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REVIEW REPORTYREVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

SUMMARY

The George Municipal Spatial Development Framew®ISDIF Review 2026 provides an overview of the implementation of the George Municipal Spatial Development
Frameworkand Implementation Plagince its doptionin May 2023, assesssthe continued relevance of the proposals asdimed ainformingthe process ohmendment
of the George MSDF to be undertaken in 88252027 period, whilst taking the MSDF Revi@®24,2025, and 2026nto consideration

This report covers the purpose ah MSDF Reviewgcaps he spatial outcomes envisaged in the MSDF2@2&nowledgesew, available planninghformants recaps on
the 205 Review and the relevance of observations made in such redadsets out current observedirends, which may affect spatial plannirgince the2023MSDF
adoption. The report includes an appraisal of the approach, strategies and policies of the MSDF to establish whether amendméid thgreed to address trends and
respond to planning informantsAn assessment athe progress oMSDF implementation actions included Reference tothe draft Capital Expenditure FrameworE[F
processis noted Note that the Review report will be used as input in the 2025/26 MSDF Status Quo Analysis, which will, in turn, inform thedp26@6427 MSDF
Amendment.

This Review Report must be read with tleelopted GeorgeMunicipal Spatial Development FramewoyR023
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1. INTRODUCTION

Ly GGSN¥xya 2F aSOGA2Y ond6lvoAD 2
GSNx¥a 2F {SOGA2y nm FyR (2 (GKS S
measure and review performance at least once a year.

{12 &l Ydzy A OA Lperfornénée méarémesBndA S ¢ A
0 GKI G tiéaKa yUidipglil mash mabitdrparformahceS a & 2

The MunicipalSpatial DevelopmentFramework (MSDF} a core component of the IDRIthoughthe annual MSDF Review is reothange of theadopted
MSDF, the annual review ia assessmentf performance which maylead to the need to amend aewrite the MSDF, immediately or in time.

The George Municipal Spatial Development Framework (MSDF) Revidngra0les an overview of the implementation of the George Municipal Spatial
Development Framework since itd@ptionin May 2023, assesses the continued relevance of the propegailst taking observations and recommendations
in the 15tand second 2 Review (2024 2025)into considerationand is aimed at informing the processdzftailed Status Quo Analysis anagn&ndment of

the George MSDF to be undertaken in the 2@P27 period.

The purposerole anduse ofthe GeorgeMunicipal Spatial Development Framewaide noted in thentroductionof the MSDF 2023, followed by an overview
of the spatial planning context and a synthesis of 8tatus Quo Analysisvhich preceded the amendment procesnd the identification of key issues
affecting spatial developmentt K S { 5 Cdhponddi® nelBte to the Spatial Vision, Spatial ConceptEtementsand the Implementation Framework
all detailed in the MSDF 2023

2. PURPOSE @M ANNUAL REVIEW OF THE MSDF

{SOGA2Y ond6lFVOAD YR OAAUOL 2F GKS a{! &aLISI1 RANBOGTf & udidpaliyfn3elagoSts Re (2 a NI
guidance provided in its MSDF, as well as at any time deemed necessary in response to dirogistancesThe annual review allows for proactive

monitoring of the implementation of the MSDF, while highlighting the need for actions that need to be taken to supportDfeitf@ementation on a

sustained basi The Review Report does not constit@ieMSDF Amendmenihe DEA&DBuidelines advises that, while it would depend on the nature of

the changing circumstances in question, it is suggested that changing circumstances would best be dealtyei#in attérvals, whilst annual reviews could

start to highlight and build up st of what should inform the review in year 4 and 5 and should be addressed in the new IDP (and MSDF) to be adopted for

the next 5year term of office.
11|



REVIEW REPORTYREVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

¢CKS LIZN1}R a8 2F (KS Fyyddt NBOASS 2F (KS a{5Cs I a y2iSsMtokofMuiepdl SpatiaNI Od A O
5S@St2LIYSYy i CNJI YSg2N] & istoméasute $hé imdlembntiiog af ekjectivesstrategies and policies of the current MSDF and is

aimed at:
a) tNRY2GAY3 GKS AYLX SYSyiGlLdAz2y 2F GKS a{5C |YyR YI AyaidNSlantdmaBagenént A y i 2 |
systems.
b) Alerting municipal leadership to opportunities for further/ sustained MSDF implementation with a focus on the next annuoiaigpéycle.
c) Alerting municipal leadership to where the MSDF is not being implemented and how this can be improved.
d) Identifying any critical shifts in the planning and programming of projects.
e) ldentifying changing circumstances that should be tracked that may inform a decision on the need to amend an MSDF deiafmpnodch to the
compilation of a new MSDF when the time comes.
f)  Tracking and reflecting on planning applications and permissj@iignment to ordeparture/deviationfrom the MSDF and the implications for the
MSDF.
g) Guiding the contents of the proposals section of a new M&BRen drafting a new MSDER municipality can look back at the past annual reviews to
determine the extent to which the MSDF has been implemented.
l'a FIENJ LA aOKIFYy3IAy3d OANDdzradlyoSaeé NBE O2yOSNYSRI U ity that Hanea suBstagtigeNI f f &
impact on the MSDF policies and/ or proposals and could include:
a) changes in legislation, policy, norms or standards;
b) disasters (e.g. fires, droughitpoding, pandemics;
c) trigger points being reached in terms of certain parameterg. @ir quality standard, water quality standard, water supply leetd).
d) significant proposal for development in the municipal area that will result in significantly changed human settlemensne®as;onomic needs or
altered naturalenvironments;
e) change in population growth through migration into the municipal area or revisions to the data;
f) change in political leadership resulting in different priorities (directive changes);
g) new information that gives rise to the need for new or additional or changed policies, pneguadprojectsor adapted proposals; such as, information

I 88420AFGSR 6AGK GKS AYLIOGa 2F OftAYIF(GS OKIFy3aS o0F2N) SEIF YL S &SI f SO¢
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3. LEGISLATIVE REQUIREMENT TO UNDERTAKE AN ANNUAL MSDF REVIEW

The Municipal Systems Act (Act No. 32 of 2000) sections 34(a) and 41(1) stipulate that a municipal council must revievaitedidiegrlopment plan
annually in accordance with an assessment of its performance measurements to the extent that changinganeass demand; and may amend its
integrated development plan in accordance with a prescribed process.

The MSDF is a core component of the, @l the performance of the MSDF must be reviewed to establish whether development ssiyequtiorities and
objectives of the MSDF and whether progress has been made with respect to the MSDF Implementation Plan.

{SOGA2Y ond6lFVOAD YR O0AA0D 2F GKS a{! aLISI | p&formBioftie mingipalitya &elatiorStG&tRe (2 a NX
guidance provided in its MSDRs well as at any time deemed necesdaryesponse to changing circumstancebhe annual review allows foroactive

monitoring of the implementation of the MSDQRwhile highlighting the need for actions that need to be taken to support the MSDF implementation on a
sustained basis.

Therefore, factors that will be considered in this MSDF review are set out in the following questions:

a) Are theaims and objective®f the MSDF being reached by the municipality?

b) Is the direction provided by thelSDF being brought intthe compilation or amendments eoélevant sector plange.g., the Integrated Transport Plan,
Water Services Development Plan, Integrated Waste Management Plan, Air Quality Management Plan, engineerimgaségviptans, the human
settlements plan, etc.)?

c) Isthemunicipal budgetbeing spent in line witlthe priority development area®f the MSDF?

d) Whatsubstantive development permissior{sezoningsand subdivisions) has the municipality given in the past budget year or since the adoption of
the MSDF?

e) Are thesedevelopment permissions alignet the objectives, principles and policisst out in theMSDP

f)  Whatsite-specificdeviationsdid the Municipal Planning Tribunal (MPT) permit? What is the impact of these on the IDP, municipal budget and MSDF
implementation?

g) Areimplementation actions identified by the MSD{ncluding the Capital ExpendituFgamework) being brought forward into tH®P, and SDBIPs
(Service Delivery and Budget Implementation Plaasl beingoudgetedfor?

13|
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h)  Areimplementation actions identified by the MSOknhcluding the Capital Investment Framework) in 8teategic Plangnd/or Annual Performance
Plansand Budgetf relevantprovincial and national government departmentsnd stateowned entities?
i) Do prior amendments suggest the municipality needs to commence with a compilation of a new MSDF?

LJ2 NJ

w»

The annual review takes the form of an annual performance report that is inclslad Annexuretd KS ! yydzZl f aL5t wS@ASg w

4.  SPATIAL OUTCOMES

The George Municipal Spatial Development FramewdiBF) is a strategic plan that outlines the desired future growth and spatial development pattern
for the George Municipal area. It includes a set of documents and related plans that provide strategies and policiesatthachatial objectivesndcreate
spatial opportunities for the facilitation of the implementation of the IDIfjectives.The framework aims to guide development in a way that promotes
economic vitality, environmental integrity, and quality living environments while preserving thechaedcter and livelihoods.

The SDF sets out a spatial vision for the Municipality. The spatial vision draws on the principles ioutlieegpatial Planning and Land Use Management
Act (2013) (SPLUMA), as well as the vision as séh die IDP. The key spatial concepts are underpinned by what the vision seeks to achiavepacid
the vision spatially, as a means to inform the spatial strategies and framework. These prioiEiasas per the principles undenming the MSDF2023 and
are asfollows:

a) Spatial Justice: Past spatial and other development imbalances must be redressed imprmted access to, and use of, land by disadvantaged
communities and persons;

b) Spatial Sustainability: Spatial planning and land use management systems must pronpoiecipées of socieeconomic and environmental sustainability

by encouraging the protectioaf prime and uniquenatural and agricultural land; promoting land development in locations theg sustainablend limit
urban sprawl; consider all current and future costs to all parties invatvélte provision of infrastructure and social services to ensure the creation of viable
communities;

c¢) Efficiency: Land development must optimise the use of existing resources aamttrapanying infrastructure, while development application procedures
and timeframesnust be efficient and streamlined promote growth and employment;

d) Spatial Resilience: Ensure sustainable livelihoods in communities that are likely to suffgrabts of economic and environmental shocks; and
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e) Good Administration: All spheres of government must ensure an integrated approach telsidpment and all departments must provide their sector
inputs and comply with prescribegquirements during the preparation or amendment of SDFs.

The IDP vision fahe Georgea dzy’ A O A LI CityAfér & Sustdinatiie! Futurelthe spatial development framework adopts and shares the IDP vision, and
therefore, is the spatial representation of the abovementioned IDP vision. The SDF providpsdaece for the development trajectory and development
decisions of th&seorgeMunicipality.George Municipality has articulated three spatial developnagygroachesn its MSDF. The municipality seeks to:

a) Consolidateits urban footprint,promote city and settlement building thatproves livabilityand raises prospects by offering all resideatsesdo the
services, facilities, and opportunities of urban living. The municipality has therefore committed to:
i. Prioritisinginfrastructure that invests in people and their so&oconomic mobility and resilience.
ii. Investment in the rolbut, maintenance and improvement of social infrastructure targeting poor households.
iii. Enhance public transport ambn-motorisedtransport connectivity within and between settlements regionally and within the George city area.
iv. Provide and maintain high-quality, safe open space system through maintaining the integrity of existing spaces.
v. Actively seek to link viable open spaces into a continuous green web that, with the public transport corridors, formssther tlzsnon-motorised
transport network.

b) Strengthenandbuild on its foundations fogrowth and resilienceby:
i. Enhancing its natural and built assets that support life and livelihoods, as well as offer the potential for further prosperi
ii. Buffering people from the impacts of climate charggeife and property.
iii. Enabling George to grow off a sustainable and resilient base.

¢) PromoteSmart Growthand invest in catalysts for social and economic prosperitidegtifying the policies that should guide generative and inclusive
renewal and growth at the street scale. The focus is on identifying priority investment locations and clarifying hownguptieate investment should
take shape so that settlements effinclusive, accessible opportunities that support human capital growth. Transforming public spaces into safe, lively
communitiesand busineséfe that improvesthe attractiveness of George for investors and the whole community is at the heart of this strategy.

Thespatial concepiprovides danguage for describing the arrangement of people, places and environments; thus, bringing a spatial dimensispatiahe
planning approachstrategies, plans and priorities of the Municipalitection 4.3 of the MSDF 2023taiés and substantiatethe spatial conceptor the
George Municipal area (and the city area)dbasicallyrelates tothree spatial drivers subscribes to:
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i. Theprotection of the rural(agricultural, naturalarea
. Supporting dierarchy of settlements and nodes

iii. Supporting anntegrated system of accessibility and mobility

Key elements of this spatial concept seek to:

a)

b)

d)

e)

f)
9)

Restructure and integrate the dysfunctional urban fabric, invest in the public transport system, and promote urban retesveitions.

Create quality living environments through sustainable urban growth management, managing a hierarchy of City Activitthdlodesof Strategic
vacant land to take up new development demand, the densification of Urban Areas, and the provision of Bdesbiig Facilities. To this end, a tight
urbandevelopment boundarpas been proposed around the city amad urban area of secondary settlemenits recognition of the fact that sufficient
vacant and undeutilized land exists within the urban edge, atiét significant densification is requiretithin the urban area, and specificalijong
key intensification corridors (in support of the public transport system and a functional, efficient, and economicalliyciifpyan

To promote activity corridors and an intensification zone that corresponds to major public transport network rehiglswill accommodate most of
the densification and intensification within the municipal area.

Safeguard the environmental integrity and assets by establishing avidley open space system and environmental corridors, maintaining the
functionality of priority environmental areas, includin@ritical Biodiversity Areaand treading lightly in environmental support areagplying the
principles of the Spatial Planning Categosard elements (MSDF2023patialmitigation against impacts of Climate Change, managisgal landscapes
and corridors as well dgeritage resources.

Enhance the rural character and livelihood by protecting the productive landscape, managing the subdivision of ruraldhdadand andnhancing
rural livelihoods angromotingintegrated rural development.

