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1 Introduction and Background 

Engineering Advice & Services have been appointed to undertake a Basic Assessment process for an 

application on Erven 984 & 1134, Parsonsvlei, Nelson Mandela Bay, Eastern Cape province (Figure 1). 

The proposed activity requires environmental authorisation as per regulations contained in the 

National Environmental Management Act (NEMA Act No. 107 of 1998) and the Environmental Impact 

Assessment Regulations (2014), as amended. As part of this environmental application process, a 

terrestrial biodiversity Assessment is required. A previous assessment was conducted in 2020 by the 

author while in the employ of Engineering Advise and Services. Subsequent to this, the environmental 

authorisation has lapsed, and a new application is being submitted, which requires a revision of the 

terrestrial biodiversity assessment. 

 

 

Figure 1: Site locality. 

1.1 Activity Location and Description 

The Erven are situated in Nelson Mandela Bay (Gqebera) in the suburb Parsonsvlei, situated on the 

north-west side of the metro. The specific properties are bounded by Cape Road on the north side and 

developed erven on the east side of Erf 984 and the south side of Erf 1134. The west and south sides of 

Erf 984 is adjacent to undeveloped land (Figure 2).  
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Figure 2: Site locality aerial photo. 

1.2 Purpose of Report 

The “Procedures for the Assessment and Minimum Criteria for Reporting on Identified Environmental 

Themes in terms of sections 24 (5) (a) and (h) and 44 of the Act, when applying for Environmental 

Authorisation”, as published on 20 March, 2020 in National Gazette, No. 43110 in terms of NEMA (Act 

107 of 1998) sections 24(5)(a), (h) and 44, lists protocols and minimum report requirements for 

environmental impacts on terrestrial biodiversity and provides the criteria for the assessment and 

reporting of impacts on terrestrial biodiversity for activities requiring environmental authorisation. The 

assessment and minimum reporting requirements of this protocol are associated with a level of 

environmental sensitivity identified by the National web based Environmental Screening Tool. Prior to 

commencing with a specialist assessment, the current use of the land and the environmental sensitivity 

of the site under consideration, identified by the screening tool, must be confirmed by undertaking a 

site sensitivity verification, which must include the following. 

1. The site sensitivity verification must be undertaken by an environmental assessment practitioner 

or a specialist. 

2. The site sensitivity verification must be undertaken through the use of: 

a. a desk top analysis, using satellite imagery. 

b. a preliminary on -site inspection; and 

c. any other available and relevant information. 

3. The outcome of the site sensitivity verification must be recorded in the form of a report that: 

a. confirms or disputes the current use of the land and environmental sensitivity as identified by 

the screening tool. 

b. contains a motivation and evidence of either the verified or different use of the land and 

environmental sensitivity; and 
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c. is submitted together with the relevant assessment report prepared in accordance with the 

requirements of the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations. 

The National Web Based Screening Tool was used to generate the potential environmental sensitivity 

of the site which has then been compared to various online and other databases and information 

sources in order to verify and confirm the validity of the screening tool findings. This was further 

supported with on-site observations and analysis of most recent aerial photography. 

This terrestrial biodiversity site verification has been undertaken as per the requirements of the 

Procedures for the assessment and minimum criteria for reporting on identified environmental themes 

in terms of sections 24(5)(a) and (h) and 44 of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998, 

when applying for environmental authorisation (GN 320, 20 March 2020). 

1.3 Data sources and references 

Data sources that were utilised for this report include the following: 

• National (DFFE) Web Based Screening Tool – to generate the sites potential environmental 

sensitivity. 

• National Vegetation Map 2018 (NVM, 2018), Mucina & Rutherford (2006) and National 

Biodiversity Assessment (NBA, 2019) – description of vegetation types, species (including 

endemic) and vegetation unit conservation status. 

• National and Regional Legislation including Provincial Nature Conservation Ordinance 

(P.N.C.O). NEM:BA Threatened or Protected Species (ToPS). 

• Botanical Database of Southern Africa (BODATSA) and New Plants of Southern Africa (POSA) 

– lists of plant species and potential species of concern found in the general area (SANBI.) 

• International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) - Red List of Threatened Species. 

• Animal Demography Unit Virtual Museum (VM) – potential faunal species. 

• Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF) – potential faunal species. 

• Southern African Bird Atlas Project 2 (SABAP2) – for bird species records. 

• National Red Books and Lists - mammals, reptiles, frogs, dragonflies & butterflies. 

• National Freshwater Ecosystem Priority Areas assessment (NFEPA, 2011) - important 

catchments. 

• National Protected Areas Expansion Strategy (NPAES, 2018) and South Africa Protected Area 

database (2020) – protected area information. 

• SANBI BGIS – All other biodiversity GIS datasets. 

• Eastern Cape Biodiversity Conservation Plan. 

• Aerial Imagery – Google Earth, ESRI, Chief Surveyor General (http://csg.dla.gov.za). 

• Cadastral and other topographical country data - Chief Surveyor General (http://csg.dla.gov.za). 

