ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE PIETERMARITZBURG AIRPORT
Appendix 2: Comments and Response Register

APPENDIX 2
COMMENTS AND RESPONSE REGISTER
As required by Section 47 of the 2014 EIA regulations, the comments of interested and affected
parties (I&APs) and responses to these by the EAP, must accompany reports submitted to the
competent authority. This document summarises all comments received from I&APs in the Scoping
Phase of the Scoping and Environmental Impact Assessment (SEIA).
The comments have been categorised according to receiving environment they relate to, namely:
- Socio-economic,
- Biophysical
- Infrastructure and Services
- Scheduled Aircraft Services
- Environmental Management and Compliance
The name of the I&AP and the specific comment are provided ‘word for word’ as they were received,
with the correspondence documenting this input appended as confirmation of the comments
received. Comments are dealt with in one of the following ways, as indicated in the response:
 Indication of where in the report the issue has been dealt with.
 Additional information in the response.

COMMENT/QUERY
SOCIO-ECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT
1. Visual, noise and security impact
[Burrie and Edith van Niekerk, Bisley Residents]
We are also rather perturbed about the proposed airport
development right on our back doorstep, our having
selected a quiet and secure area to live in some 35 years
ago, since 1980. Our back boundary is common with the
airport affording us a beautiful peaceful grassland view.
Also, the direction of the runway is such that we seldom
hear the planes. To our dismay this all seems to have
change now in the interest of development.
[Jeff Meyer, Resident]
My main concern is the proposed road marked in yellow
that seems like it will run right past my house which at
present is bordered by the railway line. Looks a bit close,
worried about noise, view, security etc.
[Welly Langa, Resident]
The concerns though are the noise, pollution and traffic
impacts.

RESPONSE




As per the needs and desirably (Section 4.2 of the
ESR) the expansion is necessary to improve the
sustainability of what is an important
component/service to the broader regional economy
and reduce the impact of current subsidization on
ratepayers.
Notwithstanding the broader benefits –impacts on
local residents have been noted and will be assessed
via the following studies in the EIA Phase:
A Noise Impact Assessment will be conducted
as part of the EIA (refer to section 10.3.3. Noise
Impact Assessment of the Draft Environmental
Scoping Report (ESR)). The assessment will
undertake monitoring to assess the actual
levels of noise against legal standards which
are established in terms of impact on human
health.
There will be no change in the direction of the
runway in the proposed development (refer to
section 5.5. Proposed Infrastructure and Landuse of the ESR).
Various specialist work undertaken in the EIA will
assist in better defining the nature of any the
proposed road on the adjacent neighbourhoods.
A feasibility study is being conducted in
relation to the proposed roads which will
define the specifications for this road i.e.
alignment, size, etc. (refer to section 5.1.4.
DBSA Feasibility Study of the ESR). This will
provide a clearer indication of the alignment
and size of the road in relation to the area.
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RESPONSE
-

-

Noise impact - surrounding schools and residential
areas
[Mabandla Nkwanyana, Resident]
Sound effect is for me a big issue as the number of planes
(traffic) will increase.

A Traffic Impact Assessment will identify the
nature of traffic use on this road (numbers,
timing etc.) (refer to section 10.3.7. Traffic
Impact Assessment of the ESR).
An Air Quality Assessment will not be
conducted as the proposed development will
not involve heavy/polluting industries and
consequently air pollution is not considered an
issue - apart from noise which is being
investigated. The Environmental Management
Programme (EMPr) will stipulate measures to
be taken to reduce and mitigate (where
possible) air pollution contributors during the
construction phase (refer to section 10.1.
Summary of Issues of the ESR).

2.

-

[S T Simelane, Resident]
Noise during school hours (interrupt).
[S T Simelane, Resident]
Noise level on surrounding of airport.
[Segren Pillay, Principal of Bisley Park Primary School]
As I mentioned at the previous public meeting held at our
school, our concern with this development is the increase
in the noise factor with increased air traffic. We would
most definitely want the sound-proofing of the school to
be priority. This is must. I also noticed that the article in
the newspaper indicates that this project will be starting
at the end of this year. What is the point of these
meetings if the decision with regard to the expansion has
already been taken??? Please keep me informed with
regard to the outcomes/discussions/minutes at these
public meetings.

Security risk - surrounding schools and residential
areas
[Nonhlanhla Zuma, Resident]
Safety environment to residents.

A Noise Impact Assessment will be conducted
as part of the EIA (refer to section 10.3.3. Noise
Impact Assessment of the ESR). As per above
response, this will consider actual levels of
noise against legal standards and existing noise
levels associated arising from other sources
such as traffic. It should also be noted that
runway won’t be extended and the size of
aircraft will not change in this phase 1 of the
expansion.

[David Cox, Institute of Natural Resources]
The proposed expansion cannot go ahead without the
EIA (and other) approvals. With regards to the
newspaper article. We were not consulted on the
article and this is a common issue in such processes i.e.
that reporters and politicians use information as they
see fit. Having seen the article, I asked the municipality
to manage how their officials and politicians report on
the project prior to the approvals being obtained. They
acknowledge the damage it causes to the credibility of
the process, and the pressure it places on the officials
responsible for making the decision. I hope this
provides clarity and addresses your concerns. Sian will
send you the focus group meeting minutes. We are
also continuously updating out webpage, please follow
the link below. http://inr.org.za/scoping-and-eia-forthe-proposed-expansion-of-the-pietermaritzburgairport-2/

3.

[S T Simelane, Resident]
1. Homes security during upgrade.
2. Security near school.

-

-

The Social Impact Assessment will alert to
security impacts within the local area (refer to
section 10.2. Context to Assessments of the
ESR).
The Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr) will stipulate measures to be taken to
reduce and mitigate (where possible) security
risks during the construction phase (refer to
section 10.1. Summary of Issues of the ESR)
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RESPONSE

4. Risk of pollution increase
[Mabandla Nkwanyana, Resident]
There will be increased pollution so what measures will
be taken to help this case.

-

An Air Quality Assessment will not be
conducted as the proposed development will
not increase air pollution generation. The
Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr) will stipulate measures to be taken to
reduce and mitigate (where possible) air
pollution contributors during the construction
phase (refer to section 10.1. Summary of Issues
of the ESR)

5. Health implications for local residents
[Mbongiseni Zuma, Resident]
Health environment to people living next to the airport

-

The scoping report has identified the potential
impact of noise as the potentially the most
significant health issue. As per the response to
2 above, a noise impact assessment will be
undertaken.
As per the response to 4 above, an air quality
assessment will not be undertaken. Any
nuisance related issues such as dust associated
with the construction phase will be addresses
din the EMPr (refer to section 10.1. Summary
of Issues of the ESR).

-

6. Development implications for local community
[Mabandla Nkwanyana, Resident]
What are the benefits of this project for the community,
not the municipality and stakeholders?

-

-

[Hlengiwe Ntuli, Resident]
As a resident of Oribi – we do not have schools around
the area, especially higher level grade. We only have
Bisley Park Primary. We need a high school for our
children instead of taking them to neighbouring areas like
Taleudale School etc. And the way we are living in Oribi it
is not in a good condition, we need houses that are built
like hostels. We do not need these places that are
keeping gangsters.
[Mabandla Nkwanyana, Resident]
I would be interested in knowing that we will benefit
from this is.

-

-

-

[Nkosi Buthelezi, Local Consultant]
What form of development is going to be offered to Oribi
Village.
[Zanele Mzizi/Zimu, Resident]
I live in Oribi I want to know what happening to us?
[Caryn Lehmkuhl, SAUF Welfare Organisation]
Impact of development on Oribi Village.