Implement key road network linkages needed to restructure the urban form of the municipality, to promote more efficierst acces

To consolidate commercial, retaihixeduseand industrial development in the nodes that have been identified with these uses.

The spatial structuring of George (the greater George and the city area) aims to support enabling and inclusassom growth, integrated human
settlement and smart growth absorption. The objective iscteate a sustainable, compact urban formSustainability relates to environmental, socio
economig and fiscatobustness.
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TheComposite MSDF for Georged theComposite SDF for the George City A(&ze

Figurel andFigure?) illustrate the spatial concept adopted for the wider George Municipal area and, specifically, the George City area.
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The spatial development framework and related plans, illustrating the spatial conttegitguide spatial development decisions, were uploaded to the
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The performance of the spatial driversndependently and together as an integrated systeis supported bythree spatial development strategieand
accompanying policies for managing, guiding and promoting development in the Greater George and the George city ard¢adelpbara sectio.5 of
the MSDF:

Supporting arefficient Protectingresources and the Supporting soci@conomicwell

settlement form

environment being

The Review of the MSDF needs to establish whether the growth of George takes place in a manner to support tesgagiaient Policies and Strategies
andwhether the guidelines and the related spatial concept must be scheduled for amendment to address misalignment betweealthadthe intended
accommodation of development to serve the community of George

Theadopted Spatial Strategies?oliciesand Guiding Principleare noted inTable 14 of the adopted MSDF202®7-178)

In addition to the review of the Policies and Strategies, the MSDF Review is aimed at gauging progress with thepeetisationof the projects included

in the adopted Implementation Plan. The Implementation Platay 2023 includes elements identified in the MSDF Amendment Process, as being
interventions required, from a municipal mandate perspective, to support the Spatial Vision, Policies and Strategiesewhedleded in PaB.9 has
reference.

5. NEW PLANNING INFORMANTS, CHANGING CIRCUMSTANCES ANBREBNIENMENT OF THE MSDF2023

In thepastthreeyears, since the adoption of the George MSDRVay 2023 there hasnot been asignificantnumber ofnew planning informantsRefinement
of existing informants have howevdaken place, as is illustrated in this section of the Review RePorhponents of the 2023 Census data considered
the mostsignificantdata set andare dealt with underPar.5.5. Trends in development over the past y@ae evident from planning application approvals,
building plan approvals and from visual observations using availableRiata4 has referenceldentified IDP informantand Sector Plan informants, intent
andrequirements informed the 2023MSDF (and vice veasal) updates received are reflected in Ba2, 5.6to Par5.14 The purpose of this section is to set
out availablestudies, sector plan updateand new datasets received over the past yednichwere considered in this review tbetermine the implications
for the George MSDF, amadhticipatepotential amendments required.
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5.1

URBAN GROWTH PRESSURES & LAND COVER CHANGEZ9014

Theland cover change that took place between 2014 and 2@20reflected in the MSDF2028thin the cityareaof Georgewas significantSuch
analysis was donesing theautomated South African National Lardover ChangéSANLC/SAldataset developed by the Department of Forestry,
Fisheries, and the Environment (DFteE3howchanges in land cover (actual developmenit)e 2014 to 2P0 dataadvised the 20281SDFUpdated
SANLC/SAdataup to 2022 (released May 20pdnd spatialnalysis based on Goodlmageryconfirmed the following continuing trends the past
threeyears since the adoption of tHdSDF2028Also note the trends identified in tH2023 AN2024 MSDF Review)

a)

New, infill development being implementedsresidential growth within the cityarea, within the delineated urban development boundary
including:
- North of the City (Warsll & 26)

o infill development specificallythe utilisation of erven in established areamcluding Mont Fleur Estate, Soeteige Estate,
Mountain ViewEstate and thecompletion and extension a&fubsidisedhousing inBlanco

0 The new Arbour Estate is also being devetbgea rapid pace and is expected to be completed in the near future.

- East of the City (Wasdl1 & 22)

o Infill development in the Kraaibok region with new phasikdevelopment ofapproved rightsincluding Glen Village, Glenwood
Ridge, Springfield and surrounding residential developmériis follows from significant uptake in residential opportunities
inandaround KraaibosghVelgelegen, Groenkloof and Blue Mountsince 2019This includes the significant uptake in vacant
erven within established estates in this regiincludingKraaibosch (Park/Manor/country), Welgelegen and Groenkloof.

o0 New development is expected on the urban periphery of the City on the East on Erf 25537 and @86Rf:in the near
future.

0 New estate developmentsnplemented (or neacompletion)in the KraaibosclGroenkloof aregas noted togetherwith the
uptake of available infill ervem this centraleastsection of George City are@sultedin thisareaaccommodatinghe most
significant formal development absorptipmostly as private security estates.

0 Mediumhigh-densityresidentialestate close to theastern node has been implementealso considered infill development.

- SouthCentralin the City(Borcherds, Parkdene and surrounds)
o FRurther densificatioroccurred Refer toGrowth Trends and Growth Absorption (Pai5.3.
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- WestCentralin the City(Wards3 & 23)

o Infill development of vacant stands in centrally located (and towlest) of higherincomeestates such a9 | NI & @nd / 2 dzNIi
Kingswood werémplemented.

o Kingswoodsimplementingnew phases where new housing opportunities will be provided.

- Central Business District (Wards 3 & 23)

0 Phases of th&®esidential development as parttbie 1on York developmenvere completed including Flats, Town Housing &
Group Housing.

o The completion ofhigh-densityhousing (blocks of flatgt Gloucesterand de la Fontain Streetsas well as théwo proposed
high-density units which form part of the 1 on York developmamiithe proposed social housing developments (SeesRad).
Thisbodes well for the intensification of the CBD area, W2 unitsincludedin the first three developments mentionednd
an estimateds50 units in the latter two developments

0 GCompleted developments have a 100% uptake of urjteestament to the demand.Various othersmall/medium projects,
proposing flatsn the CBD aregare in process.

0 An uptake, interest and planned uptake (Rugplication items, enquiries and approvals) of opportunities in the densification
zone along Mitchell and Wellington Streets (north and west of Outeniqua School) shows alignment of spatial concepts and
private development initiative.

o Various flats group housing and ten housingdevelopmentshave beenapproved and/or implementedh the past2 years
surrounding the Outeniqua High School premises.

- South of the City (Thembalethu and Pacaltsdorp)

o Private,smallscaledevelopers in Thembalethiave implemented and/or started enquiries regardsmall residential blocks
(8-10 units) on relatively small residential erven, similar to the trend in many other middiéncomeareas in the Western
Cape gmaltscalerental blocks.

o Similarly,densification of erven in Pacaltsdorp, being earmarked as one of the primary growth absorption areas and priority
investment areas in the MSDF 2028 brought to ground in varioywivate projects, in planning and implementation stages.

An estimated487 additional residentialinits have been approved in 202nd 416n 20250ut of 1448 units approved since
2022. Such developmermligns with the spatial intent for the George City area as expressed in the MSDF 2023.
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b)

c)

0 Thescale of the growth that has taken place in Thembalethd southcentral Georgeelatesto significant densification within
a small areamoreover,associated withinformal infill (informal settlement and backyard dwelling®\pproximately70 000
people reside in Thembalethu

0 Theextremely highdensities found irthe Thembalethu Functionalreas(MSDF Maps 11 and 1dde highlighted.In addition
to the noted densification, various langortions have been settled on, mostly withawreas previously delineated as
environmental corridorswhich were excluded from the urban development boundary in 2019 and.2023

o0 Theland cover change, including informal settlement in otlaeeas of George, such as Uniondale, Haarlem, Kleinkrantz,
Wilderness and@ouwsrantenhas not been significantVithout datasets such as the small area location data (Census) and the
informal settlementrecount, which is subject to new aerial imagése internal and external growth dheseareasis difficult
to analyse.

o A growing trend of student accommodation enquiries is notjcesbecially in the southern areas of the citgcluding
Pacaltsdorp andhembalethu.

Notableindustrial infill within the urbandevelopment boundary (as expressed in the MSDF2023, also referred to as theddsdmasccurred

in all industrial areas in the city of George, bdfagaltsdorp Industrial;amsui Industria, and George Industfidee are no remainingndustrial
erven availablehroughthe sale of established municipal industrial propertiBemandfor industrial land is high, with various enquirers being
referred tomechanisms to access private land fesale(auctions, property websites and agencidd¢@w industrial erven are proposed as part
of the Gwayang MixetseDevelopmentWestof Pacaltsdorp Industrial, which is currently in the planning phase.

Economi¢ Commercialdevelopmenthas continued to grow in the traditional (and new) businessl retail nodes of the citgthe commercial
precinct on the eastern side of George has grown significantly with the opening of the Outeniqua Lifestylev@écitrbas strengthened the
economidmportanceof the areaGrowth, in the form ofnewandredevelopmentexperienced in George centratas focused alonyork Street

in George BDand George South, and along Courtenay Street and Knysna Ru27 on Yorkdevelopmenthas commencedand further
phases are being implementedlhe implementation of the 1 on York developmeatatesmostly to therelocated Medi-clinic but will also
include a commercial lifestyle centrehich is currentlyunder construction. These approvals and implementation projects are in line with the
principles and spatial concept of the MSDF 2023 and support the strengtheningsuoitttieern area of th&€BDThe approval of shopping centre
facilities inMontagu Stree{Montagu Village)jsanticipated to open in 2026vhich could translate to the formation of a new nodal ar®arious

enquiriesreceived regardingffice uses in residential areas outside the GBebeen noted.
22



REVIEW REPORTYREVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

d)

f)

Agriculture: The keeping of livestock in the urban asgapecificallyBorcherds Pacaltsdorp and Thembaletha noticeable as is thantensive
utilisationof farming areas, spdigally west of the cityarea.

Informal trading in Thembalethu is a significant trend. Most tradiilsgaking place on municipal land and within road reservidse Local
Economidevelopment Departmeris in the process of recording traders to better advise a strategg¢ommodate informktrade in the area.
Surveys as part of the llisolethu projékastrate just a part of thepicture ofthe dire need for economic spacA.lack of available space and an
absence ofmediumlarge scaldormal private investmenare noticeable. Informal trading als@ncompassebouse shops.

Tourism,Sport andRecreation js synonymousvith Georgeandis abenefit to resident communities anddrawcard for those planning to settle
here.Various enquiries relating to areas feportsfacilities (swimming poolglymnastics andancing halls, netball courtstc.) were received
via informal enquiriesNo significant extension of the footprint of such uses outside of the previously earmarked municip#siiorprecincts
andprivate openspacewas noticed in the past two years

Tourism has boomed, with many opportunities for businesisegiownersand employees in this sectokand use rights relating taigst houses
and tourism facilities werapproved in the paghreeyears mostlyin the WildernessHoekwil areawith an increasing interest itourism-related
development proposaland approval¢Clay Café)Vest of Georggeclose to Redberry Farm the MSDF Agiiourism demarcated areas thalign
with the spatial intent for the George City area as expressed in the MSDF 2023.

Various enquiries were receiveelatingto the establishment and suppodf the film industry Filming permits were issued

The provision okducation facilities primary, secondary and tertiarylas been a prioritpeedin Georgefor many years, witlsome city area
schoolsnoting recordwaiting lists andamilieslocating to nearby townbsecause their children cannot be absorbed istatablelocal schools.
The uptake of available educational erven by the implementing authdig:(DolEhas been slow and is beipgrsued.The completion of the
Thembalethu High School in 2Q18:ing a mega&chool,is indicative of theNVC: DoEapproachto intensify use of facilities by including more
learners peffacility.In 2025 the schoolsitein Loerie Park on Erf 6979, Geagrigas been approved on building pldrowever, construction is yet
to begin.Budgetary restrainthavecaused new school developmenipgrading and extension of existing schools to be delaiedection of
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5.2

land set aside for educational purposesproblematicMechanisms to allow partnershigfrivateDoE) to develop schools, such as the Rapid
school delivery systenshouldbe investigatedHowever,numerousapplications and enquiries have been receivedtfa establishmenbf
private education facilities The dilemma of absorbing additional educational facilities to cater for the uptake and densifinatienCityArea

is thatsignificant space requiremengse usuallyassociated witteducational facilitiessuch as primary and secondary sclsool

There remainsa significant correlation between low household income and high residential densities, and conversely, a strong coregiatien b
high household income areas and lewresidential densities. Loimcome households oftefive in extremely high density, anosh some ares,
overcrowded conditions. It is expected that this housing pressure will continue to grow.

There has been limitedhange ifand cover in the smaller settlements of George Municipality.

UpdatedSANLC/SAdata sets are not availabfer the periodafter 2020. Municipd aerialphotos 022) and Google imager{202%5) allude tolimited
outward expansion of the settlement footprint, but significainfill anddensification.This illustrates that theMSDF'sobjectiveto promote compact
growth and prevent outward sprawlis being achieved.Since2013 the MSDF sought to promote optimal use of vacant amaderutilisedland and
optimisethe use of available infrastructure, toward improving fiscal sustainability and service delivery. The evidence of urbaractiorpover the
past 12 years is notablethe level of compaction is unevenly spread within the urban edgad efforts to balance the distribution of the population
must continue.

IDP INFORMANTS

The new fiveyear term of office Integrated Development Plan for George Municipality for the 2022 to 2027 pexsaded as a key informarfior the
George MSDF amendment2023

The information contained in the 262026 IDP Review Report was considered iis MSDF Revie®026. The implications of new Sectoral Planning
inputs on the current MSDF2023 are notedaimd, in specific instances, enumerated later in the Review RePolicy alignment, on a municipal,
district, provincial and national levebetween the MSDF arfpatialFrameworks and Integrated Development Plamas a focus in the compilation of

the MSDF 2023\o significant policy changes have occurred in the st years,whichrenders thespatial conceptind the policies of the MSDF
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unapplicableReference to implementation matters, with spatial implicatipissnadethroughoutthe MSDF2022ind in this Review Reporincluding
reference maddelowto IDP WardPriorities and Strategic Objectiveghichrequire specific spatigblanning consideration.