• Other sources include peer-reviewed journals, regional and local assessments, and studies in 

the general location of the project and its area of influence, landscape prioritization schemes 

(Key Biodiversity Areas), systematic conservation planning assessments and plans (as above), 

and any pertinent masters and doctoral theses, among others. 

1.4 Site visit 

A site inspection was conducted on 29 July 2025, during mid-winter. The site falls within a bimodal 

(summer and winter) rainfall area and for the purposes of this report, a single site visit is deemed to be 

adequate, specifically due to the disturbed nature of the site. The site visit and assessment are 

undertaken by Mr Jamie Pote, SACNASP registered ecological scientist with a BSc (Hons) degree in 

Botany and a BSc degree in Botany and environmental Science, with over 20 years’ experience 

undertaking ecological and terrestrial biodiversity assessments in all habitats and vegetation biomes 

across Southern, Western & Central Africa. 

http://csg.dla.gov.za/
http://csg.dla.gov.za/
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1.5 Assumptions, Uncertainties and Gaps in Knowledge  

The findings and recommendations of this report may be susceptible to the following uncertainties and 

limitation: 

• No assessment has been made of aquatic aspects relating to any wetlands, pans and rivers/seeps 

and/or estuaries outside of the scope of a terrestrial biodiversity report and have been undertaken 

by an aquatic specialist. 

• Any biodiversity surveys based upon a limited sampling time-period, may not reflect the actual 

species composition of the site due to seasonal variations in flowering times.  

• As far as possible, site collected data has been supplemented with desktop and database-centred 

distribution data as well as previous studies undertaken in the area.  

 

2 National Environmental Screening Tool  

The DEA Screening Tool (20/05/2025) indicates the following, summarised in Table 1: 

• Terrestrial Biodiversity is Very High (Figure 3). 

• Plant species sensitivity is Medium (Figure 4).  

• Animal Species sensitivity is Medium /High (Figure 5). 

• Aquatic Sensitivity is Very High (Figure 6). 
 

Table 1: Summary of Screening tool designations. 
Terrestrial Sensitivity Feature(s) in proximity 

Very High Critically Endangered (Algoa Sandstone Fynbos) 

High None 

Medium None 

Low Present 

Plant Sensitivity Feature(s) in proximity 

Very High None 

High None 

Medium 

Argyrolobium crassifolium, Aspalathus recurvispina, Lotononis acuminata, Selago 
rotundifolia, Erica chloroloma, Erica zeyheriana, Gymnosporia elliptica, Centella 
tridentata var. hermanniifolia, Rapanea gilliana, Holothrix longicornu, Agathosma 
gonaquensis, Agathosma stenopetala, Corpuscularia lehmannii, Ellisochloa papposa, 
Caputia scaposa var. addoensis, Aristea nana, Bobartia macrocarpa, Erica glumiflora, 
Disperis woodii, Sensitive species 1252, 991, 588, 657, 670, 448 & 654 

Low Present 

Animal Sensitivity Feature(s) in proximity 

Very High None 

High 
Tyto capensis, Circus ranivorus, Bradypterus sylvaticus, Circus maurus & Neotis denhami 
(birds) 

Medium 
Afrotis afra, Eupodotis senegalensis (birds), Sensitive species 5, Chlorotalpa duthieae, 
Sensitive species 8 (mammals) & Aneuryphymus montanus (invertebrate) 

Low Present 

Aquatic Sensitivity Feature(s) in proximity 

Very High ESA 1 

High None 

Medium None 

Low None 
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Figure 3: Terrestrial Biodiversity Sensitivity 

 
Figure 4: Plant Species Sensitivity 

 
Figure 5: Animal Species Sensitivity 

 
Figure 6: Aquatic Sensitivity 

 

2.1 Findings, Outcomes and Recommendations 

2.1.1 Terrestrial Biodiversity 

Site verification of the Terrestrial Biodiversity sensitivities is summarised in Table 2 and depicted in 

Figure 7. 

Table 2: Terrestrial Biodiversity Features flagged in the National Environmental Screening Tool. 
Feature  COMMENT 

Algoa Sandstone Fynbos 
Endange
red 

Partly Dispute – Both sites are significantly 
transformed where the dominant vegetation is a 
secondary grassland with only a small patch <1 Ha 
with some remnant but significantly degraded Sand 
Fynbos elements. This island of remnant vegetation is 
not of significant ecological value as it is surrounded 
by secondary grassland habitat, and the conservation 
and ecological value is limited. The remaining Sand 
Fynbos elements are also not completely 
representative of a natural or near natural vegetation 
community typical of the vegetation unit. 

Critical Biodiversity Area CBA 1 
Confirm – No CBA designated area overlapping the 
site. Ther remnant Sand Fynbos elements do not 
provide a significant conservation opportunity. 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 6 
 

Feature  COMMENT 

Ecological Support Area ESA 

Confirm – No ESA designated area overlapping the 
site. The remnant Sand Fynbos elements do not 
provide a significant opportunity for ecological 
corridors or retention of ecological processes. 

