of the proposed project are assessed with the mitigation measures which will be included in 

the contractors specifications as well as with the additional mitigation measures recommended in this report being 

implemented. The significance of the identified impacts on the components of the affected environment (and where 

relevant, with respect to potential legal infringement) are described as: 

No Impact 

Where the project action will not cause any adverse or beneficial changes to the natural (biophysical), and/or socio-

economic environment. 

Impact of Low Significance 

Where the project actions will result in minor short-term changes to the biophysical and/or socio-economic environment. 

The impacts will usually be restricted to the immediate area of the project action. The affected system should return to 

its natural or almost natural state in a short period of time (0 - 5 years). The impacts on human populations will be of a 

short duration and will not have any lasting consequences. 

Impact of Moderate Significance 

Where the project actions will result in moderate short-term or medium term changes to the biophysical and/or socio-

economic environment. The effects of the impact could be experienced outside of the project action area and may be 

evident at a sub-regional or even a regional level. Minor indirect impacts may arise from the project action. The system 

should recover but it is unlikely that it will return to its natural state. Recovery would only take place in the medium term 

(5-15 years). Impacts on the human population will be felt after the project action is completed but are not severe and/or 

disruptive to their quality of life or economic wellbeing. 

Impacts of High Significance 

Where the project actions will result in major long-term changes to the biophysical and/or socio-economic environment. 

The effects of the impact will be experienced outside of the project action area and may be evident at a regional, 

national and even at the international level. Secondary or indirect impacts may arise from the project action. The system 

may recover over the long-term (>15 years) but will not revert to its natural state. Impacts on human populations will be 

felt after the project action is completed. The impacts are of a long-term nature and are disruptive to the previous life 

style of the affected population. 
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Determination of significance is made on the assumption that any mitigation and / or management measure, which is 

recommended, will be implemented by the developer. 

The level of significance is expressed as the sum of the area exposed to the risk (extent), the length of time that 

exposure may occur over in total (duration), the severity of the exposure (intensity) and the likelihood of the event 

occurring (probability).  

Significance value = (Extent + Duration + Intensity) x Probability. 

A distinction will be made for the significance rating without the implementation of mitigation measures and with the 

implementation of mitigation measures. The purpose of mitigation measures is to reduce the significance level of the 

anticipated impact. Therefore, the reduction in the significance level after mitigation is directly related to the scores used 

in the impact assessment criteria. The effect of potential mitigation measures to reduce the overall significance level is 

also to be considered in each issues table (i.e. values with or without mitigation are presented). 

Table 6: Significance 

Description Explanation Scoring 

No / Very Low 
Impact  

There is no impact or a very low impact. 

 

1-9 

Low The impacts are less important, but some mitigation is required to reduce the 
negative impacts. 

10-27 

Medium The impacts are important and require attention; mitigation is required to reduce 
the negative impacts. 

28-45 

High The impacts are of high importance and mitigation is essential to reduce the 
negative impacts 

46-64 

 

Status of the Impact: 

This describes whether the impact is positive (a benefit) or negative (a cost), or neutral. 

Degree of Confidence in Predictions: 

The degree of confidence in the predictions, based on the availability of information and/or specialist knowledge. 

Mitigating Environmental Effects 

Mitigation is used to address all adverse environmental effects, whether or not subsequent analysis determines that the 

effects are significant. Relevant mitigation measures should form part of any contract for the project 
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Appendix 2: Stakeholder Database 
Name Property Email Address 

Neighbours    

Trevor Hayter Farm 81 thayter@engeli.co.za 

Kurt Farm 4/80 lfrms@hotmail.com 

Camp Figtree - Jaco Steenkamp Farm no RE/38 and Farm no 1/79  jaco@campfigtree.com 

Jan Serfontein Farm no RE/78 and Farm no 2/79  jan.meritoneval@gmail.com 

SANParks Addo 12/82 

nick.degoede@sanparks.org; 
Ane.Oosthuizen@sanparks.org 
maretha.alant@sanparks.org 

Simone Barkhuysen 5/100 znb@vodamail.co.za 

San Miguel (farm manager - Louis de Bruin) 1/77 LdeBruin@sanmiguelglobal.com  

San Miguel (farm manager - Louis de Bruin) 3/77 LdeBruin@sanmiguelglobal.com  

San Miguel 11/82  

The late Donald Hayter  (Rushmere and Noach - Robert Montgomery) 2/77 robertm@rushmere.co.za 

      