The majority of theavard-based prioritiesrelate to operational issues aritle establishment of uses within the existing urban and rural development
fabric. l.e. ervento be identified andacquiredfor specific purposes (municipal and provincial mandatehkjch can be absorbed within the established
areas, provided funding is madeailable.

e e
5 9 14

Access to Housing 1,5,8,9,10,11,16,17,20,21,22,24,25,27

Area beautification 1,2,4,5,7,11,16,24,27,28 10 10 10
Area Cleaning 1,2,4,5,6,7,10,11,14,17,18,19,20, 21,23, 24,27 21 11 17
Cemetery 1,25,27 2 3 3
Community Hall 6,8,11,16, 20,21 5 5 6
Electricity 11,16,17,185,19,20,21,22,24,26,27,28 24 24 12
Efg’g&ﬁgg‘é’g@v\’gg’rks 1,2,3,4,5,10,11,16,17,19,20,26 13 13 1
Finance 12,16,24,25 3 3 4
Health/ Clinics 1,6,12,17,22 7 9 5
Housing 1,5,8,9,10,11,16,17,20,21,22,24,25,27 5 10 14
Land for Housing 1,13,16,20,21,24,25 7 7 1
LED 1,10,13,16,17,25 8 10 6
Parking 1,4 2 3 2
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Parks 45,7,14,16,23,24 8 9 7
Recreation and Sport 3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,26 11 8 10
Roads 1,2,3,5,6,8,9,15,17,19,20,21,23,24,25,26,27,28 18 13 18
Transport 422,24 3 3 3
Roads and Stormwater 1,23,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27 18 20 27
Safety and Security 1,2,3,4,7,8,9,11,12,19,20,22,25 2 4 13
Side Walks 2,4,5,6,7,8,11,14,17,18,19,20,23,25,27,28 15 8 16
Traffic Law Enforcement 3,5,6,8,10,11,13,15,16,21,22,24,25,27,28 15 16 15
Sanitation Services 1,2,3,4,7,8,15,16,18,19,21,22,23 13 13 13
Youth Development 1,7,8,12,16,24,26 7 12 7
Multi-purposecenter 1,516 2 3
Food gardens 6,9,20 4 4 3
Go George 1,4,7,14,19,17,20,22,23,24, 26 8 11

Tablel: Ward Based Prioritie$DP2025

Education Facilities requirg®rovincial Ward 12: Thembalethu

Schools . .
mandate) Ward 17: Convillé George Industrial
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OldAgeHomes

SatellitePolice

Station/PoliceStation

Cemeteries

Sport

Old Age Homerequired (ProvinciaMandate)

Introduction of satellite offices in respective
areasto increasepolice visibility and improve
serviceSAPS)

New walls/fences facilities in cemeteries in
Ward 25 andL. (Existing area allocation)

Cemetery expansioim Ward 25 (Uniondald}
underway

Extension of Blanco cemeteryWard 1) under
investigation

Requirement for upgrade of facilities, in Wards
13,5,7,817, 18, 25, 26, 27)

New facilities required:

Ward 18:Genevafonten Loerie Park
Ward 20:Metro Ground BorcherdsSteinhof
Ward 22:Herold

Ward 12:Thembalethu
Ward 13: Thembalethu
Ward 21: Thembalethu
Ward26:. £ I yO23 CI yO2dzNIi =

Ward 1: Blanco
Ward 7: Ballotsview, Lawaaikamp, Maraiskamp
Ward 8: BallotsviewParkdene

Expansion of cemetery capacigsubject to
investigations to advisthe Sector Plan. Basic
Principles irterms of the MSDF Policies apply.

Ward4:l 2S1 6Af >
Ward 9:Thembalethu
Ward 10:Thembalethu
Ward 11:Thembalethu
Ward 12:Thembalethu
Ward 21:Thembalethu
Ward23DNB Sy S6SA RS> . 24
Ward 24:Haarlem

¢2dzgaNI yi
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Librares

Community Halls

Multipurpose Centres

Youth Development

Farming and

Library facilities required

Ward priorities relate mostly to maintenance
and upgrade of existing Halls (Wais7, 8, 12,
15).

New halls to be accommodated in shared facili
sites (reach wider than ward level).

Upgrade othe centrein Ward 8isrequested
New facilities requested:

Upgrack of facilitiesand/or programs required
in Wards 1,8 (Masakhane)l6, 25, 26 (library)

New or combined facilities for:

Acquisitionof landfor agriculturalpurposes
specificallyfor emergingfarmers

Ward 5:Le Vallia, Protea ParBo Dorp Loerie Par
Ward 7:Ballotsview, Lawaaikamp, Maraiskamp
Ward 8:Ballottsview,Parkdene

Ward 21:Thembalethu

Ward 24:Haarlem

Ward 25:Uniondale

Ward 10:Thembalethu Zone 6

Ward12: ThembalethuZone 8 &9)

Ward 16:Andersonville, New Dawn Park
Ward 20:Metro GroundsBorcherdsSteinhof

Ward 1: Blanco

Ward 5:Le Vallia, Protea ParBo Dorp Loerie Par
Ward 16:Andersonville, New Dawn Park

Ward 17: Conville/ George Industrial

Ward 24:Haarlem

Ward 25:Uniondale

Ward 6: Protea Park

Ward 7:Ballotsview, Lawaaikamp, Maraiskamp
Ward 8:Ballottsview,Parkdene

Ward 14:Rosedale, Pacaltsdorp

Ward 15:Thembalethu

Ward 21:Thembalethu

Ward 24:Haarlem

Ward 21: Thembalethu (Silvéown, Asezani)
Ward 15:Thembalethu lompumelelo, Zone 9)
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Ward 6: Protea Park

Ward 9:Thembalethu Zone 4 (back dfidus)
Ward 8: Ballottsview,Parkdene

Ward 20:Metro GroundsBorcherdsSteinhof

VegetabléFoodGardens Space for community gardens

Smallfarmerand trader training and inclusion in Ward 13:Thembalethu
programs are noted in Wart0, 12, 1314, 16 Ward 14:Rosedale, Pacaltsdorp

LED Training and opportunitic Areas for traders required Ward 17: Conville/ George Industrial
Ward 25:Uniondale

All requirements for extensions anghgradesof Ward 12: ThembalethuZone 8 &9
Clinic facilities relate to existing facilitiegxcept Ward '

12 (new facility requested)

Beautification, alien clearing and maintenance Ward11: Thembalethu (Zone ~ p = n X 0

existing parks and open spaces noted. Ward 13:Thembalethu
Parks Facilities completed or in progress (existing Ward 16:Andersonville New Dawn Park
spaces) in Wards 4, 3, 14, 23, Ward 24:Haarlem
Additional facilities required Ward27:t N2 GSIF tIFN] = tI OF
Parking requirement Area required for overflow parking Ward 4:Wilderness

Table2: Ward PrioritiesGrouped requirements with significantspatial aspect

Ward-basedpriorities with significantspatial implications which are not already being addressadlude:
i. Provincial:Schoolg§Wardsl12, 17, 18, 20, 22 No new schools have been constructechor budgeted for over the next three years (IBBview

205)
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u Although five wards have specifically mentioned the requirement for additional schools, the need for additional educational facilities is
considered to be higher. Four zoned educational erven within the Pacaltsdorp and Thembalethu area have been idedtifiad within
LoeriePark. Discussions with the WC Department of Education have been initiated regardirtgishéon of these erven.School erven will
be included in Human Settlement planning of Erf 325Vé@st other HumarSettlementupgradingprojects The school site in Loerie Pdris
had a building plaapprovedlate in 2025, but no indicatioof building works commencement dates has been confirmed.

u  With respectto spatial context affectinghe wards that havéndicated a requirement for schools, rethe following:

1 Wards 12: Thembalethu. Therare only fiveschools availablt an area with arxtremedensity of settlementAnunused sitehasbeen
identified (in Ward 15)o be considered fothe implementation of an educational facilitfheinformal Settlement upgrading planning
must allow for school facilitieat aratio acceptable to the WC Dolhis area is a priority for theesuring and implementation of
educational facilities The securing and implementation of an identifischool siteeast ofRosedaleshould also be &/C: DobBpriority,
as stated in engagements with theifhe ward is part of the GGeorge buservicearea.

1 Ward 17: A large component of the area iisdustriatrelated uses. A site for a vocational school is under investigalitiere are 11
school facilities within the ward and within 50@hthe ward. The capacity of the existing schools to be evaluated and use intensification
isdiscussed with the Department of Educatidine municipal bus service serves the area

1 Ward 18: There is a available erf to accommodate possible combined/ linked facilities, subject to funding by W@hbetard is part
of the GeGeorge buservicearea. The capacity of various facilities in the adjacent urban fabric to be evakgdéust theSANLC/SAL
data when it becomes available.

1 Ward 2Q Relativelysmall residential component ite ward. Fourschool facilitiesare within the ward and within 500rof the ward. Sie
for avocational facility being investigated the ward. Rand Steet link, when constructedill provide access tthe proposed school
site in Rosedalélhe municipal bus service serves the area

1 Wards 2: School in rural area (Herold) to be assessed based on populstiGnDoEUpgrade of existing facility to be investigated, if
demand requires it.

U An analysis of the capacity of schools per ward to be done oncBANLC/SAdata is availableand a report to be submitted t@V/C: DoE

ii. Clinics& Librariescan be absorbed in the urban fabric. Properties to be identified and purchased by implendayisrgments Combined service
provision facilities/hubs recommendeWard 12 lies adjacent tdelson Mandela Boulevard, wheadigherorder clinic facility is located. Capacity
enquiries to I made with the relevant provincial department.

iii.  ProvincialAgriculturalland and areas to accommodatemall farmer usare requested in Ward 21 and 15. Requirements to be absorbethi

DRDLR Small Farmer projesituated in Ward 21Livestock farming is not recommended in Ward 15, being a cedgakelypopulated urban

area. Municipal Bylaws apply relating to the keepingmmals. Absorption of farmers to be discussed with DRRNbf. thatareasreserved for
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Vi,

Vii.

viii.

urban infillare scarce andghouldgenerally not beeserved foldivestock EnvironmentaHealthconsiderationgo be observed imlenselysettled

urban areas.

The requirement focommunalurban vegetablegardensto be evaluatedonce the ecological infrastructure and stormwater master plans are

completedr Y R a2 dzii T f f éreitldatied (ndrgcdss)2 T I Y R

ProvincialRetirement homesnd satellite clinics/police stationsSuitable land to be identified and purchadadidethe urban edgeRelatively

small footprintareasarerequired andthe purchase of existing properties bye Provincial Governmernsto be consideredAreas made available

for such uses within Human Settlement upgrading projactdo be presented to the implementing Departments.

Housingrequirements:See areasdentified in the Human Settlements PlaBocial Housing sites and areas earmarked for affordable housing

facilitation, as well agesidential opportunities contained in the spatial budget.

Municipal: Ward 1¢ expansion oftemeterywithin the urban area not recommende@emeteryrequirementsto be included inthe overall

Cemetery Master Planningeport on possiblenunicipal sites issued. Cemetery investigaiwoject underwayin Uniondale Basic Principlefor

the location of cemeteriemiterms of the MSDF Policies apply.

Municipal: {/arious WardsMulti-purpose spacegouth centres community halls; joint use of community facilities/halls/schools recommended.

More effective use offiallsto incorporateyouth activity, in Wards 6, 7, 8 and istequired.Ward 15isin proximity to the Thusong Centre (600m),

Inkcubeko(1km) and the proposed Youth facility in the DIZBD8SA) developmentse ofthe educational facilityerfin Ward 15, for purposes

other than future schoolsis not recommended. There is a lack of facilities towards ahet (Ward 21) of Thembaleth@Althoughthe area is

serviced by G@eorgebuses which makeghe aforementioned facilitiesaccessiblefrom the area, it is recommendethat implementing

Departmentdnvestigate the use of available sites within fieembalethuSouthern node, in combination with economic andGeorgefacilities.

The southern node area *See MSDEjtisatedadjacent to two schoal Private land, zoned for community purposes, is also available for purchase

in this area.

The majority otommunitiesare in proximity to aall (municipal/Thusongincluding the wards that requested access to such facilifies,{2,

17, 24, 2% Ward 10 is within 1km of the ThembalethuCommunityHall, in the geGeorge bus service are#ard 16 iswithin 1.5kmof the

PacaltsdorgCommunity Hall, in th&oGeorgebus service areaWard 20is within 1kmof two communityhalls. Once the SANSL data is available

an analysis, basedhdhe number of persons per waranay be combined withhe distance criteria to investigatihe requirement for additional

facilities.

Municipal: Sport facilities The sport Sector Plan addresshe more effective use of existing sport facilities Sport Master Plan to address

requirement.The potentiato address theequirements for sportacilities inWards 4, 9, 10, 11, 12, 21, 23 andwithin the existing facilitiess

to be confirmed by the Sport DepartmentSport requirements are vergliverse,and the specific facilities required must be confirmed and
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Xi.

Xii.

evaluatedconsideringhe availableprivate facilities and space available in the wakhrds 9, 10 and 11, for exampleare adjacenfcloseto the
multi-use Thembalethu Sports fielBha)and will benefit from initiatives (such as the Park run, trim paaksp field, netball courts, kickabouts)
proposed in the llisolethu Project. No space is available within the ward dareitdormal settlement.The number of users in Thembalethu may
justify additional areato be investigated bunhote thatvery little land is availabl&Vard 12 is problematic due to significanformal settlement.
The layout planning by DAUISP) to accommodate social/sport facilitiPessible sport node #te easternend of Nelson Mandela Boulevard to
be consideredsubject tothe availability of land (Dol and DRDIt&®pddress local requirements tfie eastern part of Thembalethu, including
Ward 21.