-

A more detailed understanding of the nature
and number of jobs and economic benefits for
the local area and greater Msunduzi
Municipality economy will established in the
EIA phase. These benefits will be analysed in
the Social Impact Assessment (refer to section
10.2. Context to Assessments of the ESR).
A labour policy that defines how local residents
are considered in the construction phase will
be required as part of the EMPr.
The EIA process is only concerned with the
impacts from development within the Airport
boundary on neighbouring communities.
The Airport Precinct Planning Process is
developing a development vision for the
Airport Precinct, which includes Oribi Village.
The Plan proposes various development
scenarios for each sub-precinct in the area,
including Oribi Village. The plan will be
subjected to public consultation.
The municipality indicated at the Public
Meeting that Oribi Village would not be
transformed to make way for development.
The Housing Section of the Municipality has
indicated that they are in discussions with the
Provincial Department of Settlement regarding
the future of Oribi Village.
It is for the department of housing and various
other Government agencies such as Education,
to deal with the upgrade of facilities and
services to residents. Any improvements
should be undertaken in accordance with the
development vision and plans developed
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7.

Employment and skills development opportunities for
local residents
[Nontobeko Khuzwayo, Resident]
Hi Sian we are happy about the project and hoping that
we are going to benefit since we are unemployed.

RESPONSE
-

through the precinct planning process.
See response to comment 6 above.

[Sibusiso Bophela, Resident]
It is a suggestion – this could create employment as there
are lot of people are not working in the area
[Willem Prinsloo, Resident]
Will local community residents be used for employment
and skills training?
8. Concern regarding the relocation of local residents
[Mbekiseni Zondi, Resident]
What is going happen to us as we all know that we will
not be staying here. Yes, I guess that it is good and really
fantastic to see our place develop, but like I said before,
what is going happen to us? Especially those who live
close to the airport.

-

-

There will be no relocation of residents or
demolition of houses. Except for the proposed
roads, all proposed development is within the
airport boundary (refer to section 5.5.
Proposed Infrastructure and Land-use of the
ESR)
See response to comment 6 above.

[Thembeko Sokhela, Resident]
Good ideas of planning ahead with a future. I suggest
that, with DUT and all other things happening, you need
to take all the Oribi people out of the Village so that you
will have peace of mind. But you need to get us some
other houses elsewhere, but not far from town or Bisley
School. We heard that municipality took over Oribi
Village, is that a lie?
[Willem Prinsloo, Resident]
How will I as a resident be affected e.g. relocation/losing
my house?
[Mmathulo Ngwenya, Resident]
How is this development going to impact the residents
who reside where this development is going to take
place? What is going to happen to their houses/homes?
[Percy Ngcobo, Resident]
Good project as long as it is not going to have some
homes adjacent to the airport demolished.
9. Flight corridor - risk of safety and noise impact
[Judy Bell, Winterskloof Conservancy]
We are in the flight path and our concerns relate to
safety (in the event of an aborted take-off or landing) as
well as the noise issues from increased traffic and the
times of flights. Most of us will welcome an alternative to
the “hell run” to the King Shaka Airport, but these issues
have to be properly addressed to make sure the positive
impacts outweigh the negatives.

-

-

The safety procedures for aircraft emergencies
are in place and dealt with in terms of aviation
regulations and standards. These will not
change and are outside the ambit of the EIA.
The Noise Impact Assessment will measure the
current levels at points along the flight path
and compare these against the legislated
standards relating to impact on human health
(refer to section 10.3.3. Noise Impact
Assessment of the ESR). The assessment will
also consider any potential increase in these
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RESPONSE
levels from increased air traffic.

10. Flight corridor - Air traffic implications
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
i.
As noted in the Focus Group Meeting1, a Noise
Impact Assessment will be conducted along the
flight path corridor, as well as at the airport itself.
Please can the scope of this assessment include for
all type of aircraft to be utilised, or proposed to be
utilised, at Oribi Airport.

ii.

Please can you provide hours of operation for the
proposed expansion in terms of flights. i.e. what
time the first flight will be in the morning and the
last in the evening, as well as the flight schedule
over weekends, public holidays and the festive
season.

iii.

Please can you provide anticipated number of
flights per day (total).

iv.

Please can you provide a map of the current flight
paths, both incoming and outgoing;

v.

vi.

Please can you provide of a map of all proposed
flight paths into and out of the airport, taking into
account potential flights to PE, Cape Town, JHB and
anywhere else as noted could be a possibility in the
Focus Group Meeting2.
Please can you advise as to why planes have to land
in the direction that they currently do, as well as
take off in the direction that they currently do? An
IAP tried to explain it in the Focus Group Meeting3,
it apparently has something to do with winds, but I
would like professional input in this regard and
therefore justification for the current flight paths.

i.

As the runway will not be extended, the aircraft
currently in use are not anticipated to differ
significantly for the proposed expansion. The Noise
Impact Assessment will consider the differences
between impact from different aircraft in use and
potential increases from increased frequency (refer
to section 10.3.3. Noise Impact Assessment of the
ESR).

ii.

Airlink is the only scheduled airline that operates
from PMB Airport. The flight schedule is as follows
(also refer to Annexure 17 within the ESR Appendix 3:
Scoping PPP Report):
PZB TO JNB
SA8730
SA8732
SA8736
SA8744
SA8742
SA8732
SA8736

iii.

JNB TO PZB
MON – FRI
06h45
SA8747
07h00
08h30
SA8735
12h15
14h00
SA8743
15h30
17h00
SA8741
17h00
18h25
SA8739
18h15
SATURDAYS ONLY
08h30
SA8735
12h15
14h00

Based on consultation with Airlink (refer to Annexure
17 within the ESR Appendix 3: Scoping PPP Report), it
was indicated that:
 “It is possible that Airlink may introduce
additional frequency and/or capacity as demand
so requires.
 It is likely that an additional early morning flight
be introduced departing PZB for CPT at around
0700. This flight will likely return to PZB from CPT
landing at about 1900.
 It is also possible that additional flights on the
JNB-PZB route be added, with hours of operation
most likely between 0700 and 1900.
 The additional flights will most likely be during
business days.
 The PZB route goes into recess during the festive
season as schools and businesses within the
catchment close, and Pietermaritzburg is not
regarded as a tourist destination. This is
something that requires more work.
 No it isn’t required [to engage with the public
along the flight path before additional flights are
added] that an air services operator engages with
the public once and airport is licensed.”
 The above is quoted from email communication

1

Reference to the Flight Path Focus Group Meeting (28 January 2016) held with Hilton, Wembley and surrounding areas’ I&APs http://inr.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/FGM-Flight-Path-Min-_28.01.16.pdf
2 Reference to the Flight Path Focus Group Meeting (28 January 2016) held with Hilton, Wembley and surrounding areas’ I&APs http://inr.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/FGM-Flight-Path-Min-_28.01.16.pdf
3 Reference to the Flight Path Focus Group Meeting (28 January 2016) held with Hilton, Wembley and surrounding areas’ I&APs http://inr.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/FGM-Flight-Path-Min-_28.01.16.pdf
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RESPONSE
with Rodger Foster (Chief Executive Officer,
Managing Director – Airlink)
iv.

A map of the significantly impacted areas along the
current schedule aircraft flight path is provided in
section 10.3.3. Noise Impact Assessment of the ESR.
Additional detail regarding the flight path and
obstacles constraining the flight path (e.g. peaks and
masts) is provided in Annexure 17 within the ESR
Appendix 3: Scoping PPP Report.

v.

Refer to comments above.

vi.

