UMGUNGUNDLOVU DISTRICT MUNICIPALITY (UMDM)
Environmental Management Framework (EMF)
Inception Phase Public Meeting
Meeting Minutes
23 August 2016
Venue: 242 Langalibalele Street, Council Chambers, 18h00 – 19h00

RECORD OF MEETING
AGENDA ITEM
1. Welcome and
Attendance.

DETAILS
Dianne Sennoga (DS) opened the meeting at 18h00, welcoming those in attendance.
The Attendance register is appended. Apologies tendered:
1. Judy Bell - Winterskloof Conservancy
2. Heather Morkel - Hilton Ratepayers’ Association
3. Ilan Lax
4. Clive Muir - Amber Valley
5. Sarah Allan
6. Roy Tabernor - Lions Bush Conservancy
7. Rob Crankshaw - Conservation KZN
8. Chris Galliers – WESSA
9. Pandora Long - Preservation of the Mkhondeni Mpushini Biodiversity Trust
DS indicated that the public meeting is not the only opportunity for Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) have to be
involved in the Environmental Management Framework (EMF) development, they are able to comment on the development
throughout the process.

2. Agenda

DS presented the agenda. The agenda was accepted by all in attendance.

3. Purpose of an EMF

DS outlined the purpose of an EMF and what the development involves.

4. Project Team

DS introduced the project team and their role in the EMF development.

5. Project Background

DS provided the project background, indicating that the EMF builds on the SEMP that has already been conducted. DS also
provided the Terms of Reference (ToR) for the EMF development and the project/study area showing the Key Focus Areas
(KFAs).

6. Specialist Studies

DS presented several slides with detail of the specialist studies that will be undertaken for the EMF development. The
specialist studies include the following:
- Water Resources
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o Water Yield and Production
o Flood Risk Assessment
o Water Quality
o Wetlands
- Agricultural Resources
- Infrastructure Assessment
- Biodiversity and Natural Resources
Note: It was requested the digital versions of the maps be included in the minutes as they were unclear on the screen (see full
presentation at the end of the minutes).

7. EMF Outcomes

DS indicated the outcomes of the EMF development and provided detail of each outcome.

8. Public Consultation

DS presented an overview of the public engagement that has been conducted thus far, and opportunities for future
engagement.
Note: all attendees received a hard copy of the Background Information Document (BID)

