APPENDIX 1
Phase 1 Stakeholder Consultation Record
Minutes of the Steering Committee Meeting held for the Amajuba Mountainous Areas Nodal Study: 15 July 2008

Apologies 

There were no apologies.

Attendees:

I. Scholtz

Udiv

B. Bainbridge

T. Jones

B. Martin

A. Burns

S. Gcaleka

T. Thusi

Welcome, introductions and purpose of the meeting

Mr Ivan Scholtz opened the meeting and all in attendance introduced themselves.

Purpose of the study

The purpose of the study was highlighted and Mr Scholtz excused himself from the remainder of the meeting.  The Chair was handed to Udiv.

Presentation by the consultants of the Status Quo report

Udidi Environmental, Planning and Development Consultants presented the Status Quo Report.  It was decided that a copy of the presentation would be forwarded to Mr Scholtz.

Discussions

The points raised prior to the meeting, by the Amajuba District Municipality, regarding the Status Quo Report were received by the consultants.

The following points and suggestions were raised regarding the Status Quo Report and Phase Two:

· Section 4.3 needs to include settlements that have not been formalized as yet including: Charlestown, Amajuba Forest and Ingogo.

· The mountainous areas are not suited to quad bikes and off road vehicles as the soils are highly erodible.  Demarcated areas for this type of activity are okay however strict control is required.

· Some developments around Dunblain need to be incorporated into Phase Two.

· The D96 route is an area with increasing potential developments.  Thus there is a potential need to upgrade this route and the government needs to be informed of potential developments and strategies for their strategic planning purposes.

· Golf estates are an increasing type of development in the study area.  These need to be considered strategically and should these be encouraged to what extent should they be allowed?

· The Ekangala Grassland Trust is now referred to as the Ekangala Grassland Project.

· The principle threat of fire needs to be incorporated into the report.  

· It was suggested that maps 9 and 12 be combined into one map to avoid confusion.

· Mining and land reform overlaps need to be factored into the strategic planning.  Mr Angus Burns to email Udidi with details on this issue.

· It was suggested that the hydrological studies undertaken for the Maloti-Drakensburg Transfrontier Park could be looked at with regards to the ecosystem services.

· It was suggested that future research into payment for ecosystem services could be made in particular the EKZN Wildlife Stewardship Programme started around the Ncandu Reserve.

· There is a potential for yellow fishing development.  

Process for the finalization of comments

It was decided that the amended status quo report would be forwarded to Mr Scholtz by the 29 July 2008.  

General

Date of the next meeting

The date of the next meeting will be confirmed at a later stage.

Closure

The meeting was closed at 12h10.

Minutes of the 2nd Steering Committee Meeting for the Amajuba Mountainous Areas Nodal Study held on the 7th November 2008 at the Amajuba DM Building Madadeni, Exco Chamber, at 10H00
1. Welcome, introductions and purpose of the meeting

Mr Ivan Scholtz opened the meeting and all in attendance introduced themselves.

2. Apologies 

Newcastle IDP manager

A. Burns – eKangala Grassland Project

Attendees

I. Scholtz – Amajuba DM

S. Nzuza – Amajuba DM

S. Mathendwa – KZN Agriculture & Environmental Affairs

N. Xaba – KZN Agriculture & Environmental Affairs

P. Baytop – KZN Health

T. Kelly – Newcastle Municipality

N. Swanepoel – Newcastle Municipality

J. du Plessis  – Newcastle Municipality

S. Robbats  – Newcastle Municipality 

Z. Mazibuko – eMadlangeni Municipality

J. van der Vegte – Udidi 

T. Jones – Udidi 

3. Confirmation of minutes of the 1st Steering Committee meeting held on the 15th July 2008
The minutes of the 1st Steering Committee meeting were confirmed as being a true reflection of discussions.

4. Presentation by the consultants of the Phase 2 Strategies report

Udidi presented the Phase 2 Strategies Report.  

5. Discussions

It was noted that 3 EIAs are have been authorised or are in the process of being undertaken along the Mphumalanga border around the Groenvlei region.  These include: Clouds End to the north of Groenvlei which has been approved; and the proposed Driefontein development near the Zaaihoek Dam, approval pending.

It was queried as to whether or not the road infrastructure around Dumblane is going to be upgraded and if so who’s responsibility it will be.

Referring to Map 2 it was noted that a golf course along the river has been proposed.