As a brief summary, the approach paths are
determined by various aspects including wind,
topography and obstacles (e.g. masts and peaks). In
the case of Pietermaritzburg, the prevailing wind
demands that the runway is aligned as is
approximately North-West to South-East. The
approach from the North West is affected by
topography with the World’s view bluff. This a key
factor in alignment of the approach. Aircraft are
required to align themselves with 4 beacons on their
approach (refer to Annexure 17 within the ESR
Appendix 3: Scoping PPP Report for further clarity).
The implementation of the new Global Navigation
Satellite System (GNSS) in conjunction with improved
lighting system implemented by Airlink in 2010
improved the security of landing and enabled the use
of larger jet aircraft (refer to section 4.1.
Development Context of the ESR). Based on these
significant constraints, the approach corridor
available from the North-East for the approach to
PMB Aiprort is limited.
Despite the very tight constraints affecting the
approach to PMB Airport, (Air Traffic Navigation
Services) ATNS have agreed to conduct an
assessment to determine if alternative flights paths
can be considered. The assessment has to consider
and balance the efficiency, safety and environmental
concerns of the airport users and those of the
residents. The assessment will check the altitude at
which the aircrafts are flying and compare against
the route structure and requirements. The evaluation
will be done in conjunction with SA AirLink. It is
important to note that they can only control aircrafts
within their controlling space.

11. Flight corridor - Impact to Property Values
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
Please can you advise how the proposed increase in flight
schedule will impact on property values along the flight
path.
12. Development implications
[C M Ngcobo (Mandla), Resident]
Positive - increase economic activity

-

A Property Evaluation Assessment will be
conducted as part of the EIA to determine such
impacts (refer to section 10.3.5. Property
Valuations of the ESR).

-

Comments noted.
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RESPONSE

[Johan Janse van Vurren, Airport Tenant]
Infrastructure development is welcomed and will have a
positive impact overall. Having an airport conveniently
located in town surpasses minor inconveniences of
movement by passengers and aircrafts. Most travellers
do so for business that stimulates the local market.
[Lee du Preeze, Business Sector]
Looking forward to the final result.
[Thulasizwe Ncalane, Resident]
It is a good move from PMB, however there is a lot of
investigation and research needed.
[Welly Langa, Resident]
Big ups to the Msunduzi Municipality for the
development of the airport. It is good for the economy.

BIOPHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
13. Loss of vegetation
[Burrie and Edith van Niekerk, Bisley Residents]
I would like to comment that you may or may not be
aware of a not so common shrub growing in the
designated development area of the airport, namely the
Erithrina Zeyheri (will have to check spelling), also known
as the 'break plow". It’s a lovely low growing shrub with
magnificent typically coral tree type red flowers, large
spiky leaves and a massive underground trunk/ root
system, which only appears in spring and quickly dies off
till the following season. I'll be happy to discuss it more if
required.

−

Section 6.3.1 Grasslands of the ESR explains that the
grassland within the airport areas is managed for
aviation requirements and associated use i.e. mowed
to limit fire risk and use by birds. Several sections are
also highly degraded. So while grassland biodiversity
has not emerged as a key issue in the scoping phase,
the existence of notable species (conservation and/or
use value) will to be identified and considered in the
Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) and
in terms of a potential search and rescue operation.

−

A Traffic Impact Assessment will be conducted as
part of the EIA (refer to section 10.3.6. Traffic Impact
Assessment of the ESR). While this study will
consider options for mitigating congestion.
A DBSA funded feasibility study is also being
conducted from the proposed new roads, which are
intended to improve traffic flow and mitigate/reduce
congestion (refer to section 5.1.4. DBSA Feasibility
Study of the ESR).
The TIA for the airport is however limited in terms of
what it can achieve because the EIA is limited to
development within the airport. Traffic congestion in
the area is part of a broader issue. The Precinct Plan
(see section 5.1.2) of the FINAL ESR proposes a range
of options for addressing this issue. The proposed
upgrade of the N3 Market Road interchange will also
influence traffic in the area and modelling is being
undertaken as part of this process that considers the
links to the area.

INFRASTRUCTURE AND SERVICES
14. Risk of increasing traffic congestion
[C M Ngcobo (Mandla), Resident]
Mitigate traffic flow especially during peak hours.

−

−

15. Road design and planning
[WSP, on behalf of SANRAL]
WSP are appointed by SANRAL for the design of the

−

The DBSA funded feasibility study (se section 5.1.4 of
the ESR) is being conducted from the proposed new
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N.003-030-2017-2F: N3 Upgrade: Gladys Manzi to New
England Road. As such we have a direct interest in the
developments at the Oribi Airport, in particular any
proposed or actual road linkages that connect the airport
infrastructure to the N3 (either directly or indirectly).
As such please register WSP as an Interested and
Affected Party. Our contact person is Jessica Taylor, Tel:
+27 11 300 6139, email Jessica.Taylor@WSPGroup.co.za
Our preliminary comments are as follows;
1. The proposed accesses shown on your Figure 1 4
that link with Market Road / Washington Road /
R103 have a direct impact on SANRAL project
N.003-030-2017-2F: N3 Upgrade : Gladys Manzi to
New England Road.
2. We note that the proximity of the EXPANSION OF
THE PIETERMARITZBURG AIRPORT to Market Road
suggests that considerable additional future traffic
will be using the Market Road Interchange, and
therefore this projected future traffic must be
incorporated into the planning for the Market Road
interchange.
3. We kindly request that all traffic and road design
proposals are presented for discussion with WSP,
and that the results of the traffic analysis for the
EXPANSION OF THE PIETERMARITZBURG AIRPORT
are provided to WSP for due review.
4. If preliminary traffic study results are already
available, we request that these are provided as a
matter of priority.
WSP reserves the right to submit further comment.

RESPONSE
roads, which are intended to improve traffic flow and
mitigate/reduce congestion (refer to section 5.1.4.
DBSA Feasibility Study of the ESR). The TIA is being
undertaken to support the feasibility investigation
and the specialist has been put in contact with the
SANRAL in order that there is alignment between
these investigations and projects.

[Ravi Ronny, SANRAL]
SANRAL is affected due to the close proximity of the
development to the N3 corridor and the market road
interchange
16. Local residents housing infrastructure
[Mabandla Nkwanyana, Resident]
My house is cracking because of the vibration from the
larger aircraft.

17. Rate Payers’ Fees
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
As noted in the Focus Group Meeting5, the Oribi Airport is
currently largely subsidized by the rate payers. If/when
this development is approved, will the rate payers see a
reduction in fees?

-

An initial literature review and consultation
with specialists has indicated that damage to
infrastructure from Airport noise is not a
common issue internationally. Therefore it is
does not warrant a specialist investigation. The
outcomes of the review will be unpacked in the
EIR.

-

As documented in section 4. Project Context,
Need and Desirability of the ESR, the degree to
which the Municipality is subsidizing the
Airport is reducing due to the increase in
commercial activity brought about by the
improvements to navigation systems and
infrastructure at the Airport.
The Economic Impact Assessment will analyse

4

Referring to the proposed Airport Expansion layout in the Background Information Document (Figure 1: Location, layout and extent of
proposed land-use and infrastructure) - http://inr.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/PMB-Airport-EIA_-2016.pdf
5 Reference to the Flight Path Focus Group Meeting (28 January 2016) held with Hilton, Wembley and surrounding areas’ I&APs http://inr.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/FGM-Flight-Path-Min-_28.01.16.pdf
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RESPONSE
the impact of the proposed expansion on
further reducing/turning around the level of
subsidy (refer to section 10.3.4. Economic
Impact Assessment of the ESR).

SCHEDULED AIRCRAFT CAPACITY
18. Capacity and number of scheduled flights
[Mmathulo Ngwenya, Resident]
Will we have bigger aircrafts? And more airline
companies whereby users can have more than two
options or airlines to choose from?