 

The SSVR partly thus disputes the flagged VERY HIGH Terrestrial Biodiversity designation, and the 

specialist designates a LOW sensitivity. Both sites are significantly transformed with moderate to dense 

alien invasion (Acacia saligna) and a secondary grassland vegetation with only a few sporadic elements 

that would suggest historical occurrence of Sand Fynbos.  The small remnant patch (<1 Ha) of degraded 

Sand Fynbos on Erf 984 is also limited ito conservation value and would not be considered to be of 

value to retain as it is ecologically disconnected from any viable Sanf Fynbos habitat and the species 

composition is such that only a few species typical of the unit remain. The proposed development of 

the sites will not result in a significant loss of natural vegetation nor any significant impact to 

conservation targets and/or ecological processes. Furthermore, the remnant pocket has not 

significantly changed since the original assessment was conducted in 2020. 

2.1.2 Plant Species (Flora) 

National Environmental Screening Tool flagged numerous flora species. None of these were found to 

present during the original assessment conducted in 2020 and none were found during this follow up 

assessment in July 2025. Most of the sites are comprised of secondary grassy vegetation and/or 

moderate to dense alien invasion, with only a small pocket with of degraded Sand Fynbos elements 

that would not support any viable population of any species of conservation concern.  

Red Listed, Endemic and Protected Flora  

The site falls within the general distribution range of several endemic species and other species with a 

highly localised distribution, some of which are Critically Endangered, Endangered, Vulnerable or Rare.  

Some of these species are only known from a single or a few populations. Several endemic species 

were recorded and are listed below; however, all of these are confirmed to have a wider distribution 

range and are not deemed to be at risk. Species (Table 3) were flagged from various database sources 

as occurring in the region as having an elevated status, and possibly present in the area, vegetation 

type or are associated with features that are present (such as host plant species). All were cross 

checked for distribution overlay and were actively screened for presence/absence on site. Other 

species may be endemic, but distribution range has been checked and are generally widespread. 

Respective permits will be required for removal during site clearing. 

Table 3: Flora Species of Special Concern 

SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS1 COMMENT/PRESENCE 

Agathosma gonaquensis NEST (M) Not recorded 

Agathosma stenopetala NEST (M) Not recorded 

Argyrolobium crassifolium NEST (M) Not recorded 

Aristea nana NEST (M) Not recorded 

Aspalathus recurvispina NEST (M) Not recorded 

Bobartia macrocarpa NEST (M) Not recorded 

Caputia scaposa addoensis NEST (M) Not recorded 

 

1 PNCO - Provincial Nature Conservation Ordinance (1974); NFA - National Forests Act of (1998); ToPS – Threatened or Protected Species; IUCN: CR - Critically - 

Endangered, En - Endangered, Vu - Vulnerable; LC - Least Concern.   
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SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS1 COMMENT/PRESENCE 

Centella tridentata 
hermanniifolia 

NEST (M) 
Not recorded 

Corpuscularia lehmannii NEST (M) Not recorded 

Disperis woodii NEST (M) Not recorded 

Ellisochloa papposa NEST (M) Not recorded 

Erica chloroloma NEST (M) Not recorded 

Erica glumiflora NEST (M) Not recorded 

Erica zeyheriana NEST (M) Not recorded 

Gymnosporia elliptica NEST (M) Not recorded 

Holothrix longicornu NEST (M) Not recorded 

Lotononis acuminata NEST (M) Not recorded 

Rapanea gilliana NEST (M) Not recorded 

Selago rotundifolia NEST (M) Not recorded 

Sensitive species 1252 NEST (M) Not recorded 

Sensitive species 448 NEST (M) Not recorded 

Sensitive species 588 NEST (M) Not recorded 

Sensitive species 654 NEST (M) Not recorded 

Sensitive species 657 NEST (M) Not recorded 

Sensitive species 670 NEST (M) Not recorded 

Sensitive species 991 NEST (M) Not recorded 

 

As per Table 3, no Endangered or Critically Endangered flora species were confirmed to be present nor 

known to be present in the affected area. PNCO (Provincial Nature Conservation Ordinance) permits 

may be required as species protected ito the PNCO are present. 

 

The SSVR thus disputes the flagged flora (‘plant’) Species of Conservation Concern and MEDIUM plant 

species designations, and a specialist flora (plant) species sensitivity of LOW is allocated.  

2.1.3 Animal Species (Fauna) 

National Environmental Screening Tool flagged several fauna species.  The entire footprint is situated 

within transformed and degraded habitat and the faunal species flagged will not be affected, due to 

the limited footprint and extensive more suitable habitat being present in the surrounding area. 

Red Listed and Protected Fauna 
As per Table 4, no Endangered or Critically fauna species were found to be present nor likely to be 

affected by the scale of activity, although some may occur as transient visitors as they are known form 

the broader area and are mobile species (i.e. birds and a small mammal). No faunal species of 

conservation concern is thus likely to be directly or indirectly affected significantly by the proposed 

activity. Suitable habitat for these species is well represented in the surrounding area and in lieu of the 

limited size of the development footprint, no significant risk to these species if they do visit in a 

transient manner.  