Referring to Map 3 it was proposed that the boundary of the Botha’s Pass Node be extended westwards to include existing developments and that many of the farms within the Node are under land claims.  Furthermore it was proposed that the Ngogo River be included in the Node.

Referring to Map 4, it was proposed that the north-eastern corner and the southern boundary of the Dumblane Node be extended.  The combining of the Dumblane Node and Muller’s Pass Node was proposed.

Referring to Map 5 it was noted that the Uikenhof development and the re-development of Moorfield within the Escarpment Zone needs to be addressed with regards to the Muller’s Pass Node.  

Referring to Map 6, it as noted that the Horseshoe Farm is the site for the majority of development and it was thus proposed that the boundary of the Normanien Node be extended to include this Farm.  It was proposed that the spur not be included in this extension.

It was proposed that LED strategy for each Node, barring the Utrecht Node, be developed.

It was queried as to how rural areas and development within these areas in the Escarpment Mountainous Zone (EMZ) will be monitored.  The preferred and non-preferred land uses and activities for each zone (pgs 20-23 of the report) are the foundation controls for this.  Udidi requested the Municipalities’ comment on the preferred and non-preferred land uses and activities proposed in the report in order to establish if these are too conservative or not strict enough.

It was noted that Nkosi Mabaso is in possession of large areas of land stretching from the Buffalo catchment to the Pongola catchment, falling within the EMZ.  This land is zoned for Tribal Trust Development and large housing developments are proposed.  Mr. Ivan Scholtz highlighted the fact that controls and monitoring processes, such as the DFA process, are in place to ensure any proposed development is undertaken in the correct manner. 

It was queried as to the public participation process being undertaken for this project, and it was noted that this project will establish a proposed plan and it is the responsibility of each Local Municipality to take the plan further and engage with the relevant stakeholders.

It was queried as to why Section 2.2 in Annexure 2 is incomplete and it was established that at the time of submission the information had not been made available to the Consultants.  It was confirmed that Newcastle Municipality would supply this information as soon as possible.

6. Process for the finalization of comments

It was decided that each Local Municipality would review and comment on the following:

1. The boundaries of the Nodes relevant to their municipality and the farms surrounding the Node that should be included within the Node.

2. The zones of the Municipality and a comparison to be made with the LUMS.

3. The preferred and non-preferred land uses and activities for each zone (pgs 20-23 of the report).
All recommendations are to be emailed to Mr. Ivan Scholtz (ivans@amajuba.gov.za) by the 21st November 2008.  These recommendations will then be forwarded to Udidi for amendments to be made.

7. General

No matters arising.

8. Date of the next meeting

The next Steering Committee meeting will be held on the 11 December 2008 at the Amajuba DM Building Madadeni, Exco Chamber, at 10H00.

9. Closure

The meeting was closed at 11h35.
Minutes of the 3rd Steering Committee Meeting for the Amajuba Mountainous Areas Nodal Study held on the 9th February 2009 at the Amajuba DM Building Madadeni, Exco Chamber, at 10H00

1. Welcome, introductions and purpose of the meeting

Mr Ivan Scholtz opened the meeting and all in attendance introduced themselves.

2. Apologies 

There were no apologies received.

Attendees

I. Scholtz – Amajuba DM

S. Nzuza – Amajuba DM

L. Ngidi – Amajuba DM 

J. du Plessis  – Newcastle LM

S. Robberts  – Newcastle LM

S. Gabuza – Newcastle LM

Z. Mazibuko – eMadlangeni LM

W. Bainbridge – BRM/Udidi

J. van der Vegte – Udidi 

T. Jones – Udidi 

3. Presentation and Discussions

Udidi presented the amended Phase 2 Strategies Report.  

It was noted by the Amajuba District Municipality (ADM) that Map 9C indicates the south eastern boundary of the study area excludes Environmentally Sensitive Areas and thus it was proposed that the boundary be extended to include this area.  Udidi will amend this boundary as per the recommendation.

Newcastle Local Municipality (NLM) confirmed their agreement with the amended nodal boundaries.  Recently a new director was appointed in the NLM and he will review the policy and submit comment, if any.  It was agreed that any further comment from the NLM would be submitted to Udidi by the 13th February 2009 (emailed to tammy@udidi.co.za).

eMadlangeni Local Municipality confirmed their agreement with the amended nodal boundaries.