-

-

The type of aircrafts currently being used are
unlikely to change due to the constraints
imposed by the size and length of the runway.
Through consultation with Airlink, it was
indicated that “Airlink is likely to introduce the
Embraer EJet E170LR and E190AR types to
replace the Avro in due course over the next
few years. The EJets are designed and certified
to a more stringent noise output than the
RJ85’s, the EJets are significantly quieter than
the RJ85’s and ERJ135’s. Importantly no
additional airport enhancements are required
to accommodate the EJets. These aircraft are
more competent at the airport than the RJ85
and the ERJ135 as currently operating at the
airport. The E170LR will be able to take off and
land with 76 passengers on a wet runway and
the E190AR will be able to take off and land
with 97 passengers on a wet runway.” (refer to
Annexure 17 within the ESR Appendix 3:
Scoping PPP Report )
The numbers of airlines operating is
determined by market demand. Several
operators have initiated flights in recent years
but not been sustained. So while it is likely that
supply will increase in response to the growing
demand, it is not possible to predict how many
other operators may start offering flights and if
so when.

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT AND COMPLIANCE
19. Listed activities
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
Please can you provide a list of all Listed Activities being
applied for
20. Licence application
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
Please can you confirm if an AEL and/or WML is being
applied for. The INR rep indicated on the PowerPoint
Presentation that these licences may be required as part
of the EIA Process, but could not confirm6
21. Fuel storage capacity
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
1. Please can you confirm what the current fuel storage

-

Refer to section 3.2. Regulations of the ESR
(Table 4) for a list of all Listed Activities being
applied for.

-

No, these processes will not be required.

-

As per the Master Plan Report7 “Currently there
are two pumps available at the airport; one

6

Reference to the Flight Path Focus Group Meeting (28 January 2016) held with Hilton, Wembley and surrounding areas’ I&APs http://inr.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/FGM-Flight-Path-Min-_28.01.16.pdf
7 Msunduzi Municipality (2014). Pietermaritzburg Airport Master Plan Final Report Revision 03. Prepared by Delta Built Environment
Consultants. August 2014.
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RESPONSE

capacity is; if this will be increased; where it is located
within the site; and if it is above ground or below
2. Please can you advise if an MHI is proposed to be
undertaken in light of the question above. Further, if
this is to form part of the Specialist Studies

-

-

pump is for Avgas and the other for Jet A1 fuel.
The fuel supplier at the airport is the
Pietermaritzburg Aero Club and the fuel is
sourced from Shell. Aircraft using Jet A1 fuel
tends to refuel in Johannesburg most often as it
is cheaper to refuel there than at the airport
itself.”
The current fuel storage capacity is sufficient
and therefore will not be expanded or
relocated in the proposed development (Phase
1 of the Mater Plan).
As the fuel farm is not being altered, a risk
assessment will not be conducted as part of
the EIA specialist studies.

ALTERNATIVES
22. Alternative flight paths
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
As requested in the Focus Group Meeting8, please may
the alternatives assessed as per the EIA Regulations
(2014), include for alternative flight paths. In this regard,
a corridor of assessment could be examined given the
deviation from the flight path due to weather conditions,
for both incoming and outgoing flights.

-

Refer to comment 10, response vi. above.

-

Comments noted.

INFORMATION REQUEST
23. Information request
[Simphiwe Masilela, ATNS]
Please note that ATNS is aware of the above mentioned.
We request that you please update us should there be
any new developments that may affect our interests.
Please note that we require WGS84 Coordinates for the
location and Elevations. We will duly conduct assessment
as required when the project is ready for construction.
for future projects you can email the ATNS Obstacle
Evaluators on the following email addresses:
simphiwem@atns.co.za; kwanelen@atns.co.za - looking
forward to working with you further

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING REPORT (ESR)
24. General Aviation (GA) Alternatives
[Marc Germiquet, GA tenant]
Gareth Whitaker drew up a different lay out making it
possible to accommodate an expansion to the GA in
Phase one, he has subsequently immigrated to NZ, but
said he had completed the proposal and submitted it
to David Gengen, However I can’t seem to find this
version on your website? Has this proposal been
reviewed?

-

According to the Municipality the layout
developed by Gareth Whitaker’s (with input
from the Airport Users at their monthly forum)
was superseded through further consultation
with the Airport users. The result being the
proposal to develop new GA facilities adjoining
the existing GA area. This is shown as the
preferred alternative (GA Alt II|) in Figure 9 in
the ESR.

8

Reference to the Flight Path Focus Group Meeting (28 January 2016) held with Hilton, Wembley and surrounding areas’ I&APs http://inr.org.za/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/FGM-Flight-Path-Min-_28.01.16.pdf
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COMMENT/QUERY

RESPONSE

25. Flight Corridor, and Noise and Property Valuation
Assessment
1. A Noise Impact Assessment and a Property Valuation
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
Assessment will be conducted for the areas along the
Thank you for the notification regarding the availability of
flight paths (which includes Wembley) (refer to
the Draft Scoping Report.
sections 10.3.3. Noise Impact Assessment and 10.3.5.
My concern pertains to the flight path and the
Property Valuations of the ESR).
associated noise levels of the aircraft as they take off and
These assessments will included existing and
land; as well as the associated property values.
potential (additional) impacts.
Refer to response to comment 10 above (further
1. Our home is located in Wembley, which is some
detail is provided in Appendix 17 within Appendix 3:
distance from the airport, however, our home falls
PPP Report of the ESR).
under the current flight path. Currently, aircraft
both land and take off over our home. In this
2.
Refer to response to comment 10 above (further
regard, we are already exposed to a high level of
detail is provided in Appendix 17 within Appendix 3:
noise pollution from the aircraft and would like to
PPP Report of the ESR).
know how much more we are expected to endure
As indicated in response to comment 10 above, there
should additional flights be added via the proposed
are no commercial aircrafts scheduled for 22h00, the
Oribi Airport Expansion.
latest flight time is 18h25 (outgoing) and 19h15
2. As noted in my previous comments (see INR
(incoming). If additional commercial flights are to be
Comments and Response Report), we would like to
added outside the threshold time (after 22h00 and
know the number of anticipated flights per day,
before 06h00), a noise modelling will be conducted
including those to be run over weekends, public
to determine the anticipated impact on areas along
holidays and the festive season, as well as the
the existing flight path (however, based on
timing of the anticipated flights. As per the status
consultation with Airlink, this is unlikely – refer to the
quo, we occasionally have aircraft flying over our
response to comment 10 above).
home at 10pm. As we reside in a quiet
In line with the above, alternative flights path/s are
neighbourhood, the level of noise pollution that is
going to be assessed by ATNS. If alternate option/s
experienced is unacceptable. Is it proposed to make
are provided, a noise modelling will be conducted to
this a permanent flight?
assess the anticipated impact.
3. As noted in the Hilton Public Meeting, the drop of
the aircraft from the World’s View Bluff, brings the
3. A Noise Impact Assessment will be conducted for the
aircraft that much closer to the ground on the
areas along the flight paths (which includes
Pietermaritzburg side, increasing noise levels to
Wembley) to determine if the noise impact is greater
residents located beneath the flight path. Further,
than the threshold/limit. Based on the outcomes of
as the noise is not continuous and is intermittent as
this assessment, mitigation measures may need to be
a result of flight times, one cannot simply “adjust”
provided (refer to section 10.3.3 Noise Impact
to the disturbance (i.e. noise pollution). In no way,
Assessment of the ESR).
can a passing aircraft be considered “white noise”.
Please note that alternate flight path/s are going to
Case in point, when having a conversation on my
be assessed by ATNS.
property, regardless if I am inside or outside my
With regards to potential additional flights - please
home, I have to stop talking and wait for the
refer to the responses above and the response to
aircraft to pass before I can continue. Should the
comment 10 above.
number of flights increase, will there ever be a
period of time in my home where my family and I
4. As indicated, both assessments mentioned will
are not disturbed by the noise pollution associated
include the suburb of Wembley. Note that the
with the aircraft?
outcomes of the Noise Impact Assessment will
4. Based on the above, may I request that the Plan of
inform for the Property Valuation Assessment.
Study include the suburb of Wembley in the Noise
Thank you for the kind offer to use your property – I
Impact Assessment and Property Valuation
will inform the noise specialists and provide them
Assessment. In terms of the Noise Impact
with your contact details and address so they can
Assessment, should your specialist require a
liaise directly with you.
location in which to conduct their assessments –
The NIA will be conducted along the commercial
both day and night, they are welcome to utilise my
aircraft flight path, as determined through
property. Please contact me or pass my details
consultation with I&APs, ATNS and a commercial
onto them should they wish to take advantage of
aircraft pilot (refer to section 10.3.3 Noise Impact
this opportunity. I would also like to know exactly
Assessment of the ESR; further detail is also available
where the other areas of assessment will be
in Appendix 17 within Appendix 3: PPP Report of the
undertaken for the NIA.
ESR).
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COMMENT/QUERY
26. Comments on the Draft ESR
[Rodney Bartholomew, Msunduzi Municipality]
With reference to the above Draft Scoping Report dated
August 2016 the following comments are provided:
1. Section 5.2 (Third Bullet point bottom of Page 23)
Add the word “year” intense 2-3 year development
period
2. Section 5.1.3 (Second paragraph top of Page 23)
The “study” referred to is not Referenced in the
sub-text (11)
3. Section 5.5.6 (Last paragraph on Page 31) The
airfield lighting for the extended runway will
require further substations and electrical systems;
Does this relate to existing lighting or proposed
new lighting and as no “runway extensions” are
planned , or proposed, does this relate to the
proposed new taxi-way or apron?
4. A number of sections within the Report make
reference to storm water management.
Assessment of potential impacts arising from
increased hardened surfaces and both construction
activities and operational activities must address
the need for on-site attenuation facilities to ensure
post development runoff does not exceed predevelopment levels.
Further comments will be provided during the EIA Phase.
27. Comments on the Draft ESR
[Chinga Mazhetese, South African Civil Aviation Authority –
Aviation Environmental Protection]
1. Section 3: LEGAL FRAMEWORK
- Section 3.1. Environmental legislation – Civil
Aviation Act no. 13 of 2009.
The following statement is incorrect: ‘Section 60
and 82 of CAA promotes the development of Noise
Regulation for the control and operation of air
traffic within or directly above the aerodrome for
the purposes of limiting or mitigating the noise.’
Section 60 addresses privileged information and
Section 82 is on remuneration of members of the
Civil Aviation Authority Board. Please note that
aerodrome noise regulations are covered by Civil
Aviation Regulations, 2011 Part 139 Aerodromes
and Heliports.
- Section 3.2 Regulations – Noise Regulations
The report mentions that KZN makes reference to
ICAO standards in terms of noise regulations. Is this
reference specific to aviation activities or it cuts
across all sectors?
- ICAO Codes
ICAO Annex 16 has standards and Recommended
Practices (SARPs) for Environmental Protection. The
Annex volumes also recommend ICAO documents
that can be used to tackle a range of environmental
issues. One such publication is Doc 9184 to ensure
that environmental impacts associated with