Municipal:Wards 11: area zoned for open spageonservationto be investigatedo establish implementation adnactiveparkarea(local)Wards
16, 24 and 27 existing,available zoned erven to be investigated for active pa®pen Space provision and actnezreationareas planned as
part of the llisolethu precinct to serw/ard13 and all wards adjaceta the area.

Municipal: Ward B: Informal traders' stallswill be provided in the llisolethu noddo benefit registered traders in Thembalethward 14:
Rosedale, PacaltsdoRrojects initiated by LED are aimedeximisingandredeveloping tve economicspaces alondlelson Mandela Boulevard
(Wards17) and in Uniondale (Ward 25) respectivdkarious business erven available for release in Wardiddthe (i NI Ra@ath I
included inthe proposed GeGeorge facility/space.

Parkingin Ward4: A joint solution with proposals made by George relating to a facility on SANParks land t@insued Parking related to
private properties to be accommodated on sites per municipal requirementsr land to be purchased for sugluirposes

With reference to the section ovard Demarcatiorin the IDP, note thathe re-delineation orsub-categorisatiorof the ruralwards isadvisedso as
not skewthe technical analysis andterpretedrequirements of such wards. As an examjilenay be interpretedhat when theSANLC/SAdata from
Censu022is available, the rural wards have grown considerably, whilst this is actually ascritshtogrowth in such wards.

With respect to thdDP Policy Objectiveis Section 3 of the IDReview 3/26, the alignment of SDF and IDP objectives was addressed in the adoption
of the MSDF2023&nd no significant amendment of tl@eorge Municipal Strategi@bjectives, noted below, has occurred.
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GEORGE MUNICIPALITY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES

SO 1: DEVELOP AND GROW GEORGE

SO 2: AFFORDABLE QUALITY SERVICES

SO 3: SAFELEAN AND GREEN

SO 4: GOOD GOVERNANCE AND HUMAN CA

- =5, > SO 5: PARTICIPATIVE PARTNERSHIPS
’ )

The following mayhowever,be noted, fom a spatiaframework perspectiveto bespecificallyincorporatedin preparations for the Amendment of the
MSDF, planned for the 26/27 FY

a) Strategic Objective 01: Develop and Grow George

(Refer to description and policy context (alignment to provincial and national strategic objectives) in the 5th Geneaediatelth Development
Plan 2022; 2027)

To grow the local economy of George, the Municipality must create an enaplthgustainabl¢DP PO 1.1,1.3) environment which will attract
investment into the area. This will be done through business retention and expansion strategies that inter alia famil@liendent in targeted
areas identified in the MSDIFhe MSDF2023 targeitstensifiedmixeduseand commercial/retail use in a hierarchy of nodal areas actaity
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streets.Settlement and Nodal Hierarclaye detailed in Section 4.3.2 of the MSIIRR3 Such spatial structuring allows for legibility of the urban
area, guides services provision to these areas (including access and public transport arranggmavitgsagglomerationbenefits and
facilitatessustainability of existingnd newbusinesses

The importance of stimulating various sectors, including the Finance and Business services, construction, manufactutinigusisot,
agriculture and other sectors are highlighted in thieP and theGIEG&D$See par5.6). Attracting regional functions, befitting our status as a
regional service centras imperative. The implementation of economic initiatives in poorer communities and thus the protection of land that
avails such opportunities is cruciednd preservation for economic development projects in these areassential, as is provision farange of
types of economic uses in new human settlement projects.

In addition to the guidance to developers and investors provided by the policies of the MSDF2023, the following indifdisiiate economic
developmentwere identified in the MSDF2023 and related Investment Plan and are in process, in addition to prior projects initiated by the
Municipality:

Project Status

Expansion of the CBD Business development area and densification zon Uptakeis noticeable in applications received

Pacaltsdorp SMME Construction phases started
Gwayang Mixed DevelopmeArea EIA and Land Use Planning applications in process
llisolethuNeighbourhoodevelopment Partnership Project Threeimplementation projects commenced. Partnerships

are beingattracted to be concluded. Remaining projects ta
be implemented and funding/partnerships secured.
Proclamation of trading areas (LED) to be done as part o

project

Metro Grounds Mixed Development (industrial and educational) Land use application is in process

Airport expansion ACSAsin the process of completing an Expansiondita
Plan.

Table3: Economic Growth facilitatiomitiatives MSDFbased: GM

34|



REVIEW REPORTYREVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

Opportunities arecreated via the following initiativesvhich fall within the ambit of the policies of the MSDF 2023, but should be quantified in
the implementation plans of the MSDF Amendment process

Project Status
Thembalethu SoutherNode development Land available. Links tbe Go-George infrastructure
project.

Projects listed in the economic initiative component of the One Plan (GRDM) | Priority and implementation planning to be confirme

by GRDM

Uniondale Gateway developmemilasakhaneMall redevelopment Feasibility to be commissionedareasidentified

Hoekwil(Touwsrantefp node land release for economic development Release process phased. Release initiated.

Uptake and or allocation of land created in human settlement projects. A process via the HS Department is followed. Rents
options with reversionary conditiorareto be
considered.

Table4: Economic Growth facilitatiommitiatives (ED/Investmenproperty-based): GM

Note that the above relate to municipal (and partner) efforts to facilitate economic developmenti@ndt detract from the importance of
private initiatives/investment/developments in the economic sphere. The development of various shopping centres in theapastdythe
implementation of the airport support zone are some of the noticeable implemematitiatives that have commenced. Initiatives by Provincial
and National Departments that are planned, such as the small farmer initiatives in Haamteithambalethualso contribute to economic
development and are facilitated via the MSDF20&8ntified small farmer areas are included spatially within the rural areas (outside the urban
development boundary)Note thatthe results ofinvestigations bythe HSP&D Department of Georga 2024,0n the subdivision of erveim
Haarlem indicated that the area is viewed predominantly as a ragaiculturalarea andfacilitation via theGIZSBo allow land division is ro
favouredat thispoint.

Interventions to support thefownship Economgire being investigated by LED and should inform Amendment of the SDF (2026/2°Also
referto Par5.6).

TwoPredetermined Objectives in Strate@bjectivel relate to a specific spatial requirement:
i PDO 1.10 To establish a Science Park; and
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i.  To identify an educational and research hub and to facilitate the continued growth of NMMU in George

These twdObjectives relate to the development that was proposed on the municipal investment property adjacent to the George darns, mdvich
on hold. Although theimplementation of a Science Centre in the llisolethu Precinct, Thembalethu, by a development partner is in fnecess,
establishment of these facilities will need to be reviewed in the Amendment of the MSDF, witlirompuhe implementingDepartments (Provincial
National and Educational institutions).

b) Strategic Objective 02: Safe, Clean and Green

One of the biggest assets which George possesses is a beautiful and safe living environment. The quality of lifeswyleff@rechin the George
area is a key selling factor to attract investment. In addition to operational efforts to ensure thateSedwept clean and safe, spatial interventions
include:

i. Delineation oenvironmentally sensitive zoneas per the Elements noted in the SDF, which advises land use planning applicatignsiaad
interventions by Municipal DépartementEhemap extractsincludedin Par 5.7 refers.

i.  Greening of the citf{PDO 2.8)Protection of established trees the Greater George area is a challenge. Greening is facilitated through
comments on planning applications, requirement&mvironmentalAuthorisation,and Land Use Planning approvals and via identification of
established trees in Heritage precinct are®ogramsof greening andemovalof alien speciesby the Parks and Recreation Departmang
doneon the spatial basis provided by the MSDF and Zoning Scheme Byl&wimmental Offset Policy has been develogedupport
the preservation of specific environmentshilst allowing development imfill localities.

iii.  Space for recycling: Implementation of waste management facilities and recycling facilities to be dealt with as per tbmeaqsiof the
Environmental Management Department.

iv. tFNIOAOALI GA2Y Ay (GKS a5SaAirday F2NI {I FSiGeé¢ LINE 2S Oépardiripsbetificprgjécts ¢ NB | &
v. PDO 2.7: To ensure the development of a desirable and quality living environment that fosters the safety and welfaremhtheity

concerned, preserves the natural and cultural environment, and doesnagatively impactexisting rights. In addition to reviewing
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environmental,safety and security factors in new developments, amaervices and road planning priorities, the protectionHgfritage
(culturalenvironments) is managed via tipbasedmplementation of the GeorgeleritageStrategy (2023).

c) Strategic Objective 03: Affordable Quality Services

Engineering Services Planningligned with the spatial concept and development prioatgasof George Engineering services forward planning
takesspatial structure and growth absorption calculatiant account.The growth absorption projections on a local level carvédfied once the
local area dat from Stats SA and the informal settlement and backyard counts have been completed.

The MSDR023 ascribes to theniversal Policy Directiaroted in the IDPTable25 (Par 3.7 of the IDR)dicateshowthe Y dzy’ A O A dtdhtdgitobjertve
isalignedto National,ProvincialndDistrict Plans Aspects affecting the spatial facilitation méw District,Provincial and Nationdtolicy are referredo
under the Sectodiscussions in the following sections of the Review Report.

5.3 HUMAN SETTLEMENT PLANNING INFORMANTS: PRIORITY HUMAN SETTLEMENTS AND HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AREAS & AFFORDABLE H

On 15 May 2020, 136 designat@&tiority Human Settlements and Housing Development Areas (PHSHIRA= identified ancpromulgated.The
purpose of the PHSHDAS is to ensure that housing delivery takes place in a way that enables spatial transtordhaidructuring andprovides
people with the opportunity to live in areas that have access to facilities, services, and employment opportunities.

The PHSHDA for George falls within the City Area urban development bousdérynput was providedor the PHSHDA Development Plafafch
2022, based on the spatial concept of the MSDBut was provided in the compilation of the HDBsvelopment and Implementation Plans to guide
implementation in line with the MSDF2023.

Following the adoption of th&eorge Loca¥lunicipality Sustainableluman Settlements Plan Strategic Framework and Portfolio of Projects Reference:
1001591 Revision: @1 November2022) the GeorgeMunicipalityhasundertaken theHSP Reviewl he Municipal Councihas resolved that a new
Sustainable Human Settlements Plan was apprame2D23.The projects on the curretluman SettlementsHousing Pipelineand social housing
projects, prioritised for implementation pproved in 202f are noted in Par.5.5.5 Alignmentof the Human Settlements Plamth the MSDF2023

with respect toimplementation priority projectandareas of investigations alsoillustratedin said paragraph of this Review Report.
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The proposedocialhousing projectsioted in the Human Settlements project pipeline arevaithin the Restructuring Zone promulgated in terms of
the Social Housing A@008 (Act 16 of 2008)

TheNationalDepartment of Human Settlements issu@ White Paperfor Human Settlements in December 2024 addition toorganisationabnd

operationalreforms, gertinent aspects thamayimpact on the Spatial Development of George include:

a) The performance of the human settlements sector suggests that there are complexities associated with the creation obkustaman
settlements. These complexities ranigem externalfactors such as the impact of maeesonomic trends and COVID, and within South Africa
there are a range of factors thabntributeto human settlements performancahichincludethe shrinking fiscus, unavailability and/or slow land
release processes, rapid urbanisation, escalating costs of material, Construction Mafia and in some jitstpacigg constraints.

b) Government will embrace movirtieyond the previous stateentred paradigm of housing unit delivery, into a more of an enabdingporting,
coordinating, and regulating role in creating and sustaining viable and vibrant hsetdements. This recognises various limitations and thus
seeks to actively harness the strengthgpertise and capabilities of various actors in ambitious and pragmatic ways to actiey@ated and
sustainable human settlements.

c) Existing programmes such e Enhanced Extended Discount Benefit Scheme (EEDBS) will be reviewed to strengthen their glajedtives
programmes such as individual housing vouchers, land relaadsijte and service will be established in collaboration with various stakeholders.
The Minister will issue a list of programmes to be phased out by a date to be determined in consultatittrewldmber of the Executive Council
(MEC) andhe South African Local Government Association (SALGA).

d) Human Settlement programmes will be-framed to ensure contribution to improved quality dife by incorporating economic, social,

environmental, physical conditions, spatidlaracteristics, and cultural factors.

e) Private sector and civil society organisations participation will be encouraged in various aspects of planning, fadilititiog,and operating
procesI YR X¢KS 5SLINIYSYyld Attt O2yiAydzS ONBlIGAY3A 'y Syl ofordiveBe Sy A NB
income groups and emerging housinged€ | YR X¢KS 5SLI NIYSyd ¢gAftf R@G20FGS F2N) 6KS Sai
society institutions to play a critical role in aspects such as social facilitattfbuild and protection of infrastructurghereby maximising the
utilisation of public resourcds Xthefgavernmmentvill facilitate and create mechanisms to recognise community initiatives that seek to support
the co-creation of integrated and sustainable human settlements

f)  Intergovernmental Governance principles will be embracedddressdysfunctional spatial planning as one of the key enablers of integrated and
sustainable human settlements. This will be strengthened through performance managenaenitoring and evaluation mechanisms.

g) D2 @S NY Y SGoiitinué with the sibsidisation of human settlemeagtsmplementing a Human Settlements Subsidy Schanie
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. ¢2 SyadaNB (KFG GKS adrisSQa adzomaiRe Ay@SadyYSyid Aa O2 dowarigwhers A i K YS
beneficiaries are not financially capable of ensuring this themselves and where state investment is in theafpannoéntbuildings
ii.  To continue working towards improved approaches of blending state funding with private sector finance and savings to thaxtapseity
F2NJ I O0Saa G2 RSOSYylG K2daAAy3IZ LI NGAOdZ FNITeé& G2 GKS WwW3IrLI YENJSGQ®
iii.  To ensure that governmergubsidised programmes contribute to sustainable and inclusive economic growth.
iv. To ensure a statprovided, managegand subsidised rental sector in suitable locations for carefully targeted houselyilus tenants to
economic opportunities, as a strategy towards preventing homelessness.
v. Implementinsitu, incremental, participatory upgrading of areas with unacceptable living conditrasding optimal institutional, technical,
planning, tenure and procedural mechanisms
vi.  Creating and guarding conditions for sptbvisioning of housing by leincome householdsnanaged land settlemenas well as the release
of serviced stands/ land in locations that link households with economic activities
vii.  To curb exclusionary and unsustainable excesses in the upper end of the housing market.
viii.  To prioritise sustainability in all its facets, including climate resilience, as acuribisg) commitment.
ix.  To refine alignment with spatial justice, sustainability, good governaspatial resilience commitments made in the [UDF, NDP and in
SPLUMAelated plans at all levels, including across the urhamal continuum.
X.  Spatial planning and transformation: Objectives:

A To provide guiding policy statements for spatial planning tleatognisethat there are different housing and human settlement
environments in different parts of the city, inner city, townships, pglian areas, suburban areas, rural areas, etc. and devise housing
interventions in accordance with the different economic and social needs of such environments.