It was decided that representatives from the ADM will arrange a meeting with the Dannhauser Local Municipality to gain their input on the policy by the end of the week (13th February 2009).

It was noted that controls in the Local Municipalities Schemes will be important for the successful implementation of this policy.

It was strongly recommended by Dr Bainbridge that once the nodes have been finalized more detailed planning within each node is required whereby important areas are identified.  This would ensure proper planning and implementation for the sensitive areas in particular.

The ADM enquired as to whether or not broad planning restrictions will be recommended in the policy.  These would include maximum number of units per hectare and height restrictions.  

The concern with regards to how conservation within the nodes will occur was voiced and it was recommended by Dr Bainbridge that Ezemvelo KZN Wildlife (EKZNW) need to provide input on the policy.  It was decided that a meeting between EKZNW, ADM, Dr Bainbridge and Udidi will be arranged in Pietermaritzburg.  Udidi and Dr Bainbridge are to arrange and confirm with the ADM.

Udidi proposed the following guidelines for implementation, these were discussed by the Committee:

a. Kind of development recommended – this is dealt with in the preferred/non-preferred land uses

b. Magnitudes – this is a difficult task however density is a function of environment and the Drakensberg Approaches Policy guidelines will be used as a guide

c. Process to follow – this will consider the requirements an applicant should meet in order for the officials to make informed decisions

It was noted by the ADM that the key nodes at present are the Botha’s Pass and Dunblane/Muller’s Pass nodes and thus funding for detailed planning would be sought for these as a priority.

The preferred/non-preferred land uses on page 20 of the report need to be stronger.  This is in light of the blanket land claims from Kingsley to the top of the Dunblane/Muller’s Pass Node.  Clarity on “no-go” areas is needed.  A suggestion to possibly deal with this under intensive human settlement was made.

It was queried as to why the escarpment area to the south of the Normandien Node was included in the development node.  It was agreed that the farms in this area would be removed (i.e. Hanover and Kendal) and the farms immediately adjacent to the tarred road to the south (e.g. the farms Stonehenge and Brookleigh) would be included in the node.  The Farm Horseshoe will remain within the nodal boundary.

NLM provided an electronic copy of the 2006/2007 SDF for review.

In Appendix 2 section 1.1.2 it was noted by the ADM that this section needs to provide more guidance for future planning as the majority of proposed settlements fall within eMadlangeni and the sensitive zone.

It was noted by Dr Bainbridge that this policy should be endorsed by the relevant government departments such as DWAF and DAEA.

The ADM confirmed that they will contact Viv at DWAF to gain the Department’s comment.  The ADM will also give the DAEA a deadline for comment and should comment not be forthcoming the assumption that the DAEA are in agreement with the policy will be made.

4. Way forward

The terms of reference stated Udidi will, in Phase 3, present the Policy to the 4 IDP RFs and the 4 Councils.  It was agreed that instead of the 4 Councils the Policy would be presented to the Portfolio Committees.

The terms of reference further stated that Udidi would present Phase 2 of the Policy to the stakeholders.  It was decided that Phases 3 and 4 would be combined and that the implementation report would be completed by Udidi.  Thereafter both the Final Strategies Report and the Draft Implementation Report would be presented for comment to the stakeholders.  

5. Process for the finalization of dates

All Local Municipalities were requested to submit IDP forum dates to Simphiwe as soon as possible in order for Udidi to organize stakeholder meetings.

6. General

Birdlife South Africa have not commented on the proposed Policy.  The Chairperson of the local Birdlife SA will be contacted by Dr Bainbridge for comment.

7. Timing of the next meeting

It was decided that the 4th Steering Committee meeting will be held subsequent to the stakeholder meetings.  A date will be decided at a later stage.
8. Closure

The meeting was closed at 11h15.

APPENDIX 2
Phase 2 Stakeholder Consultation Record

Minutes of the First Steering Committee Meeting held for the Amajuba Mountainous Areas Nodal Study Phase 2 held at Amajuba Council Chambers on 19 February 2010 at 10h00
1. Present

Mr. D.I. Scholtz – Amajuba DM (Chairman)

Mr. N. Makhuba – DAEARD

Mr. Thabani Zondo –DAEARD 

Ms. Nozipho Radebe – EKZN Wildlife

Mr. Zach Maseko – EKZN Wildlife

Ms. Miranda Sikhane – EKZN Wildlife

Mr. CJ. Roberts – Newcastle LM  
Mr. J du Plessis – Newcastle LM  
Mr. Simphiwe Nzuza – Amajuba DM

Ms. J. Taljaard – Emadlangeni / DBSA

Mr. Jan van der Vegte – Udidi

Mrs. Tamaryn Hale – Udidi 
2. Welcome and Introductions

The Chairman opened the meeting and all present introduced themselves.  