RESPONSE
1.
2.
3.

4.

The word year has been added.
The study referred to herein has been added as a
foot note number 10.
The statement has been removed from text since the
runway will not be extended in phase 1 of the
project.
Comments noted. Storm water management will be
addressed in the Environmental Management
Programme.

1. Section 3.1 : Legal Framework
Comments noted.
- The correct reference has been made to section 155
of the Civil Aviation Act no. 13 of 2009.
- Section 3.2 Section 25 of the Environmental
Conservation Act (ECA) Act No. 73 of 1989 promotes
the development of Noise Regulations. The
administration of the regulations was devolved to
provincial and local authorities. However, of the nine
provinces, only three provinces namely, Free State,
Gauteng and Western Cape have developed Noise
Regulations. Kwazulu Natal does not have any binding
Noise regulations. Noise management of aviation
activities is guided by the international standards of
the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO).
ICAO Codes
Comments noted, Annexure 16 of the ICAO has been
reviewed and considered in the Environmental
Assessment.
2. Section 9: SCOPING OF IMPACTS
- Section 9.3.2 Comments noted. The impact of
noise and emissions from Ground Service
Equipment are health and safety issues that are
managed in terms of existing protocols. The
actual noise levels won’t change in terms of the
threshold as the same equipment will be used.
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COMMENT/QUERY

RESPONSE

aviation activities are amply embraced.
- Section 3.3 Policy Framework
Please confirm with the Department of Transport if
the White Paper on National Civil Aviation Policy,
2015 is the current document. We have seen
mention of a 2016 version.
2.

-

Comment noted and error corrected, the NCAP
has been referred to as a Policy.

3. Waste Management Impacts
The EMPr will deal with waste management within the
airport boundaries to address the risk of increased
bird strikes associated with poor waste management.

Section 9: SCOPING OF IMPACTS
- Section 9.3.2: Local Social Environment
Current and Increased Air Traffic (Bisley and Oribi
areas – Operation phase) – the impact of noise and
emissions from Ground Service Equipment should
also be considered.

Addressing this within the broader airport precinct
should be addressed through the precinct planning
process, and more directly through municipal waste
management services.

This section refers to the National Civil Aviation
Policy as a ‘national standard’ as quoted below.
‘Currently, national standards (National Civil
Aviation Policy) are being applied but the lack of
local context conditions may screw the applicability
of these thresholds’. NCAP is not a national
standard.
3.

WASTE MANAGEMENT IMPACTS
The impacts of inappropriate waste management
standards on birds and wildlife in the vicinity of the
aerodrome must be mentioned somewhere in the
document. Waste not properly stored can provide
food sources and increase the population of animal
species around the aerodromes. The proliferation
of birds and/or wildlife can augment the number is
bird/wildlife strikes.

28. Flight Corridor, and Noise and Property Valuation
Assessment
[Liz Dralle, Upper Wembley]
Following your response to my initial queries below and
further review of the Draft Scoping Report, please can
you advise on the following:
1. One of my queries below refers to the proposed
increase in flights and the scheduling thereof. The
response from the INR is that “the Msunduzi
Municipality cannot yet provide clarity on if
additional flights will be needed – the current
demand does not exceed the supply and therefore
this has not been investigated. However, we will
attempt to get clarity on this.” However, in terms of
Section 4.2 Need and Desirability (page 18) of the
Draft Scoping Report, it states “the need remains to
further improve the sustainability of the
Pietermaritzburg Airport through continued growth
in the scheduled flights…”. In this regard, surely
some sort of business feasibility has been
conducted by the Msunduzi Municipality to
determine the amount of flights required per day to
remain sustainable, or at the very least the number
of flights required to be profitable? As this is the
need of the Application clarity must be provided as

1.

Clarity regarding potential increase in flights has
since been gained from the commercial airline,
Airlink. Please refer to the responses provided in to
comment 10 above, as well as to Appendix 17 within
Appendix 3: PPP Report of the ESR.

2.

Municipal Property valuations are done every 5
years. The basis for valuation is “willing buyer-willing
seller”. In other words, recent sales in the area being
valued are taken into account. If values in the whole
area are adversely affected by noise pollution this
will be reflected in the valuation roll. There is a
formal process, provided for in terms of the
Municipal Property Rates Act, No 6 of 2004 to
register a formal objection to rates. The form and
guidelines for registering an objection are provided
for on the Muncipal website at the following link:
http://www.msunduzi.gov.za/site/2014-to-2017. Key
points to note are that the application must be
submitted by individuals and must be supported by
evidence.
The properties within the project area are zoned for
the proposed sues and so no planning application is
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COMMENT/QUERY

RESPONSE

it is a requirement of the EIA Regulations (2014),
GNR 982 (18).

required.
3.

2.

3.