A Issue:Integration- The development and maintenance of sustainable, integrated human settlements has been challenging. The social,
economic, and cultural aspects of settlements have been dealt with in isolation, yet successful integration require apicich
that iscollaborative. The Department of Human Settlements alone has not implemented programmes that addessmethief culture,
economy, and social connections in settlements.

A Policy Statements; Integration: A mult-departmental approach to the implementation of sustainable human settlements will be
pursued. This will be aimed at holistically addressing spatial planning issubsragidgtogether various departments and specialists to
facilitate better outcomes. As the custodian for human settlements function, the Department will explore various mechanisms o
involving multidisciplinary teams with specialists thre built environment and other key professigne.g., planners, engineers,
economists, architects, social facilitators and journalists.
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A Issue:Spatial transformation There has been a lack of ability to create synergy and alignment in approaches and the use of existing
instruments to deliver integrated, sustainable human settlements that are linked to transport nodes, economic growth aasumbedh
and rural developrant. Instruments such as Restructuring Zones, Priority Human Settlements and Housing Development Areas
(PHSHDAS), IRDP and Rural Infrastructure Development are supposed io &ssigatingspatial transformation. Econoim transport
and human settlements plans and strategies have been developed to restructure apartheid spatial planning and curb ipefficienc
settlements and change the spatial form. However, densification and infill housing options have not beemrsulbdpn certain areas.
Some areasincluding rural settlementshave not benefited from spatial planning, yet population density continues to increase.
Outwards expansion of some of these settlements occurs at huge costs to their ecological integtitg airdady scarce agricultural
land. In some instances, theage experiences of encroaching onto road reserves and unsuitable ecologicalHreddumarsettlement
Plannotesthat some municipalities have demonstrated an inability to enforce byldeexling to unguided illegal encroachments which
mitigate against planned developments.

A Policy statements; Spatial Transformation

(0]

Spatial transformation will be facilitated through alignment of human settlements development plans with economic, tramsport
planning strategiesas this is central in restructuring the apartheid and inefficient settlements spatial form. Further, the Department
will pursue spatial transformative interventions and explore mechanisms of providing incentives that encourage spatial
transformation and robility.
Human settlements will be developed with/or within spaces with economic opportunities where possible, economic
opportunities be created in proximity to residential areas (i.e., jobs to people and people to jobs). A govewideplanning
approach that brings all relevant government departments that deal with labour, employment, hoasidgeconomic growth
interventions will be implemented in line with the DDM.
Infrastructure development projects will be packaged to target areas with Tr@mgnhted Developmentwhich concentrates
growth around frequent public transit corridors by locating housing, offices, shops, schools, and services near metsoastdtion
bus hubs.
The transformation of existing townships and areas which have been established sind®80e into sustainable human
settlements will be prioritised and supported.
A National Land Asset and Property Register for Human Settlements will be establiéu@dng other purposes) serve as an asset
register for the outstanding pr&994 housing stock.
Welllocated land and properties will be identified, and new solutions crafted in consultatiorpaithers.
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o Government will finalise township establishment processes where there have been signifetays or capacity problems and
enable reasonable turnaround timé&sthe future.

o Government will identify areas for redevelopmenitfill and brownfield developmentsncludingbuffer zones of the past), unlock
land for social and economic development (espectaibteownedland), work with the Department of Transport (jobs to people
people to jobs), andtrengthen functional linkages with the associated central business districts.

o Focus will be on the elimination of spatial monotony and the general character of these areasiasome dormitory suburbs,
improvingthe quality of the living environments (including greenitig environment), and unlockinthe township residential
property market (through streamlined lantdansfer and planning processes). This will also apply to areas which have not been
covered byformal planning and building regulation processes, as well asettievelopmentof innerCBDareas requiring urban
renewal

o0 Densely populated rural settlements located around economic development nodes and dderfppment corridors will be
prioritised for spatial planning to give them structure and guildeir growth and expansion (the planning, design, funding, and
construction of alternativeéransport routes to prevent congestion in existing rural towns).

A Policy statements; Planning The Legislative Framework will be embedded on long term planning, spatial integsaigiajnability,
efficiency, and integratiorintegrated Spatial Human Settlement Plans must be linked to the IDPaisD&RLUMAMunicipalities will
be responsible for the development of Integrated Spatial Human Settlement Plans that prioritise the establishment of Enitorgsimg
provision to cater for the marginalised and vulnerable  yR f AY1 SR (G2 (KS 55ad®

A Land for human settlementsGovernment will pursue reforms to the land identification, release, and allocation processes. The National
Land Acquisition and Assembly Strategy will be developed as a key componenRagiseer. Improved coordination and reforms to
planning approvals processes will be advanced. Desirable locations will be explored to advance land rights and ser¥ce access
Municipalities with the support of Provinces will conduct regular audits, identify unused or underutilised pieces of thitehded
properties avdable intheir jurisdictoX ¢ KS 5t 2L FyR 5[ ww5 gAff @g2N] G23ISUGKSNI gAGK
entities to identify properties, both rural and urban, that are potentially available for human settlements and develojllaggs.

A Policy Statements; Land in Rural and Traditional AreaShe security of tenure and rural titling for farmworkers and those residing on
communal land will continue to bapriority. Spatial consolidation of accessible see@mnomic infrastructure services will be made to
allow for choice, character, community, ahduseholdpreferences to prevail.
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A Informal settlements upgrading: Objectives: To transform informal settlements into thriving, peogtentred, resilient, safeand
functional neighbourhoods that are walbnnected to municipal infrastructure, amenities)d the urban economy and to prevent the
formation of new informal settlements througippropriate release of land and access to affordable housing.

Government will support municipalities to have the requisite institutional arrangements and capabilities for interdisgi@nar
Upgrading initiatives shall promote higher densities in informal settlements due to land scarcity. In this regard,atevelibeyond
which density creates social and environmental congestion and undermines sustainability; therefore, thedewslteds shall depend
on local circumstances apntextspecificand will be subject to a disaster risk assessment to ensure the
protection of life and property. To manage the issue of density, the technical, infrastructural, financial, and sociatiompliaf
WHSNIAOFE RSyaArideQ Attt 0SS SELX 2NBRI Lystorg deldirld dolytitrs whidnAutiset A y S a
locally available materials and familiar building methods.
An areabased approach will be adopted informed by in situ neighbourhood design principles such as safety, accessibility, liveability
and connectivity and which focuses on the provision of incremgpitaining and implementatiosocial infrastructure (e.g. multi
purpose community centres catering for various community needs; educational facilities including Early Childhood Development
Centres (ECDs); clinics; sports and recreation facilities), parks and food gardens, plagchredsral areas (includingnvironmental
management) and the activation of space (existing buildings and spaces put to use to support community needs) throughetgvelop
programmes and initiativedRelocation is deemed a last resort.

A Affordable Rental Housing: Objectiv@o stimulate the delivery of affordable rental stock through innovative finarieghanisms,
updated regulations, and strategic partnerships with the private sector andsoisiéty organisationdRental housing provision via
social housing programs to continu€he governmentworking together with the private sector and the regulatory authqrisgll
explore mechanismf®r establishing transitional housing as a solution to urbanisation challenges found in cities and metropolitan areas.

A Affordable housing market: Objectivefo provide holistic levers towards a functional and equitable residential property market for
low-middle-incomehouseholdsThe demand for housing in the affordable housing market far outstipsupply of housing units
and it is characterised by heavy reliance on public funding (grants and subsidies). The shrinking budget is adversety poigacti
spendingwhile most aspirant homeowners are heavily indebted with impaired credit records. Tharoimiddle-income households
remain underserviced especially with respect to mortgage finan@nd while the resale market activity has been growing in the
conventional and higlend markets, it has declined in the entry and affordable markete governmenwill develop an affordable
housing policy that ensures that the selling price is affordable to the household in that: a) the cost of constructingsthéshnade
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reasonable; andb) the cost of taking out a home loan is made reasonable. Aacpeltdinated framework that is made up of different
stakeholders will be developed.

A Climate change, climate resilience and innovative systems: Objecfiedevelop and implement a human settlements response to
climate changeDevelopments to avoid environmentally sensitive areas and allow for ecological infrastructure. All new settlements will
have accessible green spaces and greening adjacent arterial roads, provided through community and ehtespditece planting,
prioritising disadvantaged communities that face severe heat stress, and/or risk of floodsaaidelatedlandslides

A Policy Statement; Amenities:Human settlement amenity guidelines will be developed

Alignment of the Spatid®licies in the MSDF282and facilitation of the intent of the HSP is illustrated in Par 6.

Based o Housing Market Studies conducted by the WC DEA&D$noted that George faces a growing demand for housing in the entry
and affordable markets, with a significant portion of households unable to afford current market prices. Future housaugestratll need

to emphasisehe development of properties in the R300,000 to R900,000 range, supported by targeted policies and incentives for developers
The growth of affordable housing, particularly through social housing projects, will be crucial in mitigating the econoiwithin the

city.

Of note, from thecompilation of theMSDF2023, the2024and 2025Reviewof the MSDF, the followingspects remain applicable:

a) Thepopulation projections used in the MSDF 2(88trapolated from the2011 census) must be supplemented with data from other
sources, includinpackyardand informal settlement counts This was done to provide a baseline, which was corroborated in the 2022
Census (figures available in 2023ge Par5.5.

b) Growth inthe city areaand other smaller urban areasust be managed on a compaicifill basis toensure ongoing sustainability and
affordability whilst providing for the needs of the communities

c) Finegrain integration exists inthe George city area, but the legacy of segregatisnstill noticeable. The maximum number of
transformation initiatives to be employed, including access to public transport, proximity to urban support funet@ns,

d) Residential infill to be balanced wittevelopment absorption of urban supportive facilities, including social and economic opportunities
and the protection othe naturalenvironment

e) Affordable housing provision is a challenge, in addition to the subsidy housing provisibe Bial (Human Settlements pipeline).

f)  Very limited provincial and municipal land is availablel private land is costly.
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g) The backlog in housing delivenyrisreasing contributing to the growth of informal settlements with an estimated number of more than
20 000 people on the housing beneficiary waiting list

h) Infrastructure provision to settlements at high density (formal with informal infill) is a challeagd settlement densities make
implementation difficult

i) Insitu upgradings supported as it retains families in establishatbansocial and services fabrand facilitates.

i) Slow implementation of Human Settlements Projeatfordablehousing projectsandsocial housing projects is causediyastructure
availability Jand development processes (including environmental assessments) and the related public participation (NIMBY).

Should a growth rate of 1.3%5EP beassumedthe number ofhouseholdgall income categoriesd be absorbed in the next 20 yed022
to 2042) will be an estimated28 508 in addition to the20000 hh backlogsufficient space for absorption 048000 familiesmust be
facilitated.

The absorption of the housing backlog, being mostly applications for subsidy hoissipignned to takelaceaccording to the Human
Settlements Plarshowing growthassimilatiorviain-situ (USP) anddentified projects and via backyarassistance strategies

The area required forgrowth absorption of humarsettlementhousing acrosshe income spectrum, to accommodate the additional

(excludingn situbacklogabsorption) growth, is a function of the densities at which new development is proposed and approved. For example:

a) At anet density of 25u/ha (single residentjaverageerf size 0400m2) 1 140ha ofhousing areds required Should the provision of
infrastructure (roads, facilities, open spacbs)assumed at 50% of ttaosorptionarea an area of 280ha (gross)s needed.

b) At anet density of35u/ha (group housing densijy815ha of housing area is required. Should the provision of infrastructure (roads,
facilities, open spaces) be assumedi@¥ of the absorption area, an arealo360ha (gross)s needed.

c) Atanetdensity of ®u/ha townhousedensity),475ha of housing area is required. Should the provision of infrastructure (roads, facilities,
open spaces) be assumed4t%s of the absorption area, an areat®2ha (grossjs needed.

d) Atanetdensity of 140u/ha (flatsR03ha of housing area is required. Should the provision of infrastructure (roads, facilities, open spaces)
be assumed at 40% of the absorption area, an areg88hggross)s needed.

Should a growth rate of 2,8%&See Par5.5) be assumedhat the number of households (all income categories) to be absorbed in the next 20
years (2022 to 24P) will be an estimated0 00Q in addition to the 2M00 hh backlogSufficientspace foithe absorption 0f90 000 families
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must be facilitatedSucha growth rate mplies essentidly, a doubling of the current number of families in George in the next 20 y&ais
may not be sustainablé the available land (excluding environmentally sensitagriculturalareas)is considered and the budget for the
additional engineeringnfrastructure isnot secured.

The area required for growth absorption of human settlement/housing across the income spectrum, to accommodate the additional

(excluding in situ backlog absorptiagrpwth, is, againa function of the densities at which new development is proposed and approved. For

example:

e) At anet density of 25u/ha (single residential, average erf size of 40@89cha of housing area is required. Should the provision of
infrastructure (roads, facilities, open spaces) be assumed at 50% of the absorption area, arbazhaf(gross) is needed.

f) At anet density of 35u/ha (group housing densit2)Q00ha of housing area is required. Should the provision of infrastructure (roads,
facilities, open spaces) be assumed at 40% of the absorption area, an &88@f (gross) is needed.

g) At anet density of 60u/ha tbwnhousedensity),1 170ha of housing area is required. Should the provision of infrastructure (roads,
facilities, open spaces) be assumed at 40% of the absorption area, an 4r8&@f (gross) is needed.

h) At anetdensity of 140u/ha (flatsg00ha of housing area is required. Should the provision of infrastructure (roads, facilities, open spaces)
be assumed at 40% of the absorption area, an areg8afa(gross) is needed.