Table 4: Fauna Species of Special Concern (SCC) 
SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME STATUS2 COMMENT/PRESENCE 

Mammals    

 

2 PNCO - Provincial Nature Conservation Ordinance (1974); ToPS – Threatened or Protected Species  
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SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME STATUS2 COMMENT/PRESENCE 

Sensitive species 8  NEST (M) 
Unlikely to occur on site surrounded by urban 
development.  Not recorded 

Sensitive Species 5  NEST (M) 
Unlikely to occur on site surrounded by urban 
development. Not recorded 

Chlorotalpa duthieae  NEST (M) 
Unlikely to occur on site surrounded by urban 
development. Not recorded 

Birds    

Bradypterus sylvaticus Knysna warbler NEST (H) 

May be a transient visitor to the area, not at 
risk from the scale of the proposed activity 
and small site surrounded by urban 
development does not provide irreplaceable 
habitat. 

Afrotis afra  NEST (M) 

Circus maurus Black Harrier NEST (H) 

Circus ranivorus  (NEST (H) 

Eupodotis senegalensis  NEST (M) 

Hydroprogne caspia Caspian Tern NEST (H) 

Neotis denhami  NEST (H) 

Stephanoaetus 
coronatus 

Crowner Eagle NEST (H) 

Tyto capensis  NEST (H) 

Reptiles    

None of concern flagged 

Amphibians    

None of concern flagged  

Invertebrates    

Aneuryphymus 
montanus 

Yellow-winged 
Agile Grasshopper  

NEST (M) 
No suitable habitat present, outside of known 
range. Not present. 

 

The SSVR thus disputes the flagged fauna (‘animal’) species of conservation concern and MEDIUM 

animal species designations, and a specialist faunal (animal) species sensitivity of LOW is allocated.  

 

2.1.4 Aquatic 

Refer to Aquatic Assessment report.  No impact of consequence is expected to any terrestrial features 

associated with any aquatic habitat, none of which was identified on site. 
 

2.2 Conclusions 

The site verification thus confirms that while property does fall within the broader Algoa Sandstone 

Fynbos area, most of the vegetation on site is transformed and/or secondary with moderate to dense 

alien invasion and only a small pocket (<1Ha) having remnant Algoa Sand Fynbos element. The remnant 

pocket is degraded and does not provide significant ecological value. The heavily degraded and invaded 

nature of the habitat is also unlikely to provide suitable permanent or sustainable habitat for any 

flagged fauna species of conservation concern and no flagged plant species of conservation concern 

were recorded nor are likely to occur. Any species of Conservation Concern that are present, should be 

relocated (with appropriate permits) into an area that provides better conservation and ecological 

opportunity rather than a small, isolated site surrounded by urban development. 

 

The findings of this SSVR do not differ significantly from the assessment conducted in 2020 and the 

findings and recommendations of that report are deemed to still be valid and applicable. Since the 

findings are comparable and no change in impact or mitigation has been identified, it is concluded that 

no additional assessment or reporting is required over and above the 2020 report. 
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Figure 7: Eastern Cape Biodiversity Sector Plan (2019) – site does overlap with ESA designated areas. 

 
Figure 8: Protected Areas and NPAES in vicinity. 
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Figure 9: Rivers, Wetlands, Estuaries, FEPAs & SWSA’s. 

 

Figure 10: Distribution Records of Flora and Fauna Species of Conservation Concern. 
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Figure 11: Mapped Vegetation and Sensitivity (no change from 2020 assessment). 
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3 Appendices 

3.1 Appendix 2: Site Photos 
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3.2 Appendix 2: Declaration, Specialist Profile and Registration  

 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 3 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 4 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 5 
 

   



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 6 
 

 
 

 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 7 
 

 
 

 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 8 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 9 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 10 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 11 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 12 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 13 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 14 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 15 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 16 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 17 
 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 18 
 

 



Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment: Parsonsvlei Erven 984 & 1134 29/07/2025 

 
 

 

 

Compiled by:  Jamie Pote (Pr. Sci. Nat.) 19 
 

3.3 Appendix 3: Protocol for the Specialist Assessment and 

Minimum Report Content Requirements for Environmental 

Impacts on Terrestrial Biodiversity  

SCOPE 
The protocol (Procedures for the assessment and minimum criteria for reporting on identified 
environmental themes in terms of sections 24(5)(a) and (h) and 44 of the National Environmental 
Management Act, 1998, when applying for environmental authorisation (GN 320, 20 March 2020)) 
provides the criteria for the assessment and reporting of impacts on terrestrial biodiversity for activities 
requiring environmental authorisation.  
The protocol (Procedures for the Assessment and Minimum Criteria for Reporting on Identified 
Environmental Themes in terms of sections 24(5)(a) and (h) and 44 of NEMA, gazetted on 30 October 2020), 
provides the criteria for the assessment and reporting of impacts on plant and animal species for 
activities requiring environmental authorisation. 
These protocols replace the requirements of Appendix 6 of the Environmental Impact Assessment 
Regulation3.  
The assessment and minimum reporting requirements of this protocol are associated with a level of 
environmental sensitivity identified by the national web based environmental screening tool 
(https://screening.environment.gov.za/screeningtool). The requirements for terrestrial biodiversity are 
for landscapes or sites which support various levels of biodiversity. The relevant terrestrial biodiversity 
data in the screening tool has been provided by the South African National Biodiversity Institute4. 
 