My second question pertains to the Msunduzi
Municipality as the Applicant. While not entirely an
environmental concern, I do feel it pertinent to ask
the question given the current and proposed
impact of noise pollution on the suburbs which fall
beneath the flight paths. Will the Msunduzi
Municipality as the Applicant, give consideration to
these residents in terms of a rates reduction,
bearing in mind the impact of noise pollution on
those residents from their asset (i.e. Oribi Airport
and associated aircraft)? For example, the suburb
of Wembley has one of the highest rates groupings
within the municipal boundary. Will the Msunduzi
Municipality recalculate the rates for those suburbs
located beneath the flight path due to the noise
pollution impacts inflicted as a result of the
aircraft? Further, please can you advise if there is a
Planning Application associated with the project
and if so, who the responsible authority will be
given that the Msunduzi Municipality would be
both the Applicant and the Competent Authority
authorised to approve such planning permissions. I
would also very much appreciate the details of the
Planning Application (if applicable) such that I can
be involved in their Public Participation Process as
well.

Please refer to the response to comment 10 above
regarding current scheduled aircraft flight times.
There are no scheduled flights at 22h00.
With regards to delayed flights – during consultation
with ATNS, it was indicated that:
 “Commercial flight schedule is between 06h00
and after 20h00 (on very rare occasions, the
last incoming flight may be delayed, but it has
never arrived after 21h00).
 The air traffic control tower is open from 06h00
to 20h00, and the Fire and Rescue from 06h00
to 21h00. This restricts when commercial
aircrafts can use the airport.
 Private aircraft (General Aviation - GA) are free
to use the runway at any time of the day (no
time constraints). This is the norm for GA. If the
tower is closed, they are able to turn on the
runway lights, which turn off 15min after their
landing.
 On the rare occasion, the Red Cross (EMRS)
aircraft may use the airport after hours – this is
for emergency purposes (bringing a patient
into hospital or transferring a patient to
another hospital).” (Refer to Appendix 17
within Appendix 3: PPP Report of the ESR)

In response to one of my initial comments
regarding an aircraft flying over my home at 22h00,
it occurred in the first quarter of 2015. I am very
much aware of it woke my new-born son as it flew
over. In this regard, please can you provide me with
the current schedule of flights, incoming and
outgoing for both the summer and winter seasons,
including weekends and public holidays. Please can
you also advise what the procedure it, both current
and proposed for delayed flights, as the flight in
question may have been.

It is noted that alternative flight path/s are going to be
assessed.
29. Traffic Impact Assessment
[Ishaan Ramklown, SANRAL]
Please note that SANRAL comments are hereby reserved
until such time the Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) is
complete and submitted to this office in this respect.

-

Comment noted.
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Records of Comments Submitted by I&APs
From: Jeff Meyer [mailto:MeyerJW@eskom.co.za]
Sent: 11 December 2015 09:20 AM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Subject: RE: PMB Airport I&AP

Thanks Sian
My main concern is the proposed road marked in yellow that seems like it will run right past my
house which at present is bordered by the railway line. Looks a bit close, worried about noise, view,
security etc.
Many thanks
Jeff.
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comments from Airport Stand
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Hi Sian Oosthuizen, a reply was received:
From: 27745480793
Incoming message: Hi Sian we r happy about the project and hoping that we r going 2
benefit.since we r unemployed. Nontobeko Khuzwayo.0745480793.house no.332.Zeus
Drive.Or
Datetime: 22 Dec 2015 19:20:56
Sent message: Message 2 of 2 - PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE PMB AIRPORT. To
register as an I&AP or submit a comment, reply to this SMS with your name, cellphone
number, home address and comment. You will be contacted in early January 2016 regarding
participation in focus group meetings. Regards, Sian Oosthuizen (Institute of Natural
Resources - EIA consultants). SMS STOP to opt out.
Sent Datetime: 22 Dec 2015 11:37:11
Sent message group name: I&APs
Sent message group desc: Residents

Hi Sian Oosthuizen, a reply was received:
From: 27824703963
Incoming message: Mabandla Nkwanyana, 0824703963, 48Andries Pretorius Road
Bisley/Pelham Extension PMB, I would be interested in knowing that we will benefit from
this int
Datetime: 13 Jan 2016 20:30:10
Sent message: Message 2 of 2 - PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE PMB AIRPORT. To
register as an I&AP or submit a comment, reply to this SMS with your name, cellphone
number, home address and comment. You will be contacted in early January 2016 regarding
participation in focus group meetings. Regards, Sian Oosthuizen (Institute of Natural
Resources - EIA consultants). SMS STOP to opt out.
Sent Datetime: 22 Dec 2015 11:37:11
Sent message group name: I&APs
Sent message group desc: Residents
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: simphiwem@atns.co.za
Email: simphiwem@atns.co.za
Street Address: ATNS
Eastgate Office Park
Block C
South Boulevard road
Bruma
2198
Name: Simphiwe
Surname: Masilela
Phone Number: 011 607 1228
Type of I&AP: Other (please specify)
If 'Other', please specify: Air Transport
Comment: Please note that ATNS is aware of the above mentioned.
We request that you please update us should there be any new developments that may af fect our
interests.
Please note that we require WGS84 Coordinates for the location and Elevations.
We will duly conduct assessments as required when the project is ready for construction.
For future projects you can email the ATNS Obstacle Evaluators on the following email addresses:
•
simphiwem@atns.co.za
•
kwanelen@atns.co.za
Looking forward to working with you further.
Time: 06/01/2016 at 7:26 am
IP Address: 197.97.122.130
Contact Form URL: http://inr.org.za/scoping-and-eia-for-the-proposed-expansion-of-thepietermaritzburg-airport-2/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.
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From: Judy Bell [mailto:judybell@mweb.co.za]
Sent: 07 January 2016 01:28 PM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Cc: 'Hugh Temple'; 'Howard Richardson'; 'Doug'; 'Bruce Dempster'; 'Colin'
Subject: Expansion of PMB airport

Dear Sian
Please would you include the following organisations as IAPs for this proposal for expanding
PMB Airport:
Winterskloof Conservancy
Worlds View Conservancy (Hugh Temple)
uMngenyane Conservancy (Doug Burden)
Fernhills Conservancy (Bruce Dempster)
We are in the flight path and our concerns relate to safety (in the event of an aborted take-off
or landing) as well as the noise issues from increased traffic and the times of flights.
Most of us will welcome an alternative to the “hell run” to the King Shaka Airport, but these
issues have to be properly addressed to make sure the positive impacts outweigh the negatives.
Much appreciated
Judy
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From: Dave Cox
Sent: 21 January 2016 02:52 PM
To: Sian Oosthuizen; Segren Pillay (principal@bisley.co.za)
Cc: Samiksha Singh; Jabulile Matshazi
Subject: RE: PMB Airport expansion

Dear Segren,
Thank you for your email.
The proposed expansion cannot go ahead without the EIA (and other) approvals.
With regards to the newspaper article. We were not consulted on the article and this is a common
issue in such processes i.e. that reporters and politicians use information as they see fit. Having seen
the article, I asked the municipality to manage how their officials and politicians report on the
project prior to the approvals being obtained. They acknowledge the damage it causes to the
credibility of the process, and the pressure it places on the officials responsible for making the
decision.
I hope this provides clarity and addresses your concerns.
Sian will send you the focus group meeting minutes. We are also continuously updating out
webpage, please follow the link below.
http://inr.org.za/scoping-and-eia-for-the-proposed-expansion-of-the-pietermaritzburg-airport-2/
Kind regards,
Dave
From: Segren Pillay [mailto:principal@bisley.co.za]
Sent: 21 January 2016 01:07 PM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Subject: RE: PMB Airport expansion