It is anticipated that a mix of housing options and densitiesbeilbresented by public and private development entitiEse spatial budget
(AnnexureA) calculategxpecteddensities based on development proposals aedsity zones supportegnly Pacaltsdorp and land to be
investigated listed in the Spatial budgetonsiderejlin the Policies of the MSDF2023, as read with the GIZSB&0@2® the current urban
developmentboundary,it is expected to realizé6 000 housing opportunitiedNote, again, that the densification absorption in the CBD and
all the densification zones t&not been included in the calculatipas such calculation is subject to further investigatiossed on a variety
of technical factors (See P&:5.4).

l.e, should a growth rate of 1,3 % be adopted, there is sufficki@t LI OSQ 6AGKAY (KS exOudiNgNdEnsificatignLJr G A |- €
opportunities in densification zong® absorb95% of growttover the next 20 years (Séectors possibly hindering growth absorption noted
in Par5.5.3.
Should a growth rate of 2,8% be assumeul] the required infrastructure bavailable additional area must be set aside, over thedium
long term to absorb growth.
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TheDraft District HumarSettlementsPlan 2025)concludes that, for Human Settlememirojects, theland identified in the pipeline should
be more than sufficient to meet the Housing Demand

5.4 DEVELOPMENT TRENDS: PLANNING AND BUILDING PLAN APPROVALS

5.4.1 PlanningApprovals 202-2025

Extracts ofthe Land Use Planning Dashbaarelating toland use managemetapplication approvalg¢zonings consents, subdivisionssmovals of
restrictive title conditions, parameter relaxations, site development plémsgonsecutive yearsave reference.

January 2022 to Dec 282Refer to Planning Department Dashboard Extr&ogsire 3

Nr of land use management approvals 2785
Total area included in land use management applica] 13 156a
approvals

Residential 2294

Total applications (note: flats are notes per block and
the number of units; to be corrected)

Business 77
Industrial 29
Notes A The majority (number) of land userelated to rezonings for residential purpose

within the city area
A The group hougngtown housing unitsnear equal the single residentiarven

created
ALLOTMENT Count of approvals
GEORGE 1315
TYOLORA 676
BLANCO 270

PACALTSDORP 223
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WILDERNESS 127
HEROLDS BAY 62
HOEKWIL 56
GEORGE RURAL 31
LE GRAND 17
UNIONDALE 8
Grand Total 2785

Approved Land Use
application 2022 -

2025
l y M 20
1% | = WILDERNESS
= UNIONDALE
THEMBALETHU
m PACALTSDORP
mLE GRAND
= KRAAIBOSCH
= HOEKWIL
= HEROLDS BAY
' GEORGE

EBLANCO

Ll 1% ;
B GEORGE RURAL

-

Approved Land Use
applications 2022 - 2025
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GEORGE
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1315
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WILDERNESS
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Source: HSP&D Dashboard of applications captured on the electronic GM Municipal System

Table5: Land Use Approval Statistics 2022 to%202
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Date (fixed) o Select a date

Zoning Approvals

g Priority Area

Total Zoning Approvals

2,783 [

Last update: 2 minutes 290

Business Zone

17

Esri, HERE, Garmin, FAQ, USGS, NGA

Map Zoning % Table
Industrial Zone

GEORGE
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oaw. [
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Total Area (ha) "
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a
n

Type of Application

Allotment
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Community Zone |
0
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Single Residential Zone |

Powored by Esri

Business Zone |

95400000

Agricultural Zone |

0000002080004

Agricultural Zone |
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Single Residential Zone Il

134600000

Zoning Category
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Approved Land use applications per year 2022 -2025
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Figure3: HSP&D Dashboard Extractind use application approvals from 01/01/2022 to 31/12/202
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Land Use Approvals per Zoning (20222025)
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Figured4: HSP&D Land Use Management appraoviadad Use Categorid3ashboardExtractslan 2022 to Dec 262
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The update of.ocalSpatial Development Frameworks has been priattias Implementation actions (SEeable29) and is based on growtiand land
usetrends observed In such reviews and update processhs functioning and hierarchy of nodes and related infrastructure wilhgsessedvith
specific attention to development ithe CBD,Blancoand Pacaltsdorpfunctional areas, given a possible shift in spatial elements, specifically
densification areas and approval of nodelated uses.

Together with the required technical aspects and structuring elements to adhere to the policies noted in thetMSioFowing spatial elements
areto be noted in updateadr new[ { 5:CQa

a) The approval of various applications in proximity to #igoort and the panned (Shormedium term)extension of theairport precinctand
airport facilitiesprompt consideration of thdunction of thespecialisechodein this locality. The review and update of the relevant LSDF will
advise whethetthe new development in this area aligns with the objectives of the approved LSDF and whether amendntkatspatial
structure/concept in this areare warranted Note that the airport precinct was denoted aspecialisechode in the LSDF and the MSDF2023
and is therefore not regarded as part of the urban development area of George, as defined by the urhan edge

b) In support of creating additional linkages from iatensified/extended CDB to the R44, structuring a secondary road network to support tourism
and intensive agriculture relatett the west of George City area, linking with economic opportunities related to the extended airport precinct
an LSDFor the area between the current urban development boundary and the R44 should be considered.

c) Emergence oprivate schools andpecialisedschoolsoutside the urban edgalludes to the inability oéducational facilities inside therban
development boundaryo absorb learners. The impact of these decentralised social facilities and the ability of the urban area to absorb learners
for the growing population must bevestigated. Such impacts relate to the impacts on infrastructure, promotion of-mmorised transport,
use of public transport and catalytic impact on surrounding assakshould a&o be considered in a possible LSDF for the westea of George.

d) The 2023 extension of the urban edge west of Pacaltsdbpdensificatioruptake in Pacaltsdorp and surroundingighbourhoodsa lack of
nodal areas to serve the densified south of Pacaltsdarmulative access considerationsad linkages currently being investigated and possible
heritageprecinctacknowledgement

e) Zoning applications (approved and in process) and building plan approvals show a sigiefis#ication of the CBD area. The 2015 L. 8Dfh
is prioritised for review, will consider spatial absorption asdciceconomicgrowth, together with updated public transport planningccess
andparkingrelatedissuesandthe southern extension of the CBD where uptake of rights is now taking place.

1. Whatsubstantive development permissiorfeezoningsand subdivisions) has the municipality given in the past budget year or since the adoption

of the MSDF?
Substantive permissions given in the past gg@0232025)include:
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- Varioushigherdensity(double-storeyflats) in the area betwegrandadjacent towellingtonandMitchell Street, and the permission for 500
social housing units in the Croc Farm projetig 100marketrelated units)and the Omega Street (GRDM) fldisth within the RZAIl such
projectsare within the identified residential densification zorand within the extended CBD area (MSDF202Bg Strategies and Policies
of the MSDF areapplied in advice given to prospective developers/applicants during the -Rpplication Phase. Development and
implementationare thus guided to encourage higher densg

- Therehavebeen no deviationgrom the urban edge

- Densification took place within the intensificatiaones.

- The uptake of righin the 1on York development has added focus togbathernsection of the CBBnd the link thereof to the R102 airport
link.

- Similarly the uptake of development opportunities and new approvals inKineaiboschVelgelegerBlue Mountain areds aligned with the
requirement for densification and infill as noted in various MSDF2023 policies,

2. Are thesedevelopment permissions alignet the objectives, principles and policisst out in theMSDP
These development permissiotiaus generally strengthen/support the spatial concept of the MSDF and are in line withbjaetives principles
and policies set out in the MSDF. The increase in permissions relatimghterdensity housingwithin the densification zones is an indication
that privateand municipatontributionsto a compact urban settlemerare attainable.

3. Whatsite-specificdeviationsdid the Municipal Planning Tribunal (MPT) permit? What is the impact of these on the IDP, municipal budget and
MSDF implementation?

A deviation of the height of buildings in the airport zone was allowed, being a private development within the ambit®Dtharnd the MSDF.

It should further be noted that a deviation from the Blanco LSDF was approved on appeal on 2 May 2023 for a retail devetowireris now

Erf 4287, Blanco. This approval introduces a land use that was not originally envisaged in terms of the adtiptdhspework and effectively
establishes a new or strengthened activity focus in the area. As a result, tiedogenent has the potential to influence nodal positioning by
attracting increased economic activity, traffic movement, and supporting land uses. Over time, this may alter the intexidédtspcture and
future growth pattern of the immediate vicinitypotentially prompting additional development pressure, changes in land use intensity, and
demands for supporting infrastructure and services.

Note that currently an applicationto develop a school outside of the MSDF (233/8%eing evaluatedwhich is motivated in terms of sie
specific circumstances.
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5.4.2 Building PlarmApprovals 202-2025

Building plan approvals are captured electronically and displayed spatially on the Municipgh&tgimber of building plans receiviecthe George
Municipal area in th@eriod 2022 t®2025 is noted inTable6. Anincrease in the number of plans (new buildings, alterations and extensions) approved,
yearon-yearbetween 2022 and 2024 is noticeabl@th 2025maintaining approved plans above 2000.

Year Count
2022 1523 APPROVED BUILDING PLANS (2022
2023 2088 2025)
2024 2120 3000
2025 2048 2000
Grand Total 7779
1000
0
2022 2023 2024 2025
Count

Table6: Number of building plans received by GM 2@83ZCount & Graph)

The land use categories, within which building plans were apprfreed 2022 to 203, areillustrated inTable7.

Property Type Count (20222025)

Residential 7093
Commercial 385
Industrial 200
State/Government 42
Agricultural 34

Institutional 25
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Grand Total 7779 | Approved Building Plans (2022 -2025)

2 oo 05% _0,4%
,6%

4,9% \

0,3%

91,2%
= Residential = Commercial Industrial
= State/Government s Agricultural Institutional

Table7: Building Plan Approvals 202025 per Property Type

The vast majority of building plan approvals (including new buildings, alteratindadditions) relate taesidential useThisdemandfor residential

units correlatesvith the MERO 24/25 statemeiit2 A § KAy (GKS Dw53X (62 adzyAOALIfAGASE KIF @S adzadl
last three years: George (27.3 per cent) and Oudtshoorn (16.8 per cent). The consistent denhaugdifay in these areas is largely attributed to the

increased population growth, education growtbpportunities andd S Y A 3 NFhé hufldjpgeéntrol statistics (dashward indicated thatplans

approved in the George municipal area2025 totalled an estimated building cost of Rbb, included in a footprint area of approximately 2000

m2 (data January 2@.

With respect to the locality of the investment related to the approved building plans (20222),20is noticeable inTable8 that the majority of

the approvals, ateast84% were issued for the citarea(George, Blanco, PacaltsdoipeGrand& Tyolora) Theapprovalof plans in the City area
increased steadilyyith 1233 plans approved in 2022, 1778 approved in 2AB53 approved 2024 andthen decreasing in 2025 to 169pproved.
Notice therelativelysignificantnumber ofapprovals irthe secondary service centremdin the rural/tourism settlements,in the southern area of
the GM jurisdictionsuch as S NEEhyRaﬁUésurrounds, Le GrhandWilderness The allotment ofunctional areas are described in the MSDF 2023
and include various areas/wards.

585 building plans were approved for industrial and commercial purposes, all within designated &ete hat whilst his includes
additions/alterations and new buildingsjt is an indicationof investment in thee sectors Given the102 land use approvalselating to
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business/industrialise in the sameeriod, it follows that investmenin the refurbishment/extension of existing buildings and uptake of existing rights

took place

Also of note is thtinvestmensin Institutionalbuildings(25 plans approved) and State facilitigl2(plans approved) were recorded.

AIIotmgnt Grand
(Functional 2022 | 2023 | 2024 | 2025

area) Total
GEORGE 753 | 1344 | 1191 | 953 | 4241
PACALTSDOK 309 236 | 487 | 416 | 1448
BLANCO 150 149 117 | 192 608
WILDERNESS g4 | 111 | 97 | 81 | 369
KLEINKRANT!

HEROLDS BA] 95 84 81 93 353
GEORGE

RURAL 58 54 44 0 156
LE GRAND 19 35 48 37 139
HOEKWIL /

WILDERNESY 21 33 28 117 | 199
HEIGHTS

TYOLORA 2 14 10 99 125
UNIONDALE /

UNIONDALE 5 2 11 1 19
RURAL

HAARLEM 4 2 1 1 8
UNDEFINED 27 24 5 58 114
Total 1523 | 2088 | 2120 | 2048 | 7779

NO. OF APPROVED BUILDING PLANS

APPROVED BUILDING PLANS FROM 2022
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Table8: Locality of properties with building plan approvals in 20225
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Very few plansvere approved in the Uniondale, Haarleand smaller hamleareas. Table8 refers
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Figure8: Locality: Building Plan Approvals: 26225: Haarlem, Hoekwil, Uniondale, Kleinkrantz
59|



REVIEW REPORT’REVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

Building plan approvals are concentrated within the urld@welopment areasThe increased construction amgvelopment trend i€mphasisedn

the 20242025 MERO, based onu@ntecdata, stating thatddin George, the building plans passed for residential buildings increg@siedlicating a
significant rise of approximately 23.0 per cent in new residegbailstruction projects. Additions and alterations to residential buildings also saw a
substantialincrease from R341.3 million in 2022 to R579.6 million in 2023. Notably, office and banking spacggaficant increase from zero in
2022 to R205.7 million in 2023, indicating a surge in commeteiglopment. Additionally, schools, nursery schools, creches, and hospitals saw a
new entry withR247.6 million in 2023, reflectira focus on educational and healthcare infrastructure

The building plans completed in George for residential buildings increased from R882.4 million o RQ2R billion in 2023, indicating a growth of
approximately 23.1 per cent. Additions and alteratidosesidential buildings also saw a significant increase from R109.3 million in 2022 to R185.1
millionin 2023, showing a robust trend in renovation activities with a growth of 69.4 per cent. Indaslialarehouse space completions increased

from R24.8 million in 2022 to R101.0 million in 2a&8hlighting a focus on completing industrial projects with a growth of 307.3 per cent. This data
reflects strong growth in both new residential constructo

e L
| Wih
PLANS COMPLETED PLAMNS PASSED

[EE00gE cuilding plans pasz=d Geonge building plans completed

.......