SITE SENSITIVITY VERIFICATION AND MINIMUM REPORT CONTENT REQUIREMENTS 

Prior to commencing with a specialist assessment, the current use of the land and the potential 
environmental sensitivity of the site under consideration as identified by the screening tool must be 
confirmed by undertaking a site sensitivity verification. 

2.1. The site sensitivity verification must be undertaken by an environmental assessment practitioner or 
a specialist. 
2.2. The site sensitivity verification must be undertaken through the use of: 

(a) a desk top analysis, using satellite imagery, 

(b) a preliminary on-site inspection; and 

(c) any other available and relevant information. 
2.3. The outcome of the site sensitivity verification must be recorded in the form of a report that: 

(a) confirms or disputes the current use of the land and environmental sensitivity as identified by 
the screening tool, such as new developments or infrastructure, the change in vegetation cover 
or status etc.; 

(b) contains a motivation and evidence (e.g., photographs) of either the verified or different use of 
the land and environmental sensitivity; and 

(c) is submitted together with the relevant assessment report prepared in accordance with the 
requirements of the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations. 

 

3 The Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, as promulgated in terms of Section 24 (5) of the National Environmental 
Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998). 
4 The biodiversity dataset has been provided by the South African National Biodiversity Institute (for details of the dataset, 
click on the options button to the right of the various biodiversity layers on ther screening tool). 

https://screening.environment.gov.za/screeningtool
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TERRESTRIAL BIODIVERSITY SPECIALIST ASSESSMENT AND MINIMUM REPORT CONTENT 
REQUIREMENTS 

TABLE 
1: 

ASSESSMENT AND REPORTING OF IMPACTS ON TERRESTRIAL BIODIVERSITY 
REPORT 

REFERENCE 

1 General Information  - 

1.1 
An applicant intending to undertake an activity identified in the scope of this 
protocol, on a site identified on the screening tool as being "very high sensitivity" for 
terrestrial biodiversity, must submit a Terrestrial Biodiversity Specialist Assessment. 

  

1.2 An applicant intending to undertake an activity identified in the scope of this 
protocol on a site identified by the screening tool as being ‘low sensitivity' for 
terrestrial biodiversity, must submit a Terrestrial Biodiversity Compliance Statement. 

 

1.3 However, where the information gathered from the site sensitivity verification differs 
from the designation of 'very high’ terrestrial biodiversity sensitivity on the screening 
tool and it is found to be of a ‘low’ sensitivity, then a Terrestrial Biodiversity 
Compliance Statement must be submitted. 

 

1.4 Similarly, where the information gathered from the site sensitivity verification differs 
from that identified as having a ‘low’ terrestrial biodiversity sensitivity on the 
screening tool, a Terrestrial Biodiversity Specialist Assessment must be conducted. 

 

1.5 If any part of the proposed development footprint falls within an area of ‘very high’ 
sensitivity, the assessment and reporting requirements prescribed for the ‘very high’ 
sensitivity apply to the entire footprint, excluding linear activities for which impacts 
on terrestrial biodiversity are temporary and the land in the opinion of the terrestrial 
biodiversity specialist, based on the mitigation and remedial measures, can be 
returned to the current state within two years of the completion of the construction 
phase, in which case a compliance statement applies. Development footprint in the 
context of this protocol means the area on which the proposed development will 
take place and includes any are that will be disturbed. 

 

  VERY HIGH SENSITIVITY RATING for terrestrial biodiversity features  

3.1.13 a motivation must be provided if there were development footprints identified as per 
paragraph 2.3.6 above that were identified as having a ‘low' terrestrial biodiversity 
sensitivity and that were not considered appropriate, 

 

  LOW SENSITIVITY RATING – for terrestrial biodiversity features   

4 Terrestrial Biodiversity Compliance Statement 
 

4.1 The compliance statement must be prepared by a specialist registered with the 
SACNASP and having expertise in the field of ecological sciences.  

4.2 The compliance statement must:  

4.2.1 be applicable to the preferred site and proposed development footprint;  
4.2.2 confirm that the site is of ‘low’ sensitivity for terrestrial biodiversity; and  
4.2.3 indicate whether or not the proposed development will have any impact on the 

biodiversity feature.  

4.3 The compliance statement must contain, as a minimum, the following information:  

4.3.1 the contact details of the specialist, their SACNASP registration number, their field of 
expertise and a curriculum vitae;  

4.3.2 a signed statement of independence by the specialist;  
4.3.3 a statement on the duration, date and season of the site inspection and the 

relevance of the season to the outcome of the assessment;  

4.3.4 a baseline profile description of biodiversity and ecosystems of the site;  
4.3.5 the methodology used to verify the sensitivities of the terrestrial biodiversity 

features on the site, including equipment and modeling used, where relevant;  

4.3.6 in the case of a linear activity, confirmation from the terrestrial biodiversity specialist 
that, in their opinion, based on the mitigation and remedial measures propped, the 
land can be returned to the current state within two years of completion of the 
construction phase; 

  

4.3.7 where required, proposed impact management outcomes or any monitoring 
requirements for inclusion in the EMPr;  

4.3.8 a description of the assumptions made and any uncertainties or gaps in knowledge or 
data; and  
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4.3.9 any conditions to which this statement is subjected. EAP 

4.4 A signed copy of the compliance statement must be appended to the Basic 
Assessment Report or Environmental Impact Assessment Report. 

