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CONSTRUCTION OF A BOUNDARY WALL AND STORAGE AREA ON ERF 3132 St.Francis Bay 

AGRICULTURAL SENSITIVITY VERIFICATION REPORT 

1. DFFE – Screening tool – Agricultural sensitivity 

The DFFE Screening Report referred to in Regulation 16(1)(v) of the NEMA EIA 2014 regulations and 

generated using the DFFE Screening Tool, indicates that the site contains agricultural areas of medium 

sensitivity (Figure 1). A site assessment was carried out by an agricultural practitioner to verify the 

sensitivity of the site with regards to agricultural potential.  

 

Figure 1: DFFE Screening Tool outcome for agricultural theme (medium sensitivity) 

 

2. Details of site inspection 

A site inspection was not done as sufficient information on the site and soils was provided in a 

geotechnical report conducted by Outeniqua Geotechnical Services, Knysna.  

A Soil pit was excavated and described.  The soils were classified using the Soil Classification, (Soil 

Classification Working Group, 2018). 

The property is used domestically and is currently not used for agriculture. 

3. Details of Agricultural practitioner 

Gavin Schafer SACNASP No. 40081/03  
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4. Geology and soils 

The geology of the area is described as aeolianite. 

The soil is classified as Witbank 1000.  This is an Anthrosol which is a soil that has been altered due to 

human activities, i.e. topsoil has been added to the profile.  

The topsoil is a dark brown fine silty sand some 20 cm thick which overlies deep (in excess of 150 cm) 

pale yellow, fine sand. 

 

5. Site Verification 

Aspects of the site:  

• Terrain unit: upper slope 

• Slope: gently sloping 

• Soil form:  Witbank 1100         ESD: 150 cm   TSD   150 cm 

• Topsoil clay %:  8     

• Subsoil clay%:  6 

• No agricultural activity takes place and has not for the past 5 years.  

• There has been no agricultural related employment for the last 5 years. 

 

This land has not been used for agricultural activities in the recent past.  The surrounding area is not 

used for agriculture but housing. The site is of low agricultural sensitivity for agriculture. 

The land concerned has not been used or agriculture for the past 5 years and more and the development 

have no impact on the agricultural potential; The proposed development will have no adverse effect on 

the agricultural potential. 

 

Conclusion 

The site has a low agricultural potential due to: 

1. The soil has a low water holding capacity. 

2. The area is too small to support an economically viable agricultural enterprise. 

I approve of the development of a boundary wall and storage area on this site. The proposed 

development will have no effect on the agricultural potential of the site. 

It would be of little value to return the land to its original state due to the inherent low soil potential for 

agriculture. 

I recommend that project should go ahead as the agricultural potential is low. 
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