3. Apologies

 
Nico – Newcastle Municipality

Aalia Kajee – Eskom 

4. Presentation by Udidi Environmental, Planning and Development Consultants

With the assistance of a PowerPoint Presentation, Udidi provided an overview of Phase 1 of this project and the proposed approach to Phase 2.  The public consultation process was presented for discussion.

5. Discussions

Mr. Roberts indicated that the information he had supplied regarding major landowners was only for landowners within the Botha’s Pass Development Node.  He will source the remaining major landowners and liase with Udidi.

Ms. Taljaard enquired as to the possibility of linking the birding routes with other routes in surrounding areas.  It was confirmed that Dr. Bainbridge, who will be assisting Udidi in the project, envisages this linkage.  Ms. Taljaard requested that one-on-one contact be made with Emadlangeni in this regard, as they have information on the existing birding routes.  It was suggested that a meeting be held with the relevant parties to address this issue specifically.

The Chairman enquired as to the process the Newcastle LM will undertake to approve the Policy.  In response, the Newcastle LM representatives explained that the process will be to take the Policy first to the Portfolio Committee then to ExCo and Council.  The Chairman then reiterated that the District are funding this and this project needs to be complete before the end of the current financial year (i.e. before end of June 2010). It was then noted that the Newcastle Council meeting is scheduled for the 6th June 2010, and final adoption by Council will be possible by the due date.

It was noted that in addition to researching the guidelines to establish Ramsar status, research will be undertaken regarding the EKZN Wildlife Stewardship Programme.

The DAEARD indicated that they were satisfied with the project.

Mr. van der Vegte highlighted the need to discuss the development controls with the DAEARD for the Botha’s Pass Node early in the process to avoid any overlap between the environmental and planning processes. Ms. Taljaard queried as to whether or not the DAEARD would, in writing, approve the scheme.  The Chairman then noted that there are a few DFA applications that have been lodged within the node. He further highlighted that the Policy is not a ‘blanket scheme’.

Ms. Taljaard enquired as to whether or not the Newcastle LM would be able to use the Planning and Development Act to formally adopt the scheme.  It was noted that the Amajuba DM cannot adopt the development controls, which is the responsibility of the Local Municipalities.

Mr. van der Vegte explained that the first Phase of this project was at a policy level.  The second Phase will look at the Botha’s Pass Node to develop more detailed development controls to ultimately be incorporated into the Newcastle LUMS.  It was further explained that the proposed Policy does not over- ride any other authorisation requirements but merely aims to align governance.  Furthermore, the Policy will ensure that unwanted developments (e.g. mining) within the node would be easier to control.

Mr. van der Vegte noted that the key to the success of this phase of the project is for all Local Municipalities to be involved and be ‘on board’.  It was reiterated that this Policy is not a District Policy but rather a plan to assist Local Municipalities.

A meeting with the Newcastle LM Director and Manager of Planning will be set up with Udidi and the Amajuba DM within the next few weeks.  Mr. van der Vegte will liase with Mr. du Plessis.

6. Date of Next Meetings

2nd PSC meeting – 26th March 2010 at 9h00 at Amajuba DM.

3rd PSC meeting – 7th May 2010 at 9h00 at Amajuba DM.

Should the public consultation require substantial amendments to the Policy, an additional PSC Meeting will be arranged.

7. General

It was noted that the other organizations invited to attend this meeting included: Tourism KZN, National Department of Agriculture and Department of Health.

The minutes will be circulated to all invited to the meeting to ensure that future meeting dates are diarised.

8. Closure

There being no further points to discuss the Chairman thanked everyone for their attendance and the meeting was closed at 10h50.