Figure9: Value of Building Plans Passed and Completed: MERO: GRD, 2023 (R million)
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5.4.3 Contraventions and Environmental Encroachments

Private development impact on sensitive environmestsoncerning and being monitored by various government entiti®arious contravention
notices have been issued for illegal land ysekating toenvironmental impactsOf note isamunicipal surveyelating toencroachments onto state
land and sensitive dune zones in the Wilderness area.

FigurelOillustratethe position of surveyed encroachmenkssuingof notices and actionisin line with the policies of the MSDF aimedta protection
of priority environmental areas.

Coastal Encroachment Survey Dashboard

Total Surveys

S B

126

FigurelO: Extract of the GM GIS: Coastal Encroachment Survey Dashboard6jeb202

5.5 POPULATION & HOUSEHOLD PROJECTIONS

z

5.5.1 George MunicipalitRa t I ad Iy R / dzNNB%) énd gréwvtdgubjéctiohs2 Y O H 1 MM

The population of the George Municipal area, in 2022, was estimated at 294¢@2% (85,931 householfl6SEP2023, Census 2D2

Previous estimates in 2024ut the populationat 221,637people and projections for 2025 rea@80,183 This growth trendvas alignedvith the
broader demographic changes observed in South Africa and the Garden Route Bistiectiing tahe 2020 MidYear Population Estimates based
model developed by the Western Cape Department of Social Development (DSD, 2020), the population of George munitigaiiy ey 28%

from 170 827 people in 2002 to 219 181 people in 2020, being an increase of 48 354 people oveydaisddiod, at an average growth rate of
1.39% per annum
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The various estimations fell short of the actual increase in population, as per the recent Censu€ensus. data shows an increase in the population
of Geor@g from 2011 (193672 persons) to the count in 2¢294929 persons). This constitutassignificant growth aan increase of 101257 persons

in 13 years at an average growth rate of approximately 3,6% per annime. differenceébetweenthe previous estimates and the actual growtheat
could be attributed to irmigration.

Notwithstanding the historic population estimations, the MSDF 2023 was based on a functional area calculation whichgatheted statistics
such as available backyard dweller and informal settlement data. The baseline population calculated in 202&tfomréee was similar to the actual
Census counflThe 2023 Census figures confirmed thevgh absorptionthat took place between 2011 and 2023.

On the assumption that thgrowth trend continusat 3,6%per annum, George will have to absorb an additibs8924peopleby 24 (from 2022);
i.e. an additional 4586@GouseholdsTable9 has reference. Should the growth rate as per the SEP estimation, being 1,3%, be adoplab(EHe
Theresultant absorption of 1640 households will be requiredlsoRefer toTable12, assuminga median growth ratef 2,8%, thusadding an
approximate 30000 by 2034 and another 40 000 by 2044 addition tothe current accommodated backlog (mostly already spatially absorbed).

Yeal 2011 2014 2013{ 2014 2015( 201q 2017‘ 201q 201&1 202q 2024 2022
Census 201 Growthrate calculatecdbn approximate Census figures 3,6
Populatio] 193674 200644,4 207867,4 215350, 223103, 231134, 2394554 248076, 257007 266259, 275844,4 285774,¢
Census 2022= 2942
PROJECTIC‘ 2022 2023 2024{ 2025( 202q 2027‘ zozq zozq 203q 203]4 2034 20334 2034
Census 2023ersons
Uppell 294929 305546, 316546,] 327941, 339747,7 351978, 364649, 377777, 391377, 405466, 420063, 435185, 4508524
bounds;]
Projection
base:3.60%
perannum
Lowen 294929 298763,] 302647 306581,4 3105671 314604, 318694, 322837,47 327034,] 331285,5 335592, 339955 344374,
boundsg
Growth rate
1,3%
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according tq
SEP202

Average Householsize= 3,4 persons per household, SEP 2023, IDP Review) 2024

Table9: Population growth projection based time 2011 to 2023rend and SEP2023 (upper and lower bounds)

3,60% 1,30%

Upper Bound Estimate based tre growth trajectory ofthe past 10years Additional households from 2027
to 2034 155923,6 49 445,37

Lower BoundEstimatebased on SEP growth rate estimation Additional households from 2027
to 2034 45 859,87 14 542,76

Tablel0: Upper and Lower Bounds: Household Growth Estimation 2022 to 2034

¢tKS YIAY LRAYG 2F y2G4S Ay GKS WOKFIy3IAay3ad OANDdzyaidlyoSaQ IlishneSOGAy3
acknowledgement of the GM estimation of actual population levels and the tempo of growth. Although the Status Quo, amédysedvised the

MSDF 2023 postulated that the base population of the city area was approximat@dpdamiliesi.e. approximately 302100 persons (at an average

family size of 3,4 persons per famijlthe official dataDSD) indicate@24 430 for te whole municipal area. The GM estimation was corroborated in

the official population figures issued by Census2022, which confirmed the population 8229dr the George Municipal area. This calculates to a

growth rate of 3,6% peannum, with the assumption that the base count for both the 2011 and 2022 Census iteratimtorrect. In a recent
projectrelatedreport byUrbanEcon Development Economisthe growth rate is, however, estimated at 2,88 extract of the noted studstates

that:

GThe Graden Route District Municipality encompasses seven local municipalities, each contributing differently to itsoavwewaltion. Within the
Garden Route District Municipality, George Municipality accounts for 35.3% of the total population ancdb8th&%%ouseholds.

The local municipality experienced 2.8% yeatyear population growth between 201#hdH nHo X & dzN1J- aaAy3 GKS RA&AGNROD
of 2.3%. Both the district municipality (DM) and local municipality (LM) experienced higher growth rates compared to t#re Gase (1.9%). The
population's growth rate serves as a key indicatbmareasing opportunities within both the DM and LM. Furthermore, the population density of

58.3 individuals per km? indicates enough space to accommodate a largelapopun the local municipality. The average household income in the

local municipality comparesloselyto the districtss | & 'y F @SN} 3S 2F wmc pnHI ¢gKAOK Aa afA3akafe
significantly lower than the provincial average of RB6.
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Overview of population and income in the study area, forecast to 2024

e Jusies JemJous ey

Source: (Quantec Standardised Regional, 2024; Stats SA, 2011 forecast toa2@@dred by Urban Econ, November 2023

Tablel1: Population statistics 2024: Urban Econ

The upper bound estimation, as indicatedTriable9 is thus most likely Spatial absorption 055924 people (4860 families) over the next 10 years

(to 2034) ionsequently expected (uppdboundary expectation).

Based on an expected 2,8% growth rdke following will apply:

2024 2034 2044
Population 311 676 410 804 541 460
Number of familie$3,4 persons per family) 91 700 120 825 159253
Additionalfamiliesper 10-yearinterval 29125 38 428
Absorption requiremenf0-yearhorizon 67 553

Table12: Growth estimation to 2044 based on a growth rat@ &% pa

Area (kni) 129 462 23331 5191
Population 7709 474 876 944 311 176
Number of household&t 3,77 persons per famjly| 2 103 419 241 347 82 346
Population density (/krf) 58.4 36.7 58.3
Average household size 3.6 3.6 3.7
Annual population growth (2023023) 1.9% 2.3% 2.8%
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A % /4 A x

MERO 2024/25tated G KIF G &'y Fylfeara 2F GKS SELSOGSR LRLzA A2y | yR K2dzaSK2
the highest(in the Garden Route Distridtpusehold growth at 2.1 per cent and a substantial population growth rate of 1.5 per cent. This indicates
DS2NEBSQa O2yGAydzSR LISt Fa 'y d2Nbly Kdzox ftA]1Ste& RNAGSY o6& Ada SO2

The growth trajectory is illustrated by the following two graptisy Of dzZRSR Ay | SRBIALISTRENDS AL2IMPLIGATIDNS BN G
MUNICIPALITIES: CENSUS 2pgssented at a SALGA engagement in June 2024 by WC: DBAd.BRatsSRespectively

Census 2022: Total Provincial Population Growth by Local Municipality

Population Growth by Local Municipality (excl CKD LMs)
Censuses 1996 - 2022

350000 Census 2022 shows that George
(274,929) overtock Drakenstein
to become the most populated ’_\
300000 LM outside CCT George; 294 929

el Drakenstein; 276 800

250000
Breede Valley; 212 682
200000 )/‘

Stellenbosch; 175 411

150000 R e Saldanha B2y, 154635
=
100000 e ——
;________._.———-——“’"_ -
50000
0
PT36 PTOL PT11 PT22

@i D, ————-——
Figurell: Census 2022: Total Population Growth by Local Municipality: WC (DEA&DP June 2024)

During theaforementioned presentatin it was confirmed that th&sarden Rout®istrictaveraged 3.7% growth per annum between 2011 and
2022.
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Key Spatial Trends in the Western Cape (5)

« Percentage change in population between 2011 and 2022

% increase in population between 2011 and 2022 ...
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Figurel2: Key Spatial Trends: WRrésentation bystats SA June 2024)
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Garden Route DM has grown from 0,6 Million in 2011 to 0,8 Million in

= CENSUS

Population change by Garden Route DM, 1996 -202
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Figurel3: Population Gowth of Municipalities in the Garden Route (Stats SA June 2024)

The Stats SA and DEA&DP presentations, June aB24highlighted the following trendsbserved from the StatisticaleRase P0302mnidyear
population estimags, 20 July 2024

U  WC experienced positive netmigration

U Average household size in WC declined from 4,0 in 1996 to 3,3 in(20@2a household size of 3,4 wagdisn GM calculations)
U In WC, the percentage of households that resided in informal dwellings decreased from 16,7% in 1996 to 11,1% in 2022.
i

% of WC population between 15 andya#ars olgd 26% younger than 1and29% is 35 t&9 (10986 older thar60)

67 |



REVIEW REPORTYREVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

55.2

In conclusion, he official(WCG) growth rate of 1,3%s included in théDP, isthus noted but given factorsmpacting the delivery of land for
developmentit is prudent to base an accommodating spatial planning trajectory groaith rate of 2,8%See Pab.5). Uptake in development will,
however,be linked to phased infrastructuienplementation, which is based on actual development and network extension.

Population Dispersion and Density

Theofficial Census 2022 Ward Levkltawasreleasedn November 2025However,Small Area LocalitsANLC/SAldata, whichare usefulfor doing
spatialanalysiswill not be officiallyissued buwill be requested byhe GM. Seereferenceto ward demarcation andrea growth analysis noted in
Par.5.2

The IDReferences tle WesternCape Sociak, Economidrofile(SEP2023 ancestimates tlat 87.9% of the population die GeorgéMunicipal aredives
in an urban aredJrbanisationin George is noteth MERO 2024/2025 &38.7%, butGM estimates are higher. The discrepandg mostprobablydue
to the inclusion of dense urban settlements in rural demarcation areas.

Notwithstandingthe followingtrends to be noted:

i. The updated spatial budget, planning approval data and building plan approval data show that development is concentnatedyiratea,
with uptake of previously approved opportunities (mostly residentraboekwil Herolds BajOubaai and Le Graland Wilderness

ii. No significant development in the smaller rural nodés2024 survey by GM HSP&D confirmed that the demand for further subdivisions/

densification in Haarlem is relatively low.

iii.  Most of the population is still located in thety areg and this trend continuesThe highest population densities can be found in Thembalethu,

Conville, Lawaaikamp, Borcherds, Rosemore, Protea Park and Pacal®ddosification of residential use iRacaltsdorp andhe CDB
densificationzones is a positive trend, set to continue, if enquiries in this regardgikcation submissiongre an indicator.Refer toFigure
15.
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iv. Thedensitiesin the Thembalethu areare extreme. Pab.5.3hasreference

The spatial absorption capacity per functional area will be reviewed onceSIABILC/SA{Census 2022) data is made availaete that the
SANLC/SAdlata must beadjustedas some of the urban development, suchthe Groenkloofand Mooikloof were previously countedas rural
development WC: DE&DP) Nonethelessthe trend of densificatiornin specific areahas not changed since tlamalysis in 2022024 and 2025.
Figurel5relatesto information gathered in surveys in 2016 and 2022, combined witk papulation data (Sensus 201growth adjustedl It shows
that the mostdenselypopulated areas are the suburbsthe centraisouth and southern city areas, indicated as light blue yltbw inFigurelbs.

From the newlyreleasedward-baseddata Figurel4 illustrates the population distribution on ward-basedlevel within the Municipality. The map
resembles the same trends we observed in previous yeangre the population is distributed maintp Thembalethy Conville, Lawaaikamp,
Borcherds, Rosemore, Protea Park and Pacaltsdoshould be noted that wards are demarcated based on the number of registered voters, with a
maximum deviation allowance of 15%. This provides a useful reference for understanding the density profile, as smaliggneeatig indicate
areas of higher paglation concentration. While this is not a precise meadiue to variations in voter registration levels across the Mipaildty, it
remains a helpful point of contextual interest.
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\Ward 20! (Wardhi

IV

\Wardi15]

ard Population 2022

GEORGE MUNICIPALITY : WARD BASED POPULATION (SOURCE : CENSUS 2022) |

Figurel4: Ward Base population distributiqi$tats SANovember2025 ¢ Census 2022
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Figurel5: Density Heatmap: City area (2016 to 2021)

The information will be updated once tiRANLC/SACensusiata is available anadthen the updated structures count is completed by the Human
Settlements DepartmentNonethelessFigurel9 representsdata obtained from a Googlstructures Counin 2023 andllustrates that densification
has increased in the Thembalethu area.
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Ward Sizes (2020 Vs 2025)
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Source: Electoral Commission
Figurel6: Registered voters per ward 2020 vs 2025

Another data source to illustrate population growth is data from the Electoral Commission, although not nectéesacilyal population (registered
voters recorded), it shows alignment with trends in available counts and population @atalocalities of Wards are includedrigurel?, for ease
of reference.