Hi Sian
I trust that your public meeting at Oribi went well. Unfortunately I could be at that meeting nor will I
be able to make the meeting this afternoon at NCF.
As I mentioned at the previous public meeting held at our school, our concern with this
development is the increase in the noise factor with increased air traffic. We would most definitely
want the sound-proofing of the school to be priority. This is must. I also noticed that the article in
the newspaper indicates that this project will be starting at the end of this year. what is the point of
these meetings if the decision with regard to the expansion has already been taken???
Please keep me informed with regard to the outcomes/discussions/minutes at these public
meetings.
Kind Regards
Segren Pillay
PRINCIPAL
Bisley Park Primary School
Founded 1947
We make a difference.
130 Oribi Road
Bisley
Pietermaritzburg
Ph: 033-386 2460
Fax: 033-386 8285
Cell:0837094472
segren@bisley.co.za

28

ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE PIETERMARITZBURG AIRPORT
Appendix 2: Comments and Response Register

From: Liz Dralle [mailto:liz.dralle@gmail.com]
Sent: 31 January 2016 10:10 PM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Subject: Questions: EIA for Oribi Airport

Dear Sian,
With regards to the Oribi Airport EIA, I have serveral questions / comments after attending the Focus
Group Meeting on 29 January 2016:
1 – Please can you provide a list of all Listed Activities being applied for;
2 – Please can you confirm if an AEL and/or WML is being applied for. The INR rep indicated on the
PowerPoint Presentation that these licences may be required as part of the EIA Process, but could
not confirm;
3 – Please can you confirm what the current fuel storage capacity is; if this will be increased; where
it is located within the site; and if it is above ground or below;
4 - Please can you advise if an MHI is proposed to be undertaken in light of question 3 above.
Further, if this is to form part of the Specialist Studies;
5 – Please can you provide a map of the current flight paths, both incoming and outgoing;
6 – Please can you provide of a map of all proposed flight paths into and out of the airport, taking
into account potential flights to PE, Cape Town, JHB and anywhere else as noted could be a
possibility in the Focus Group Meeting;
7 – Please can you advise as to why planes have to land in the direction that they currently do, as
well as take off in the direction that they currently do? An IAP tried to explain it in the Focus Group
Meeting, it apparently has something to do with winds, but I would like professional input in this
regard and therefore justification for the current flight paths;
8 – As requested in the Focus Group Meeting, please may the alternatives assessed as per the EIA
Regulations (2014), include for alternative flight paths. In this regard, a corridor of assessment
could be examined given the deviation from the flight path due to weather conditions, for both
incoming and outgoing flights;
9 – Please can you provide hours of operation for the proposed expansion in terms of flights. i.e.
what time the first flight will be in the morning and the last in the evening, as well as the flight
schedule over weekends, public holidays and the festive season;
10 – Please can you provide anticipated number of flights per day (total);
11 – As noted in the Focus Group Meeting, a Noise Impact Assessment will be conducted along the
flight path corridor, as well as at the airport itself. Please can the scope of this assessment include
for all type of aircraft to be utilised, or proposed to be utilised, at Oribi Airport;
12 – Please can you advise how the proposed increase in flight schedule will impact on property
values along the flight path; and
13 – As noted in the Focus Group Meeting, the Oribi Airport is currently largely subsided by the rate
payers. If / when this development is approved, will the rate payers see a reduction in fees?
Many thanks for your assistance in this regard,
Liz Dralle.
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: burrie.edith@gmail.com
Email: burrie.edith@gmail.com
Street Address: 14 Long Road,
Bisley Heights
Pietermaritzburg
3203
Name: Burrie & Edith
Surname: van Niekerk
Phone Number: 0729291363
Type of I&AP: Residential
If 'Other', please specify:
Comment: 1. I would like to comment that you may or may not be aware of a not so common shrub
growing in the designated development area of the airport, namely the Erithrina Zeyheri (will have
to check spelling), also known as the 'break plow". Its a lovely low growing shrub with magnificent
typically coral tree type red flowers, large spiky leaves and a massive underground trunk/ root
system, which only appears in spring and quickly dies off till the following season. I'll be happy to
discuss it more if required.
2. We are also rather perturbed about the proposed airport development right on our back
doorstep, our having selected a quiet and secure area to live in some 35 years ago, since 1980. Our
back boundary is common with the airport affording us a beautiful peaceful grassland view. Also ,the
direction of the runway is such that we seldom hear the planes. To our dismay this all seems to have
change now in the interest of development..
3. Regrettably the notice to our post box of your registered letter of 1 December 2015, was only
received on about 22 December 2015 and the letter collected on 23 December 2015. Directly
thereafter we went on leave returning on 21 January 2016. So unfortunately it was impossible to
attend the first meeting of 8 December 2015, or register before now. Hopefully we can still catch up
with what is happening.
Kind regards
Burrie van Niekerk
Time: 08/02/2016 at 1:16 pm
IP Address: 105.186.74.221
Contact Form URL: http://inr.org.za/scoping-and-eia-for-the-proposed-expansion-of-thepietermaritzburg-airport-2/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.
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: ronnyr@nra.co.za
Email: ronnyr@nra.co.za
Street Address: 58 VanEck Place Mkondeni Pietermaritzburg
Name: ravi
Surname: ronny
Phone Number: 0832836064
Type of I&AP: Government
If 'Other', please specify:
Comment: SANRAL is affected due to the close proximity of the development to the n3 corridor and
the market road interchnge
Time: 09/02/2016 at 4:52 pm
IP Address: 196.25.218.8
Contact Form URL: http://inr.org.za/scoping-and-eia-for-the-proposed-expansion-of-thepietermaritzburg-airport-2/
Sent by an unverified visitor to your site.
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From: Sian Oosthuizen
Sent: 30 August 2016 11:38 AM
To: 'Marc Germiquet'
Subject: RE: SEIA for the Proposed Expansion of the PMB Airport - Draft ESR

Good day Marc,
Thank you for your email.
We are aware of Gareth Whitaker’s proposal and I understand that our client (the Msunduzi
Municipality) does have a copy of the proposal; however we do not have a copy. We will request it
from the municipality to check that the ideas have been taken into consideration.
The revised layout (that is included in the Draft Scoping Report – attached for your convenience),
offers two alternative options for extension of the GA facility. The se alternatives were developed in
consultation with GA members and are will be assessed through a feasibility assessment that is
being undertaken as an additional study.
I hope this provides clarity. Thank you for your comment.
Kid regards,
Sian
From: Marc Germiquet [mailto:marc@bushways.com]
Sent: 29 August 2016 09:40 AM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Subject: Re: SEIA for the Proposed Expansion of the PMB Airport - Draft ESR

Hi Sian,
Thanks
Just another question - Gareth Whitaker drew up a different lay out making it possible to
accommodate an expansion to the GA in Phase one, he has subsequently immigrated to NZ,
but said he had completed the proposal and submitted it to David Gengen, However i can’t
seem to find this version on your website? Has this proposal been reviewed?
Regards
Marc Germiquet
www.bushways.com
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From: Liz Dralle [mailto:liz.dralle@gmail.com]
Sent: 01 September 2016 07:16 PM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Subject: Re: SEIA for the Proposed Expansion of the PMB Airport - Draft ESR

Thank you for the response Sian, much appreciated.
On Wednesday, 31 August 2016, Sian Oosthuizen <SOosthuizen@inr.org.za> wrote:
Good Day Liz,
Thank you for your email and feedback.
Please see our notes below (in red) clarifying or addressing your comments.
Please contact me if you have any other queries.
Kind regards
Sian
From: Liz Dralle [mailto:liz.dralle@gmail.com]
Sent: 29 August 2016 09:14 AM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Subject: Re: SEIA for the Proposed Expansion of the PMB Airport - Draft ESR

Dear Sian,
Thank you for the notification regarding the availability of the Draft Scoping Report.
My concern pertains to the flight path and the associated noise levels of the aircraft as they take
off and land; as well as the associated property values.
Our home is located in Wembley, which is some distance from the airport, however, our home
falls under the current flight path. Currently, aircraft both land and take off over our home. In
this regard, we are already exposed to a high level of noise pollution from the aircraft and would
like to know how much more we are expected to endure should additional flights be added via
the proposed Oribi Airport Expansion.
A Noise Impact Assessment and a Property Valuation Assessment will be conducted for the areas
along the flight paths (which includes Wembley).
- These assessments will included existing and potential (additional) impacts.
The Msunduzi Municipality cannot yet provide clarity on if additional flights will be needed – the
current demand does not exceed the supply and therefore this has not been investigated. Howeve r, we
will attempt to get clarity on this.