Minutes of the Second Steering Committee Meeting held for the Amajuba Mountainous Areas Nodal Study Phase 2 held at Amajuba Council Chambers on 6 April 2010 at 09h00
1. Present

Mr. D.I. Scholtz (DS) – Amajuba DM (Chairman)

Mr. Simphiwe Nzuza (SN) – Amajuba DM

Mr. Thabani Zondo (TZ) –DAEARD 

Mr. TTI Sambu (TS) – DAEARD 
Mr. Jan van der Vegte (JV) – Udidi

Mrs. Tamaryn Hale (TH) – Udidi 

Ms. L. Ngidid (LN) – Amajuba DM

Ma. T. Nawnco (TN) – Department of Health

2. Welcome and Introductions

The Chairman, DS, opened the meeting and apologized for the shifting of the meeting date from the 26th March as he explained that there are many Municipal deadlines shortly. 

3. Apologies

 
Newcastle Municipality representatives.

4. Presentation by Udidi Environmental, Planning and Development Consultants

With the assistance of a PowerPoint Presentation, JV provided an overview of the public consultation process that has occurred to date and presented the key issues raised by all stakeholders at the various meetings.

The main purpose of the current phase of the project is two-fold: 1) More intensive public participation and consultation; 2) Development of controls for the Dunblane/Muller’s Pass Node

The main purpose of the 2nd PSC meeting is to highlight and discuss the issues of concern raised through the public consultation process.

5. General Policy Discussions

JV highlighted that the landowners within the Dunblane/Muller’s Pass Node are a critical aspect for the success of the Policy in terms of the development controls compiled.  Should the landowners be unsupportive the Policy will be incapable of implementation. 

JV raised a point for discussion that was raised during the landowner consultation which entailed the question of the benefit of being within a Development Node.  Through discussions it was determined that the following would be benefits for being within a Node: higher densities are permitted; improvement of major roads would be prioritized in the Nodes; and one has more protection from mining and prospecting.  It was concluded that the Policy report for this phase would need to address the benefits at the outset of the report.

JV raised the point that input from the Department of Minerals and Energy (DME) will be important in terms of the uses to be discouraged.

in terms of the next round of public consultation the farmers made it known that it is a busy time of year for them as they are harvesting.  The Newcastle Farmers Association AGM will be on the 21st May.  It has been suggested that the Policy could be presented at that meeting to ensure all farmers are informed of the process.

TZ queried as to the role the Department of Land Affairs (DLA) has in this project considering the key issue of land claims within the study area as a whole.  It was noted by JV that the DLA have been invited to be part of the PSC from the beginning of the project, even in the initial phase whereby the Policy was being drafted.  This committee recommends that the DLA be actively involved in the next PSC meeting to clarify the land claims issues and that Udidi visit the DLA today to discuss the project.

TZ indicated that his Department is satisfied all major stakeholders have been consulted.  

It was highlighted by JV that farmers cannot see how the Node could be attractive as a tourism node if the invasive alien plants are not removed and managed as this would have a negative impact on ecotourism.  TZ noted that the DAEARD have programmes that can be implemented to address the issues of removing invasive alien plants and that it is important not to discourage the farmers from deforestation but rather to enable control programmes to limit invasions.

TZ noted that from the presentation environmental education and removal of plants for medicinal uses have been flagged by the landowners as issues of concern.  He then noted that the DAEARD have programmes for environmental education and establishment of controlled medicinal plant nurseries.  It was noted that it would be good if the landowners could identify areas where environmental education is needed as this would enable the Department to intervene.

6. Discussion Regarding Change in Nodal Boundaries

Discussions were undertaken regarding the changing of the nodal boundaries based on the input received from the public consultation process.

1) Utrecht Node

JV indicated that it has been suggested that the entire area to the south of the road through the Utrecht Node be removed from the Node.  The reasoning being that there is very little tourism potential in this area and would serve no purpose to be included.  DS then noted that the entrance to the town would be an appropriate entrance to the Node.  All present were in agreement that the area to the south of the road would be removed from the Nodal boundary.

2) Botha’s Pass Node

DS noted that it was suggested by the landowners within the Dunblane/Muller’s Pass Node that the Roodepoort Farm to the west of the Node and the Aredendorf Farm with the education facility be incorporated into the Node.  It was proposed that the boundary be extended along the river boundary.  All present were in agreement with this proposal.

3) Dunblane/Muller’s Pass Node

DS suggested that the chicken farm be removed from the Development Node as it was raised by the landowners that future extensions to the operations could be compromised should it remain in the Node.  It was proposed that the Nodal boundary be brought up to the road, thereby removing the following farms from the Node: Kromhoek; Konigshoek; and Konigsberg.  All present were in favour of this proposal.  It was also noted that reasons as to why Konigsberg to the left of the road was included in the first place would need to be investigated.