EAP 

  
ANIMAL SPECIES SPECIALIST ASSESSMENT AND MINIMUM REPORT CONTENT REQUIREMENTS 

TABLE 1: ASSESSMENT AND REPORTING OF IMPACTS ON TERRESTRIAL BIODIVERSITY 
REPORT 
REFERENCE 

1 General Information  

1.1 An applicant intending to undertake an activity identified in the scope of this 
protocol, on a site identified by the screening tool as being of “very high” or “high” 
sensitivity for terrestrial animal species must submit a Terrestrial Animal Species 
Specialist Assessment Report. 

   

1.2 An applicant intending to undertake an activity identified in the scope of this 
protocol on a site identified by the screening tool as being of “medium sensitivity” 
for terrestrial animal species must submit either a Terrestrial Animal Species 
Specialist Assessment Report or a Terrestrial Animal Species Compliance 
Statement, depending on the outcome of a site inspection undertaken in 
accordance with paragraph 4. 

  

1.3 An applicant intending to undertake an activity identified in the scope of this 
protocol on a site identified by the screening tool as being of “low” sensitivity for 
terrestrial animal species must submit a Terrestrial Animal Species Compliance 
Statement. 

  

1.4 Where the information gathered from the site sensitivity verification differs from 
the screening tool designation of “very high” or “high”, for terrestrial animal 
species sensitivity and it is found to be of a “low” sensitivity, then a Terrestrial 
Animal Species Compliance Statement must be submitted. 

  

1.5 Where the information gathered from the site sensitivity verification differs from the 

screening tool designation of “low” terrestrial animal species sensitivity and it is 

found to be of a “very high” or “high” terrestrial animal species sensitivity, a 

Terrestrial Animal Species Specialist Assessment must be conducted. 

  

1.6 If any part of the development falls within an area of confirmed “very high” or 

“high” sensitivity, the assessment and reporting requirements prescribed for the 

“very high” or “high” sensitivity, apply to the entire development footprint. 

Development footprint in the context of this protocol means, the area on which 

the proposed development will take place and includes the area that will be 

disturbed or impacted. 

  

1.7 The Terrestrial Animal Species Specialist Assessment and the Terrestrial Animal 

Species Compliance Statement must be undertaken within the study area. 
  

1.8 Where the nature of the activity is not expected to have an impact on species of 

conservation concern (SCC) beyond the boundary of the preferred site, the study 

area means the proposed development footprint within the preferred site. 

  

1.9 Where the nature of the activity is expected to have an impact on SCC beyond the 

boundary of the preferred site, the project areas of influence (PAOI) must be 

determined by the specialist in accordance with Species Environmental Assessment 

Guideline5, and the study area must include the PAOI, as determined. 

  

  VERY HIGH AND HIGH SENSITIVITY RATING for terrestrial animal species  

2 Terrestrial Animal Species Specialist Assessment   

 VERY HIGH SENSITIVITY RATING 

1. Critical habitat for range-restricted species6 of conservation concern, that have 
a global range of less than 10 km2. 

  

 

5 Available at https://bgis.sanbi.org/  
6 Species with a geographically restricted area of distribution. 

https://bgis.sanbi.org/
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2. SCC listed on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species7 or on South Africa’s 
National Red List website8 as Critically Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable 
according to the IUCN Red List 3.1. Categories and Criteria or listed as 
Nationally Rare. 

3. Species aggregations that represent ≥1% of the global population size of a 
species, over a season, and during one or more key stages of its life cycle. 

4. The number of mature individuals that ranks the site among the largest 10 
aggregations known for the species. 

These areas are irreplaceable for SCC. 

 HIGH SENSITIVITY RATING 

1. Confirmed habitat for SCC. 
2. SCC, listed on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species or South Africa’s 

National Red List website as Critically Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable, 
according to the IUCN Red List 3.1. Categories and Criteria and under the 
national category of Rare. 

These areas are unsuitable for development due to a very likely impact on SCC. 

 

2.2.12 identify any alternative development footprints within the preferred site which 
would be of “low” or “medium” sensitivity as identified by the screening tool and 
verified through the site sensitivity verification. 

 

2.3 The findings of the assessment must be written up in a Terrestrial Animal Species 
Specialist Assessment Report. 

 

3 Terrestrial Animal Species Specialist Assessment Report  

3.1.13 a motivation must be provided if there were any development footprints identified 
as per paragraph 2.2.12 above that were identified as having “low” or “medium” 
terrestrial animal species sensitivity and were not considered appropriate. 

 

4 MEDIUM SENSITIVITY SPECIES OF CONSERVATION CONCERN CONFIRMATION  

 MEDIUM SENSITIVITY RATING – for terrestrial animal species: 

1. Suspected habitat for SCC based either on historical records (prior to 2002) or 

being a natural area included in a habitat suitability model for this species9. 

