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HilLand Environmental GEO19/761/16

Screening Tool Analysis – Portion 62 of Farm Kraaibosch No. 195, George

The screening tool was generated by HilLand Environmental in August 2019 and was taken into consideration during the Draft-Application Phase
of the proposed residential development of Portion 62 of Farm 195, George.

Table 1: Screening Tool Analysis of theme sensitivity and comments

Theme Sensitivity Feature(s) Implications and applicability to the process
Agriculture Theme – Areas
of Low and Medium
sensitivity

Low sensitivity areas:
Land capability;01.
Very low/02. Very
low/03. Low-Very
low/04. Low-Very
low/05. Low

Medium sensitivity
areas: Land
capability;06. Low-
Moderate/07. Low-
Moderate/08.
Moderate

The property has been historically utilised for commercial afforestation and agricultural practices, but is
currently in a neglected state. The area is currently being managed to remove the alien vegetation within
the commercial timber plantation, in order to achieve some degree of commercial benefit. The
proposed development will not take away from the agricultural theme of the property as it is no longer
used for any afforestation and agricultural practices and has been designated for urban use in the
George SDF and included in the urban edge. The potential impacts have been assessed within the BAR
and no specialist assessment was deemed necessary.

Aquatic Biodiversity Theme
- Low

Low sensitivity areas The aquatic sensitivity is rated as low, however the Swart River defines the northern and eastern
boundaries of the property and a non-perennial watercourse is located within the western side of the
property. The proposed development will have no negative impact on these water resources, however,
the proposed rehabilitation of the forested areas around these watercourses will further enhance the
quality and condition.

Archaeological and
Cultural Heritage Theme -
High

Important mountain
pass, within 500 m of
an important river
and within 1 km of a
protected area

Final comments have been received from HWC (dated: 18/03/2014), which supports the proposed
development on the property. Conditions included the adherence to the archaeological report which
includes the inspection before and during vegetation clearance, where after a report must be submitted
and HWC may then require mitigation. The potential impact has been assessed within the BAR and
conditions / recommendations have been incorporated within the EMPr.

Civil Aviation Theme - High Within 15 km of a civil
aviation radar,
between 8 and 15
km from a major civil
aviation aerodrome
and within 5 km of an
air traffic control or
navigation site

The proposed development is located approximately 15 km from George Airport. The proposed
development will not affect the airfield and associated infrastructure in any way. No assessment is
deemed necessary.

Defence Theme – Low Low sensitivity Noted.
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Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme
– Low and Very High

Low sensitivity: no
features
Very high sensitivity:
CBA, Indigenous
forest, Focus areas for
PAES

Figure 1: Terrestrial biodiversity combined sensitivity mapping (adapted from screening tool report, August 2019)

From the above Figure 1, the proposed development footprint will fall within areas of low sensitivity and a
small section of high sensitivity. The proposed footprint has been specifically selected and incorporates
recommendations made by the botanical specialist. The development footprint will fall within highly
transformed areas that have been historically transformed through afforestation activities. As indicated
by the botanical specialist, fynbos restoration within these areas are near to nil and conservation
mapping within these areas is unconvincing and rather bewildering which led to a confused
conservation planning result (Vlok, 2018). However, the boundary of the CBA areas follows the
occurrence of Southern Afrotemeprate Forest and correlates with the high sensitivity areas shown within
the above Figure 1. The proposed development footprint, therefore, incorporates the conservation of the
high sensitivity areas and the rehabilitation of the surrounding open space areas back to indigenous
forest.