DS suggested the Node be extended to the north, as was the suggestion in the landowners meeting, as there is a natural valley which could be followed.  There is a wedding/conference facility within this valley and a shooting range which is currently outside of the Node.  JV questioned the reasons for inclusion in the Node as there could be large tracts of unusable land which would carry the costs of being in a Development Node yet not gain the benefits.  It was concluded that a site visit would be undertaken to determine the feasibility of including these areas in the Development Node.

The Ncandu Dam development was raised by the farmers during consultation and this development was discussed.  It was established that the current project has not begun construction and there are major issues that will need to be dealt with prior to the project continuing.  As the Policy cannot encourage development around a dam before its high water mark is known.  It was agreed by all present that the inclusion of this dam as a next Phase of the Policy would be a recommendation of this phase of the Policy.

4) Normandien Node

JV highlighted the point that through public consultation it was questioned as to why a Node in this area is necessary.  It was decided that the reasons for the placement of this Node would be revisited.

7. Date of Next Meetings

3rd PSC meeting – 7th May 2010 at 9h00 at Amajuba DM.

Due to the severe time constraints it was decided that Udidi would not provide documentation prior to the next PSC meeting for review.  Udidi will provide a report for review at the next PSC meeting and the presentation will summarise the key issues to be discussed in the report.

8. General

Due to the public holidays and the Municipal deadlines the attendance to the meeting was poor.  It was decided that the minutes will be circulated to all members of the PSC and the presentation will accompany the minutes.

A site visit was held at 12h00 with the Amajuba DM, DAEARD and Udidi to view the proposed extensions of the Dunblane/Muller’s Pass Nodal boundaries.

JV noted that input from the DAEARD would be critical, particularly with regards to the development controls, as the DAEARD receive development applications first.  JV requested that the DAEARD forward any controls that they would like included in the controls as soon as possible either to plan@udidi.co.za or tammy@udidi.co.za 

9. Closure

There being no further points to discuss the Chairman thanked everyone for their attendance and the meeting was closed at 10h00.

APPENDIX 3
Land Use Definitions for Dumblane/Muller’s Pass Node
3.1 Agri-industry
Commercial activity supporting or complementing agricultural activities including concentrated plant or animal production units, or industries related to processing or beneficiation of agricultural products. 
Included are operations that supply agricultural tools and machinery and agricultural requirements such as fertiliser and stock feeds; commercial mechanical or engineering workshops; plant nurseries and production tunnels or other such structures; processing of dairy products or saw milling of timber; abattoirs, cattle feedlots, chicken batteries and piggeries and the waste or by-products from such activities.  

Excluded from the definition are any of the above activities which are carried for purely “own use” or non-commercial purposes.  Also excluded are facilities for handling livestock for purposes of dipping, spraying, counting or shearing or for basic cleaning and packaging of crops such as potatoes.
3.2 Amenity Area
Means land earmarked for the protection of places of scenic beauty, natural vegetation, rivers and other topographical features, fauna and flora, places of historical interest and the like, but which may with the permission of the owner be used by the public for passive recreation.
3.3 Amenity Planting
Use of plants, especially trees, for windbreaks or other shelter, ornamental purposes, or for view frames (but not for commercial timber production).  
A range of plants are regularly used for amenity purposes but some have become invasive and are now classified as problem species.  Attention is drawn to such plants in order to prevent the inadvertent spreading of problem species and the use of the following species is particularly inadvisable: American bramble (Rubus cuneifoleus), Black wattle (Acacia mearnsii), Silver wattle (A. dealbata), Green wattle (A. decurrens), Fire thorn (Pyracantha sp), Silver (Grey) poplar
(Populus x canescens), Pine trees (Pinus spp. especially P. patula), and 
Gum trees (Eucalyptus spp).  
Cross reference to the three categories of declared weeds and invaders in the regulations for the Conservation of Agricultural Resources Act (Act 43 of 1983).

The National Biodiversity Act No. 10 of 2004 requires each province to produce a list of invasive species within 24 months of the Act.  As such a list of invasives and weed is included as part of the Conservation of Agricultural Resources Ac, 1983 (Act No. 43 of 1983) regulations 15 and 16.