9. Q&A Session

DS opened the floor for a Question and Answer session. An overview of the question posed and answers provided are
indicated below.
Ian King (IK) queried why, if the groundwork (the SEA process) was conducted by another company, the company conducting
the EMF is different.
- Nokulunga Nxumalo (NN) from the Umgungundlovu District Municipality (UMDM) indicated that the SEA is a
separate process and acts as a basis for the EMF development, and therefore not necessary to be conducted by the
same company. NN noted that the SEA was conducted in 2013.
- IK queried if there is a risk in building on the SEA process as, if the SEA was going in the wrong direction, then will
the EMF also not go in the wrong direction.
- DS noted that as part of the EMF development, the project team has reviewed the SEA process and identified both
information and process gaps that need to be addressed further. Therefore the project team is working through
these to address it within the scope of this EMF.
- DS also indicated that the EMF is a tool that is continually updated (every 5 years).
- NN elaborated on DS’s comments indicating that the gaps of the SEMP have been used to define the ToR for the
EMF development, which was done in consultation with many stakeholders. Therefore the ToR aims to address any
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errors that came out of the SEA process.
Nora Choveaux (NC) queried who determined the KFAs
- DS indicated that they were developed as part of the SEA process and was based on an assessment of development
applications and environmental sensitives.
- NN noted that the KFAs were defined in consultation with town planners and are in line with the Spatial
Development Plan (SDF) and other development planning tools.
- NC used the example of the development pressure in the Hilton area alongside the N3 where light industry and
business parks have been approved in an area where there are wetlands. NC queried how this will have impact on
the EMF.
- DS thanked NC for the comment and indicated that there is nothing that can be done for development plans that
have already been approved. However, going forward, the EMF will act as the tool to inform such development and
define environmental constraints and sensitivities.
NC queried if, in the development of the EMF, appropriate sites for landfill sites, waste management etc. would be
identified.
- DS indicated that specifics of such sites will not be determined, but the project team will look at vulnerabilities, in
terms of sensitivities. DS indicated that the management guidelines will indicate the appropriate land use activities
based on the environmental sensitivities however further analysis of service infrastructure vulnerabilities will inform
issues of solid waste demand and implications for further service delivery in identified areas.
Huge Temple (HT) queried to what extent the EMF will talk to the plans and activities at local municipality level. Are the local
municipalities required to abide by the district municipality’s decision process?
- DS indicated that the district municipality will have the final ‘stamp’
- Sian Oosthuizen (SO) reiterated that the EMF will be gazetted; therefore heightening is requirement to be abided
by.
Doug Burden (DB) queried if there are any legal constraints of the interim period, before the EMF is completed.
- DS noted that there are existing EMFs in the District, namely the Msunduzi EMF and the Albert Falls Development
Node EMF.
- DS commented further, based on previous communication with NN that the gazetting process is likely to be a few
months after the EMF has been developed.
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DB queried if climate change has been taken into consideration?
- DS indicated that it has been considered in the flood risk and the agricultural assessment, for example; however the
investigation has been limited and therefore the project team will consider climate change going forward.
- NN noted that the outcomes for the uMngeni Resilience Project (URP) and GEF5 are relevant and will be considered
in the EMF where appropriate
- DB suggested that the GEF 5 climate resilience and investment in ecological infrastructure project also be integrated
in to the EMF development.
DB requested that the project team make arrangement to meet with Dusi uMngeni Conservation Trust (DUCT), particularly
for the water quality specialist study.
- DS thanks DB for the suggestion and it was noted for taking forward.
DS requested that if any attendees are aware of additional development pressures in the UMDM, that they are emailed to
the INR for inclusion in the EMF development process.
NC queried the details of the meeting with traditional councillors.
- SO indicated that the project team has been working through CoGTAs Local Government Branch who has quarterly
Full House meeting with traditional councillors from across the District. The project team has already met with the
Executive Committee, who have approved for the project team to present at the next full house meeting on the 8 th
September 2016.
IK commented that what has been presented is good work and that it is being undertaken by good people. The only fear is
that when the commercial ‘head’ arises, rules get waved. An example is with fracking – when there is a big profit to be
made, such planning tools are not abided by. There is therefore a need to find agreement to remove the profit incentive.
SO reiterated that with the EMF being gazette, it provides greater ground for it to be abided by. In addition, the
Decision Support Tool (DST) provides the public with grounds to stand on – therefore providing them with additional
‘power’ as they have greater insight of sensitivities.

10.

Close

DS thanks attendees for attending the meeting and for the value contribution and constructive discussion. DS reiterated that
comment are welcome throughout the EMF development process and can be submitted to herself or SO.
DS closed the Public Meeting at 18h55.

Appendix 1: Attendance Register
NAME
1. Sian Oosthuizen

INR

ORGANISATION

TELEPHONE
033 346 0796

EMAIL
soosthuizen@inr.org.za

2. Dianne Sennoga

INR

033 346 0796

dsennoga@inr.org.za

3. Nokulunga Nxumalo

UMDM

033 897 6723

Nokulunga.nxumalo@umdm.gov.za

4. Ian King

Dargle Conservancy

082 440 8575

Ianwings.king@gmail.com

5. Pauline Holden

Dargle Conservancy

072 395 8601

Pholden45@gmail.com

6. Hugh Temple

Worlds View Conservancy

082 821 0048

Jabu.temple@gmail.com

7. Doug Burden

D.U.C.T

082 825 8425

doug@duct.org.za

8. Nora Choveaux

Land Matters

082 771 6324

norachoveaux@gmail.com

1. Judy Bell

APOLOGIES
Winterskloof Conservancy
033 343 4752

judybell@mweb.co.za

2. Heather Morkel

Hilton Ratepayers’ Association

heathermorkel@gmail.com

3. Ilan Lax
4. Clive Muir

082 324 4822
Amber Valley

ilanlax@axxess.co.za
chairmanar@ambervalleybc.co.za

5. Sarah Allan

sarah.wine@iuncapped.co.za

6. Roy Tabernor

Lions Bush Conservancy

033 266 6982

elsamics@absamail.co.za

7. Rob Crankshaw

Conservation KZN

082 900 9593

rob.crankshaw@amamarketing.co.za

8. Chris Galliers

WESSA

079 504 4296

chris@wessa.co.za

9. Pandora Long

Preservation of the Mkhondeni
Mpushini Biodiversity Trust

072 692 8124

pandoral@mweb.co.za
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