Hospitality/Tourism Industry     

Zuurberg Mountain Village   zuurberg@addo.co.za 

Addo Dung Beetle Guest Farm   bookings@addodungbeetle.co.za 

Nguni River Lodge - Darryl Grisdale   reservations@ngunilodges.co.za 

Adrenalin Addo Adventure Park   info@adrenalinaddo.co.za 

Crisscross Adventures   info@crisscrossadventures.co.za 

Addo Info - Megan Adderley   megan@photoworkshop.co.za 

Sundays River Valley Tourism Forum - Yvonne van Tol   info@greateraddoroute.com 

      

AgriEC   
natasja.barkhuisen@agriec.co.za; 
sharlene.matthews@agriec.co.za 

Sundays River Valley Farmers Association - Chairperson Deon Joubert   deon@unifrutti.co.za  

      

Ward Councillor - Ward 8 Nomakhosazana Gloria Kausele   ngkausele55@gmail.com 

   

Council for GeoScience – Vinnie Mitha  vmitha@geoscience.org.za 

user
Rectangle
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State Departments and Parastatals 

Authority/Organ of 
State 

Contact person  E-mail 

ESKOM M Sitole, J Geeringh sitolerm@eskom.co.za; John.geeringh@eskom.co.za  

National Department of 
Agriculture, Forestry 
and Fisheries 

A Collett AnnelizaC@nda.agric.za  

SANRAL Amanda Mboniswa, Chumisa Njingana, Fez Duze MboniswaA@nra.co.za; tsolekilec@nra.co.za; DuzeF@nra.co.za 

SAHRA and ECHRA  cscheermeyer@sahra.org.za; phine@sahra.org.za; Mzolisi.matutu@srac.ecprov.gov.za; 
Similo.grootboom@srac.ecprov.gov.za; Monwabisi.kobese@srac.ecprov.gov.za; 
Kenneth.msengana@srac.gov.za; markm@ecphra.org.za; bmwasinga@sahra.org.za;  

Department of Water 
and Sanitation 

 MmachakaT@dws.gov.za; MpumelaN@dws.gov.za; KamaB@dws.gov.za; 
RussellC@dws.gov.za; FerreiraC@dws.gov.za; kuneneb@dws.gov.za; 
FourieL4@dws.gov.za; BloemM@dws.gov.za; manelim@dws.gov.za; 
DweniN@dws.gov.za; chiltonp@dws.gov.za; TshatshuP@dws.gov.za; 
TshishongeV@dws.gov.za  

Provincial Department 
of Economic 
Development, 
Environmental Affairs 
and Tourism 

A Struwig, D Govender Andries.Struwig@dedea.gov.za; Dayalan.Govender@dedea.gov.za;  

DEFF: Forestry Babalwa Layini BabalwaL@daff.gov.za 

DEFF: Land Use and 
Soil Management 

Gcnile Dumise GcinileD@daff.gov.za 

DEFF: Rural 
Development and 
Agrarian Reform 

Ruffus Maloma Ruffus.Maloma@drdar.gov.za 

Provincial Air Quality 
and Climate Change 
Officer 

L Mardon Lyndon.Mardon@deaet.ecape.gov.za  

Provincial Roads 
Department 

M Manga, Randall Moore, Peter Lotter, Marius Keyser monde.manga@dpw.ecape.gov.za; Randall.moore@dpw.ecape.gov.za; 
Peter.Lotter@ecdpw.gov.za; marius.keyser@dpw.ecape.gov.za  

ECPTA Shane Gertze, Mfundo Ndovela Shane.Gertze@ecpta.co.za; Mfundo.Ndovela@ecpta.co.za 

Telkom L Shaw ShawLS@telkom.co.za 

Transnet Ndileka Ntikinca, Akhona Ngqinambi Ndileka.Ntikinca@transnet.net; Akona.Ngqinambi@transnet.net  
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Sarah Baartman District 
Municipality 

 tbetha@cacadu.co.ca; DanielsU@cacadu.co.za; RLorgat@cacadu.co.za; 
MMaqokolo@cacadu.co.za; ZSibeko@cacadu.co.za 

Sundays River Valley 
Local Municipality 

 'mm@srvm.gov.za'; 'nellyn@srvm.gov.za'; 'nellyn@srvm.gov.za'; 
'tembiled@srvm.gov.za'; 'rudih@srvm.gov.za'; 'xolam@srvm.gov.za'; 
'LithakaziK@srvm.gov.za'; 'NothembaN@srvm.gov.za'; srvm@srvm,gov.za; 
JerryL@srvm.gov.za; Zusiphem@srvm.gov.za 
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