3.4 Bed and Breakfast Establishment
Means a dwelling unit in which not more than 50% of the bedrooms are provided for overnight guests for compensation, on a daily or weekly basis, with or without meals.  A Responsible Authority may stipulate: 

(1) particular parking requirements in terms of number and location; 

(2) a maximum number of bedrooms/beds which may be rented out; 

(3) the maximum number of guests; 

(4) that the owner shall also be resident on the property; 

(5) whether a licence is required; 

(6) whether cooking facilities are permitted in guest rooms; 

(7) a minimum floor area for guest rooms; and

(8) control of signage.

3.5 Birding Area 
Means a place dedicated to the care, rehabilitation, protection and conservation of bird species, which includes breeding and research programmes, and may be open to the public for educational and recreational purposes.

3.6 Business Development
Means the use of land for the conduct of a business undertaking, or the use of land for an outlet through which goods or services are sold other than those covered under Administration / Community and Tourism usages.

3.7 Commercial Aforestation

The production of timber in plantations, greater than 10 ha in extent, for commercial purposes.
Applications for timber planting permits within the Study Area, and other related matters, are to be processed in the usual manner by the KwaZulu-Natal Aforestation Permit Review Panel.   

Within the Study Area, commercial aforestation must follow recognised landscape management principles (UK Forestry Authority. 1992.  Landscape design guidelines.  HMSO Publication Centre, London).  Such action is particularly important in the vicinity of scenic view points and along National Movement Corridors.

3.8 Cropping
The use of land for producing edible or saleable plants.

3.9 Customary Harvesting
The harvesting and collecting of natural grasses and medicinal plants on a managed a sustainable basis for traditional practices, and which may require permits from the relevant authority.
3.10 Eco-tourism

Outdoor recreation and participatory travel experience, to both natural as well as to cultural environments, that contribute to the sustainable use of these environments, respect the integrity of the host communities, and which produce economic opportunities that contribute to the long term conservation of the resource base and reinforce the concept that conservation can bring meaningful benefits.
This form of ecotourism is implemented at a low key and does not necessarily require the provision of accommodation or other built infrastructure.

3.11 Environmental Education
The use of land for teaching environmental understanding and awareness.

3.12 Extensive Agriculture

Agriculture involving the use of the natural vegetation or other resources without any attempt to increase its yield above that of the original condition, and/or the cultivation of up to 20ha of land for crops or pastures .

This refers primarily to the grazing of livestock on natural yield but does allow for a limited amount of crop or pasture production.  Included is the use of facilities such as dips, spray races and holding kraals.

3.13 Farm Stall
A building used for retailing f fresh farm produce produced on site, including home made items.  The Responsible Authority may stipulate the maximum size of the farm stall.

3.14 Farm Tourism
This form of tourism refers to working farms at supplement their income with some from of tourism business.  This type of tourism generally requires little investment and represents a successful symbiotic relationship for areas where neither farming nor tourism could be independently justified. Farm holidays provide an additional income cushion to agricultural enterprises that are subjected to fluctuating and uncertain markets.

3.15 Fish Farming 
An area devoted to the cultivation of fish and other organisms for commercial sale.

3.16 Horticulture
The use of land for the production of flowers, fruit and vegetables.

3.17 Industrial Development

Developments or industries, as identified in Chapter 5 of the National Environmental Management Act (Act 107 of 1998), which are not allied with local tourism or agricultural activities.

Such developments will usually be based on some manufacturing or product processing activity but are not linked to any tourism product or activity and neither use or produce any agricultural product.

3.18 Intensive Agriculture

A farming system involving high yields of crops or livestock products by means of replacing or enhancing the natural agricultural resource base.  
Such activity is likely to impact significantly upon the local biodiversity and scenic resources and consists primarily of production of monospecific crops including maize or vegetables on areas which exceed 20 ha in extent or the grazing of livestock on improved pastures.  Included are operations involving irrigation of crops or pastures and use may be made of large machines such as combine harvesters and centre- pivot irrigation systems.

3.19 Intensive or Semi-intensive Human Settlement

Settlements which are either greater than that needed for the agricultural or other activity on the property or which are conventional residential developments.
Such settlements may or may not be formally defined and recognised but which are at a level requiring development of some communal infrastructure and which are almost totally dependent on food brought in from other areas.  At greater densities they are tending toward urban development.