As noted in my previous comments (see INR Comments and Response Report), we would like to
know the number of anticipated flights per day, including those to be run over weekends, public
holidays and the festive season, as well as the timing of the anticipated flights. As per the status
quo, we occasionally have aircraft flying over our home at 10pm. As we reside in a quiet
neighbourhood, the level of noise pollution that is experienced is unacceptable. Is it proposed to
make this a permanent flight?
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The Msunduzi Municipality cannot yet provide clarity on if additional flights will be needed – the
current demand does not exceed the supply and therefore this has not been investigated. However,
we will attempt to get clarity on this.
There are no commercial aircrafts scheduled for 22h00, the latest flight time is 18h25 (outgoing)
and 19h15 (incoming). Are you able to indicate if the aircraft at 22h00 is a commercial or light
aircraft?
If additional commercial flights are to be added outside the threshold time (after 22h00 and
before 06h00), a noise modelling will be conducted to determine the anticipated impact on areas
along the existing flight path.
- In line with the above, alternative flights path/s are going to be assessed by ATNS. If alternate
option/s are provided, a noise modelling will be conducted to assess the anticipated impact.

As noted in the Hilton Public Meeting, the drop of the aircraft from the World’s View Bluff,
brings the aircraft that much closer to the ground on the Pietermaritzburg side, increasing
noise levels to residents located beneath the flight path. Further, as the noise is not continuous
and is intermittent as a result of flight times, one cannot simply “adjust” to the disturbance
(i.e. noise pollution). In no way, can a passing aircraft be considered “white noise”. Case in
point, when having a conversation on my property, regardless if I am inside or outside my
home, I have to stop talking and wait for the aircraft to pass before I can continue. Should the
number of flights increase, will there ever be a period of time in my home where my family
and I are not disturbed by the noise pollution associated with the aircraft?
A Noise Impact Assessment will be conducted for the areas along the flight paths (which
includes Wembley) to determine if the noise impact is greater than the threshold/limit. Based on the
outcomes of this assessment, mitigation measures may need to be provided.
- Please note that alternate flight path/s are going to be assessed by ATNS.
The Msunduzi Municipality cannot yet provide clarity on if additional flights will be needed – the
current demand does not exceed the supply and therefore this has not been investigated. However,
we will attempt to get clarity on this.

Based on the above, may I request that the Plan of Study include the suburb of Wembley in
the Noise Impact Assessment and Property Valuation Assessment. In terms of the Noise
Impact Assessment, should your specialist require a location in which to conduct their
assessments – both day and night, they are welcome to utilise my property. Please contact me
or pass my details onto them should they wish to take advantage of this opportunity. I would
also like to know exactly where the other areas of assessment will be undertaken for the NIA.
As indicated, both assessments mentioned will include the suburb of Wembley. Note that the
outcomes of the Noise Impact Assessment will used for the Property Valuation Assessment.
Thank you for the kind offer to use your property – I will inform the noise specialists and
provide them with your contact details and address so they can liaise directly with you.
The NIA will be conducted along the commercial aircraft flight path – we are currently in
discussion with ATNS to determine exactly which areas will be assessed. We will provide you with
this detail in due course.

Kind regards
Liz Dralle
9 Wylie Crescent, Wembley
072 591 2277
On Thu, Aug 18, 2016 at 3:16 PM, Sian Oosthuizen <SOosthuizen@inr.org.za> wrote:
Dear Interested and Affect Party,
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From: Ishaan Ramklown (ER) [mailto:RamklownI@nra.co.za]
Sent: 16 September 2016 07:24 PM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Cc: Ravi Ronny (ER); Dudley Mbambo (ER); Busisiwe Mlambo (ER)
Subject: RE: SEIA for the Proposed Expansion of the PMB Airport - Draft ESR

Dear Sian,
Please note that SANRAL comments are hereby reserved until such time the Traffic Impact
Assessment (TIA) is complete and submitted to this office in this respect.
Regards,

Is h a a n R a m k lo wn
U n a s a l u s v i c t i s n u l l a m s p er a r e s a l u t em .

Project Manager: Statutory Control
THE SOUTH AFRICAN NATIONAL ROADS AGENCY SOC LIMITED
Eastern Region
58 Van Eck Place, Mkondeni, Pietermaritzburg, 3201; PO Box 100410, Scottsville, Pietermaritzburg, 3209
Telephone:+27 33 392 8100 Mobile:+27 83 283 6026 Fax: +27 33 386 3365 eMail: ramklowni@nra.co.za
…pwrprcvdspwrchvd

Head Office
48 Tambotie Avenue, Val de Grace, Pretoria, 0184; P.O. Box 415 Pretoria 0001, South Africa
www.sanral.co.za
SANRAL Fraud Hotline: 0800 204 558
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From: Liz Dralle [mailto:liz.dralle@gmail.com]
Sent: 14 September 2016 02:03 PM
To: Sian Oosthuizen
Subject: Fwd: SEIA for the Proposed Expansion of the PMB Airport - Draft ESR

Hi Sian,
Following your response to my initial queries below and further review of the Draft Scoping Report,
please can you advise on the following:
One of my queries below refers to the proposed increase in flights and the scheduling thereof. The
response from the INR is that “the Msunduzi Municipality cannot yet provide clarity on if additional
flights will be needed – the current demand does not exceed the supply and therefore this has not
been investigated. However, we will attempt to get clarity on this.” However, in terms of Section 4.2
Need and Desirability (page 18) of the Draft Scoping Report, it states “the need remains to further
improve the sustainability of the Pietermaritzburg Airport through continued growth in the scheduled
flights…”. In this regard, surely some sort of business feasibility has been conducted by the Msunduzi
Municipality to determine the amount of flights required per day to remain sustainable, or at the
very least the number of flights required to be profitable? As this is the need of the Application
clarity must be provided as it is a requirement of the EIA Regulations (2014), GNR 982 (18).
My second question pertains to the Msunduzi Municipality as the Applicant. While not entirely an
environmental concern, I do feel it pertinent to ask the question given the current and proposed
impact of noise pollution on the suburbs which fall beneath the flight paths. Will the Msu nduzi
Municipality as the Applicant, give consideration to these residents in terms of a rates reduction,
bearing in mind the impact of noise pollution on those residents from their asset (i.e. Oribi Airport
and associated aircraft)? For example, the suburb of Wembley has one of the highest rates
groupings within the municipal boundary. Will the Msunduzi Municipality recalculate the rates for
those suburbs located beneath the flight path due to the noise pollution impacts inflicted as a result
of the aircraft? Further, please can you advise if there is a Planning Application associated with the
project and if so, who the responsible authority will be given that the Msunduzi Municipality would
be both the Applicant and the Competent Authority authorised to approve such planning
permissions. I would also very much appreciate the details of the Planning Application (if applicable)
such that I can be involved in their Public Participation Process as well.
In response to one of my initial comments regarding an aircraft flying over my home at 22h00, it
occurred in the first quarter of 2015. I am very much aware of it woke my new -born son as it flew
over. In this regard, please can you provide me with the current schedule of flights, incoming and
outgoing for both the summer and winter seasons, including weekends and public holidays. Please
can you also advise what the procedure it, both current and proposed for delayed flights, as the
flight in question may have been.
It is noted that alternative flight path/s are going to be assessed.
Kind regards
Liz.
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