2. SCC listed on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species or South Africa’s 

National Red List website as Critically Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable 

according to the IUCN Red List 3.1. Categories and Criteria and under the 

national category of Rare. 

 

4.6 Where SCC are found on site or have been confirmed to be likely present, a 
Terrestrial Animal Species Specialist Assessment must be submitted in accordance 
with the requirements specified for “very high” and “high” sensitivity in this protocol. 

 

4.7 Similarly, where no SCC are found on site during the site inspection or the presence 
is confirmed to be unlikely, a Terrestrial Animal Species Compliance Statement 
must be submitted. 

 

5  LOW SENSITIVITY RATING – for terrestrial animal species   
Terrestrial Animal Species Compliance Statement 

1. Areas where no natural habitat remains. 
2. Natural areas where there is no suspected occurrence of SCC. 

 

5.1 The compliance statement must be prepared by a SACNASP registered specialist 
under one of the two fields of practice (Zoological Science or Ecological Science). 

 

5.2 The compliance statement must:  
5.2.1 be applicable to the study area;  
5.2.2 confirm that the study area, is of “low” sensitivity for terrestrial animal species; and  

 

7 https://www.iucnredlist.org/  
8 This category includes the categories Extremely Rare, Critically Rare and Rare 
9 The methodology by which habitat suitability models have been developed are explained within the Species Environmental 
Assessment Guideline. 

https://www.iucnredlist.org/
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5.2.3 indicate whether or not the proposed development will have any impact on SCC.  
5.3 The compliance statement10 must contain, as a minimum, the following 

information: 
 

5.3.1 contact details and relevant experience as well as the SACNASP registration 
number of the specialist preparing the compliance statement including a 
curriculum vitae; 

 

5.3.2 a signed statement of independence by the specialist;  
5.3.3 a statement on the duration, date and season of the site inspection and the relevance 

of the season to the outcome of the assessment; 
 

5.3.4 a description of the methodology used to undertake the site survey and prepare the 
compliance statement, including equipment and modelling used where relevant; 

 

5.3.5 the mean density of observations/ number of samples sites per unit area15.  

5.3.6 where required, proposed impact management actions and outcomes or any 
monitoring requirements for inclusion in the EMPr; 

 

5.3.7 a description of the assumptions made and any uncertainties or gaps in knowledge 
or data; and 

 

5.3.8 any conditions to which the compliance statement is subjected.  
6 A signed copy of the Terrestrial Animal Species Compliance Statement must be 

appended to the Basic Assessment Report or the Environmental Impact 
Assessment Report. 

 

 
PLANT SPECIES SPECIALIST ASSESSMENT AND MINIMUM REPORT CONTENT REQUIREMENTS 

TABLE 1: ASSESSMENT AND REPORTING OF IMPACTS ON TERRESTRIAL BIODIVERSITY 
REPORT 
REFERENCE 

1 General Information  

1.1 An applicant intending to undertake an activity identified in the scope of this 
protocol, on a site identified by the screening tool as being of “very high” or “high” 
sensitivity for terrestrial plant species must submit a Terrestrial Plant Species 
Specialist Assessment Report. 

 

1.2 An applicant intending to undertake an activity identified in the scope of this 
protocol on a site identified by the screening tool as being of “medium sensitivity” 
for terrestrial plant species must submit either a Terrestrial Plant Species 
Specialist Assessment Report or a Terrestrial Plant Species Compliance 
Statement, depending on the outcome of a site inspection undertaken in 
accordance with paragraph 4. 

 

1.3 An applicant intending to undertake an activity identified in the scope of this 
protocol on a site identified by the screening tool as being of “low” sensitivity for 
terrestrial plant species must submit a Terrestrial Plant Species Compliance 
Statement. 

 

1.4 Where the information gathered from the site sensitivity verification differs from 
the screening tool designation of “very high” or “high”, for terrestrial plant species 
sensitivity and it is found to be of a “low” sensitivity, then a Terrestrial Plant 
Species Compliance Statement must be submitted. 

 

1.5 Where the information gathered from the site sensitivity verification differs from the 

screening tool designation of “low” terrestrial plant species sensitivity and it is 

found to be of a “very high” or “high” terrestrial plant species sensitivity, a 

Terrestrial Plant Species Specialist Assessment must be conducted. 

 

1.6 If any part of the development falls within an area of confirmed “very high” or 

“high” sensitivity, the assessment and reporting requirements prescribed for the 

“very high” or “high” sensitivity, apply to the entire development footprint. 

Development footprint in the context of this protocol means, the area on which 

the proposed development will take place and includes the area that will be 

 

 

10 An example of a what is contained in a Compliance Statement for Animal Species Impact Assessment can be found in the 
Species Environmental Impact Assessment Guideline 
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disturbed or impacted. 

1.7 The Terrestrial Plant Species Specialist Assessment and the Terrestrial Plant 

Species Compliance Statement must be undertaken within the study area. 
 

1.8 Where the nature of the activity is not expected to have an impact on species of 

conservation concern (SCC) beyond the boundary of the preferred site, the study 

area means the proposed development footprint within the preferred site. 