3.20 Large-scale Infrastructural Projects

Large-scale infrastructure which has the potential to impinge on the functional integrity of the natural environment or on the aesthetic quality of the landscape.
Included are items such as regional power lines, major dams and water canals, reservoirs or other infrastructure associated with water reticulation schemes, highways, railways, cellular telephone masts, cableways and the like. 
3.21 Large-scale Tourism Development

Development of large-scale tourism infrastructure such as: large hotels and conference facilities; theme parks; cultural and heritage centres; camping and caravan facilities; timeshare or other such developments; Golf course Estates and other themed estates; casinos and other urban related forms of tourism.
Such tourism development will cater for hundreds or even thousands of visitors at any one time.  

3.22 Mines and Quarries

Sites established for the (commercial) extraction of materials such as minerals, rock, gravel, sand or shale, or soil borrow pits, or peat extraction.   Also included are any associated facilities, such as crusher or screening plants, or other works which are used to process the product of any mine or quarry.

The sites referred to may be either on dry land or may be associated with a river channel or a wetland.

3.23 Nature and Resource Conservation
The long term management, including the associated environmental education  opportunities, of natural resources such as biodiversity resources and sites of social, cultural, spiritual, archaeological, paleontological, geological or scenic value, in order  to ensure their continued existence in an acceptable condition, whether or not utilisation, active or passive, is taking place. 
Environmental education is included in this definition as it is perceived to be an integral part of the conservation effort.

3.24 New Roads

Publically funded national, provincial, or district, roads.  


Excluded are roads or tracks on private land or communal land.  The reference to new roads includes construction of new roads or widening and/or re-alignment of existing roads.

3.25 Residential Estate
A medium-to-low density residential development which includes plots of land to be developed with houses usually with only a few styles of housing design. They may include other forms of residential accommodation, a small commercial centre, golf courses, stables and other recreational facilities for use by residents or members of a club. The development includes private roads and access is restricted.

3.26 Scattered Residential and Small Settlements
Residential use of tribal, private or communally-owned land, which includes limited cropping and ad hoc grazing, or settled countryside which is in line with Council’s Housing Plan, Spatial Development Framework and / or it forms part of a land reform / labour tenant project.

3.27 Small-scale Agriculture

Agriculture on small areas of land (< 20 ha in extent) or production of crops, usually for human or livestock consumption purposes, in small (<20 ha) lands on a larger property.
Agriculture on small holdings or small-scale production of crops on a property that is otherwise used for extensive agriculture.  Excluded are numbers of adjacent small fields (lands) which are operated by individuals or families on communal land.

3.28 Small-scale Tourism Development

Development of tourism facilities such as bed-and breakfasts, small-scale chalet complexes, small hotels and conference facilities, camping and caravan facilities, cottage industries and art and craft outlets.  Overnight visitor’s numbers on any one property shall not exceed one person per two hectares and shall not exceed 60 such visitors per property.
Tourism developments comprising of facilities which will cater, at most, for no more than a few dozen visitors at any one time. Such developments will usually be undertaken by the landowner and not by a company.  

3.29 Sub-division
The formal subdivision of an existing cadastrally defined unit into two or more subdivisions through the office of the Surveyor-General with the intention of transferring such subdivisions to other parties.
In the Drakensberg region, small parcels of land are generally not economically viable unless some form of intensive agriculture, a business or an industry is practised upon them.  

Clearly, not all proposed subdivisions of land will be undesirable in the Approaches Zone.  However, land subdivision invariably increases development pressures, and uncontrolled subdivision will undoubtedly have serious negative impacts on the Approaches Zone.  Act 70 of 1970 has been repealed, but this will only become effective once “elaborated” principles for land development in terms of the DFA have been published.  According to these principles, a responsible authority may not allow the development (and by implication subdivision) of land in certain instances, which include:

1) land with high agricultural and amenity value;

2) environmentally sensitive or conservation worthy areas; and

3) areas that have cultural or historic significance that would be undermined.

This clearly implies that land sub-division in the Approaches Zone of the Study Area should be controlled.

3.30 Subsistence Agriculture

The production of crops or livestock primarily for own consumption.
Agriculture primarily for the needs of one family or a small community. Very little of the crop or other products are sold.

3.31 Trails and Ancillary Facilities
Pathways or tracks used by hikers, pedestrians, or animal traffic and includes facilities that would be required on trails such as picnic spots, look-out points, over-night accommodation facilities, bird hides, etc.
Distinction is made between a trail as defined above, and a road which is intended primarily for vehicular traffic.
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