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Proviso:

This report is based on a desk-top study as requested by the client. At the time
of the coordinated field visit for biotic specialists, I was overseas, and requested
my consultancy colleague, Mr. Kobus Jooste, to reconnoiter this section on my
behalf. I therefore rely on his expert knowledge and reporting, as well as a
number of digital photographs produced specifically with avian habitats in mind,
As can be gleaned from the initial impact assessments, this section rated very
low in its importance as seminal habitats for birds or mammals. I therefore
considered it prudent to purchase the ADU (Avian Demography Unit, UCT) for
the appropriate squares and to select and discuss species that may be influenced
by the new alignment.

1. INTRODUCTION

The terms of reference for this specialist study (adapted from the original TOR) are to:

. Identify areas and habitats significant to the conservation of bird species of
special interest as identified from the scoping report as well as from
additional evaluation of the proposed project,

. Make recommendations towards avoiding or mitigation of potential impacts,
whether related to route alignment, road construction or operations,
including recommendations regarding post construction rehabilitation,

. Do a field and desktop assessment of any impacts that may be identified,
without and with proposed avoidance/mitigation measures, using the
assessment method provided,

. Assess the road design to ensure implementation of recommendations or
concerns. This would be in the form of both desktop assessment and a
workshop with the engineers and other specialists,

. Provide a detailed description of construction phase mitigation
requirements/recommendations and rehabilitation requirements for inclusion
into the construction phase management plan.

This short report deals with the alternative routing for Sector 3: Highway Section 7,
known as the “Farmer’s alternative” as well as two alternative routings in the vicinity of
the farm Phesantekraal, known as Alternative B1 and B2

This report should be seen as supplementary to the report titled “R300 Extension/N21
Cape Town ring road toll project - environmental impact assessment - birds” and read
in conjunction with said report.



2. SECTOR 3: HIGHWAY SECTION 7 (FARMER’S ALTERNATIVE)

The alternative routing for the sector of the proposed N21 (R300), from Wellington Road
to the N7/Vissershok  Interchange was visited on 18 and 28 August 2003 by my
colleague Mr. Kobus Jooste. Although the alternative routing is slightly longer than the
original routing, it passes almost entirely through an area extensively converted to
agriculture and will have less effect on natural habitats than the original alignment.

The crossing of wetlands is also considerably less in extent than that of the original
routing and from this perspective the “farmer’s alternative” routing will also have less
impact than the original route. The following discussion and recommendations are thus
based the reading and adaptation of the “Jooste Report”, a perusal of habitat
photographs and routing maps as supplied by the client and personal discussions with
Messrs. Kobus Jooste, Henk Geertsema and Athetton de Villiers.

2.1 Species and habitats

The most important habitats for birds in this section are some remnants of renosterveld
still remaining at Km 8 & 9 and the crossing of the Diep River at Km 6. It must also be
borne in mind that many species of birds have adapted to anthropomorphic habitats and
some may even have benefited from agricultural activities. Full species lists were
obtained from the Avian Demography unit at the University of Cape Town, and are given
in full as Appendix 1 (see pages 8-19). A substantial number of these species are
simply recorded on a present/absent basis, are over-flights and/or vagrants, and can
therefore not be expected to occur here under normal circumstances. The lists have
therefore been colour-coded using the following key:

2.1.1 Expected to occur commonly

2.3 Expected impacts

Where the proposed road crosses ephemeral wetlands, populations of bird species could
be isolated as these wetland areas are expected to be the prime habitat for most
species. The only wetland affected by the alternative route is the Diep River crossing,
where the effect will be less than on the original routing as the length of the crossing is
considerably less. The same situation would occur where continuous patches of natural
veld are bisected. Again this effect would be less than for the original routing as the
proposed alternative routing only passes through the northern perimeter of small
patches of natural vegetation at Km 8 and 9.

As can be gleaned from the colour-coded lists below, there are only four species that
may be negatively impacted, not only by the proposed development, but by any physical
disturbance. They are:

2.3.1 Barn owls