 

1.9 Where the nature of the activity is expected to have an impact on SCC beyond the 

boundary of the preferred site, the project areas of influence (PAOI) must be 

determined by the specialist in accordance with Species Environmental Assessment 

Guideline11, and the study area must include the PAOI, as determined. 

 

  VERY HIGH AND HIGH SENSITIVITY RATING for terrestrial plant species  

2 Terrestrial Plant Species Specialist Assessment  

 VERY HIGH SENSITIVITY RATING 

1. Critical habitat for range-restricted species12 of conservation concern, that 
have a global range of less than 10 km2. 

2. SCC listed on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species13 or on South Africa’s 
National Red List website14 as Critically Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable 
according to the IUCN Red List 3.1. Categories and Criteria or listed as 
Nationally Rare. 

3. Species aggregations that represent ≥1% of the global population size of a 
species, over a season, and during one or more key stages of its life cycle. 

4. The number of mature individuals that ranks the site among the largest 10 
aggregations known for the species. 

These areas are irreplaceable for SCC. 
 
HIGH SENSITIVITY RATING 

1. Confirmed habitat for SCC. 
2. SCC, listed on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species or South Africa’s 

National Red List website as Critically Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable, 
according to the IUCN Red List 3.1. Categories and Criteria and under the 
national category of Rare. 

These areas are unsuitable for development due to a very likely impact on SCC. 

 

2.3.12 identify any alternative development footprints within the preferred site which 
would be of “low” or “medium” sensitivity as identified by the screening tool and 
verified through the site sensitivity verification. 

 

2.4 The findings of the assessment must be written up in a Terrestrial Plant Species 
Specialist Assessment Report. 

 

3 Terrestrial Plant Species Specialist Assessment Report  
3.1.13 a motivation must be provided if there were any development footprints identified 

as per paragraph 2.3.12 above that were identified as having “low” or “medium” 
terrestrial plant species sensitivity and were not considered appropriate. 

 

4 MEDIUM SENSITIVITY SPECIES OF CONSERVATION CONCERN CONFIRMATION  

 MEDIUM SENSITIVITY RATING – for terrestrial plant species:  

 
1. Suspected habitat for SCC based either on there being records for this species 

collected in the past, prior to 2002, or being a natural area included in a habitat 

suitability model15. 

 

 

11 Available at https://bgis.sanbi.org/  
12 Species with a geographically restricted area of distribution. 
13 https://www.iucnredlist.org/  
14 This category includes the categories Extremely Rare, Critically Rare and Rare 
15 The methodology by which habitat suitability models have been developed are explained within the Species Environmental 
Assessment Guideline. 

https://bgis.sanbi.org/
https://www.iucnredlist.org/
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2. SCC listed on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species or South Africa’s 

National Red List website as Critically Endangered, Endangered or Vulnerable 

according to the IUCN Red List 3.1. Categories and Criteria and under the 

national category of Rare. 

4.6 Where SCC are found on site or have been confirmed to be likely present, a 
Terrestrial Plant Species Specialist Assessment must be submitted in accordance 
with the requirements specified for “very high” and “high” sensitivity in this protocol. 

 

4.7 Similarly, where no SCC are found on site during the site inspection or the presence 
is confirmed to be unlikely, a Terrestrial Plant Species Compliance Statement must 
be submitted. 

 

5  LOW SENSITIVITY RATING – for terrestrial plant species   
Terrestrial Plant Species Compliance Statement 

1. Areas where no natural habitat remains. 
2. Natural areas where there is no suspected occurrence of SCC. 

 

5.1 The compliance statement must be prepared by a SACNASP registered specialist 
under one of the two fields of practice (Botanical Science or Ecological Science). 

 

5.2 The compliance statement must:  
5.2.1 be applicable to the study area;  
5.2.2 confirm that the study area, is of “low” sensitivity for terrestrial plant species; and  
5.2.3 indicate whether or not the proposed development will have any impact on SCC.  

5.3 The compliance statement16 must contain, as a minimum, the following 
information: 

 

5.3.1 contact details and relevant experience as well as the SACNASP registration 
number of the specialist preparing the compliance statement including a 
curriculum vitae; 

 

5.3.2 a signed statement of independence by the specialist;  
5.3.3 a statement on the duration, date and season of the site inspection and the relevance 

of the season to the outcome of the assessment; 
 

5.3.4 a description of the methodology used to undertake the site survey and prepare the 
compliance statement, including equipment and modelling used where relevant; 

 

5.3.5 where required, proposed impact management actions and outcomes or any 
monitoring requirements for inclusion in the EMPr; 

 

5.3.6 a description of the assumptions made and any uncertainties or gaps in knowledge 
or data; 

 

5.3.7 the mean density of observations/ number of samples sites per unit area17; and  
5.3.8 any conditions to which the compliance statement is subjected.  

6 A signed copy of the Terrestrial Plant Species Compliance Statement must be 
appended to the Basic Assessment Report or the Environmental Impact 
Assessment Report. 

 

 

  

 

16 An example of a what is contained in a Compliance Statement for Plant Species Impact Assessment can be found in the 
Species Environmental Impact Assessment Guideline 
17 Refer to the Species Environmental Assessment Guideline 
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