The following wards show a marked increase in the number of voters:

Wards 21 and 1§ Thembalethu

Ward 16 Pacaltsdorp

Wards22 and 23; Ruraldesignation, but including densifiesighbourhoodsonsidered part of theity area
Ward 26¢ Infill residential areas in the west of George

=A =4 =4 =
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Ward 1
Ward 24

Ward 4

Ward 14

Ward 12

Ward 23

Wiard 16 Ward 21

Figurel7: Ward Reference Map (Source: GM GIS)

5.5.3 Growth Trends and Growth Absorption

The updated spatial budgétr the city areds attachedasAnnexureA.

The extracs of data fromthe spatial budget (updated February2026) in *Figuresincludedensification opportunity in Pacaltsdorp and Thembalethu (in

situ upgrade), but not a densification factor for the densification zones and nodal areas, including the CBD.
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Table13 showsa residentialdevelopment absorption capacityithin the urban development boundary (MSDF 22hich hasdecreasedrom
approximately49 000 housingopportunities in tke 2024 Review (Feb 2024)da estimated45800 inthe 2025 Review (Feb 20p&nd45645in the
current review (Feb 20260t should be noted that since thgecond reviewno updated aerial photography has been availallkichmay result in
the total number of housing opportunitieseingmuch lower than the number of 45586. With new aerial photography expected in, #26patial
budget should be updated as part of the amended MSDF proNess that the densification within nodal areas and the CBD has not beeciuded
and should be taken into accounsubsequent to the updated CBD LSDF and relevant support studies are comple¢econstructiorand/or
handoverof approximately8 332 unitsin one yeaiis an illustration of the demand and tlappetitefor development in Georg&hould thepopulation
increasecontinue at an estimatedgrowth rate of 2,8% p.a, (natural growth and irmigration) (SeeTable12), the population up to 208 can
theoretically,be accommodated within theurrent spatialconcept.Note, however, that this projection is based on the assumption thatlarge
proportion ofthe housing backlog care upgradedn sity, i.e.as part of tie currenturban fabri¢ and within densified, identifielluman Settlement

pipeline projects

- ; . Total housing
Approved Opp_ortunltles Approved, in process Proposed Residential \_/acan_t to be opportunities
Remaining Development investigated
2024 Review
2946 6604 12932 26722 49204
2025 Review
1039 7021 12141 25671 45872*
2026 Review
1026 6445 12695 25479 45645¢

*Figuresincludedensification opportunity in Pacaltsdorp and Thembalethtsitin upgrade), but not a densification factor for the densification zones and nodal
areas, including the CBD.

Tablel3: Spatial Budget Extract: Residential absorption capa2@g4 2025& 2026Review

In addition to densification assumptions, the areas considered in the calcut#tibe available development areare shown inFigurel8. Note that
the full extent of process/investigation projects shownin said Figurewhichmaybe subject to considerations such as engineering capacity and
environmental constraints
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N

Remaining
In Process
Approved (No
Top structures)
Proposed (Not yet
approved)
Vacant to be
investigated
Vacant to be

NC 1 investigated

8 (outside UE)

Note thatFigurel8 highlights property boundaries, not the developmhbreas within such properties.
Figurel8: City Area: Spatial Budget Base Map €02

Should theexpectedgrowth rate @,8%)be realised growth absorption within the current spatial framewoakd spatialconcept istheoretically,
possiblefor the next 13 yeargSee Pars.3). Given the planning horizon of 20 years envisaged in the MSDF, the capacity to absorb growth within the
urban development boundary for the medium to long term is inadequate and must be considered as part of the 2025/2027 MSBH Sizdus
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Quo) and amendment cycl@édjustment of the urban development boundary is considered a significant change in the spatiept of Georgeand
full public participation and circulation processes, associated avitliSDF Amendmentill be followed.
In addition to themediumlong term adjustment requirementlsonote thatthe nature of the available opportunities (proposed and vacant, to be

investigated alsoplaysa role in the practical absorption gential within the urban development boundary. The following factors hinder the rate of
uptake, resulting in the unavailability of opportunities:

a) Speculation: Private development areas are securedssalefor profit, delaying the delivery of housing opportunities and increasing the price of
units/houses

b) Land development processes: The processes involved in the release of land, including environmental impact assessmerp/danthgand
servicing of erven/unitdake approximately two years to complete. If development areas ar@regaredtimeously, this may hinder the delivery
of units/houses

c) Land ownership: Urban boundary expansion has, due to land configuration outside historic urban edge areas, resulteduint@sport large
individual land holdings. Landowners tend to release land slowly, in consecutive phases and at high pribas]ahing the fast, affordable
release of landFourproject area have been includeds proposed projectis 2019 and 202 3iterationsof the MSDFgublic andprivate), totalling
anestimated X 000 housingpportunities¢ the nonperformance of thes@rojectsplaces pressure on growth absorption

d) Land release of municipal lanthe George municipality owladew strategic land portions within the urban edge. The release of such land cannot
only relate to the delivery of housing opportunitiess the municipal and governmental mandate to supply urban supportive uses, create a
functioning public realm, provide space for catalytic economic development, sanamea for ecological and open space functions and allow for
areas required for engineering and utility infrastructure, is of utmost importahe@dthat has been earmarked for investigation for housing
purposes is insufficient to address the growth absorption requirement in the next 2Qygasifically in view of land release mechanisms (full
title erven vssectional title units)

e) Engineering Services Planning must favour densification in priority areas, in addition to servicing of expansion aesasticiptted absorption
to be successful;

f) Diversity of typologies must be included in both private residential and government human settlement projects, to supgportbitsity. The
humansettlementsdelivery trajectoryfavouringsite-and service housing provisiptioes not support orderettigh-densityin situ upgrading and
may affect the aga required for formalisation in the medium long term. The quantification of current settlement (survegkf2@Pthefinalisation
of in-situ upgrading plans to advise the MSDF Status Quo analysis 2025/26.

Should anet densityof 25u/ha* be goplied,then anarea of2 280thashould be availabléor absorptionof growthfrom 202 to 2044. The available
land, ifdensificationis notrealisedto the extentexpressedn the MSDF-is not sufficient to absorb expected growtiver the longterm (10 years
plus) Aconsideredexpansion of the urban development boundanust be evaluatedfollowing consultation and analysis during the status quo
stage, in 2027Refer to PaB.3for general landequirementcalculations andcenarios.
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* Absorptionrelatesto all income levels and housing typologies aegdsto include space fothe provision ofsociceconomicand recreation facilities. Woverall
density of 25 units/ha isonsiderednediumdensitydevelopment.

Census data relating to household growth per functional area to be updated once the Small Area L&ib@/SAldata from Census 2022 is
available.Currently it seems that it is unlikely thahis information will be made availabl&lthough theSANLC/SAdata is not yet availablghe
growth absorption areas in and around Pacaltsdangl the GroenkloofWelgelegerareashaveseen the mosformal growth absorption(infill) in

recentyears The absorption ofnformal andformal residential growthfermalisationof housing backlog/ wsitu upgrading in Thembalethu is
significant.

WC: DEA&DP conducted a spatial settlement analysis of available information, using the Dol HS 2022 count and the Giog@&itildes count
2023. Based on caveathe results show densification of informal structuregarticularly in the Thembalethu area:
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(= WC_Informal_Google_Builc|

= O main,GoogleBuildingsWC 11
O
5 8 WC_Informal_Settlements_|
=
3 O main.GoogleBuildingsWC
# [0 Informal_Settiements_Cape
2 0 Infonml_Smlemen!s_Cap(f
@ [ Other_Informal_Areas_outs|
@ [0 MDB_Local_Municipal_Bou
= & Basemap
# @ World Imagery

GM HSSum of Informal Structures Count
Muni/Town Sum of Dol HS Structures 202 Sum of Google Buildings Structure 2023 (Sept 2025)
George 6963 15849 11387

*Note that the Sept 2025 count does not include backyard housing structures, but only informal structures located in mfeasal
Tablel4: Structures Count WOoHS 2022 and Google Count 20281 HS count 2025.

78 |



REVIEW REPORTYREVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

The Google structures counbrrelatesbroadly with figures shown in the Informal Settlement Count and Backyard Survey completed by GM at various
points in the last 9 years. Theformal structures count of George Municipality 2(Sept 2026) does not include backyard housing. Backyard housing
structurecount will be conducted in 2026.

MERO 24/25 alsnotes a relatively high percentage of the population in informal dwellifggire20 has reference.

FORMAL DWELLINGS AND INFORMAL DWELLINGS, Garden Route District, 2023

15% 195
- T 84%
: 1225
15.7% 14.5%
Infiormio
Formal
1.8 .
pr - § 2199
i s
TRL ! I
Garden Biou Geoge Homequo Eonnolond  Enysno Mossel Boy Oudbshoom
Rourhe

Sowrce: Guantec, 2024,

Figure20: Formal and Informal dwellings in the Gardeoute:MERO 2024/25

Informal dwellingsare mostly located in the central soutieighbourhoodsand in the Thembalethu and Pacaltsdorp Soatbas The locality b
informal dwellings (backyards aséttlementg correlateswith the most densely populated areas of George. Sgerelb.

Semigrationis a notable trendBusinessTecbo.za {5 March 2025fi t N2 LISNJié SELIS NI & KIF @S y2iSR G(GKIi DS2NH:
demand for property from affluent buyers and is how among the top five most popular towns for semigrants. Several expgertstbawthat

semigration in South Africacitizens m@ing from one province to anotheris still a significant trend within the property sectoAffluent buyers

and retirees are noted as major contributors to the demafaouringsecurity and lifestyle estatesNote that integrated living is an important

spatial strategyf the MSDF2023nd guidelines with respect tine-grain accessibility and integrati@me included.

5.5.4 Implications of Population Growth on Facility Provision
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In the social facility analysis, which formed part of the 2022 Statusa@alysis, a@onservative (Lower bound) estimateas usedwhich indicated
that the population of the municipality will grow an estimatedl4 540householdsbetween 2022 and 2034n this basis, the need for ttiellowing
new facilitieswas establishedn addition to the current backlogs per thestandards applied in the Social Faci8iyF schedul@g CSIR Reb Book/SA
Schools Actor standardq)rhegrowth estimate is now higher and will translate to a higher social facility néaate that the SANLC/SAdata to
reviewthe location of new facilities within functional areas is not yet available

Facility Type Households Population Additional facility required for
Min expected lower bound additiong
growth by 2034
Creche/ECD 1 per 600 2196 24
Primary School 1 per 1913 7000 9
Secondary School 1 per 3470 12500 4
Thusong Centre/Skills Centre/Mydurpose |1 per 5464 54645 20000 200000 2
centres
Tertiary Education Facility 1 per Regional Requirement
General Community Facility 1 per 2500 9150 5
Library (Branch{excluding locamobile) 1 per 13661 40984 50000 150000 1
PoliceStation (ncluding satellite) 1 per 2732 16393 10000 60000 5
Fire Stations 1 per (8min- CBD Informal) (30minResidential) (23minRural) Spatial determination
Primary health care clinic 1 per 1366 16393 5000 60000 10
Community health centre 1 per 40984 40984 60000 150000 0
Cemeteries 0.8 Ha 1366 5000 8ha
Parks neighbourhood play parks (750m 1 per 250 915 60 or Combined facilities (54hg
radius)
Community Parkmin 1.5 Ha) (3km walking |0.9 Ha 250 915
distance)
Regional parks/ Stadiums (10km radius) |1 per 1366 5000
ICT Hub (&m) 1 per 1366 5000 10o0r based on distance€ity areé
13x10km plus secondary area
and rural town locations
Child and YoutiCare Centr¢25km) 1 per 5464 16393 20000 60000 2

Tablel5: Social Facilities calculated accordindghe standard* required by 2034
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555

NB:It should be noted, however, that the abovementioned new facilities projections assume that current facilities are aycapddibat current
facilities cannot be expanded (which oftentimes, they,danterms of capacity increagd=xpansion andnore effectiveutilisation may reduce the
need to build new facilitiedVlega schools, for example, accommodate more than one standard facility pefsgeMSDF Amendmeiricludesa
facilitiesreviewassessmenper functional area (current anequired) tolink population density to facility provision ail@calisedspatial level.

With respect to the provision of educational and health servjites MERO 23/2 sketches an improving and positive picture of Geangeslation to
the municipalities in the district. Spatial provision for a growing populatsord the services (Soeszonomic) required byhem, isnonetheless
important.

Human Settlement Program

Also see Pd5.3.

The Human SettlementSivisionof the Planning & Developmeiirectoratehas confirmed thdousing pipeline (funded and unfunded) identified in
the Human Settlements Plathe projectdncluded in the social housing provision planniaiggas earmarked fahe affordable markeandthe areas

for investigation for possible expansion afusingprovision in various affordability segment$he latter category, being land parcels considered for
housing (various affordability market and typologijéstludes public and private land, the majordf/whichis in the city area an87% within the
2023 urban development boundary.

The current pipeline of projects is as per the new approved pipeline dated January 2026, with the addition of sites edonadadl housing
projects within the CBD (in investigation stage) as per the 2025 Review Report. The GRDM Omega streatsingigkrbject has also been added
to the spatial alignment tabl&6 below.

[ FYR LI NOSt & ARSYGATNafrdable (bandédRhbusifgincdulieiDalille Bakthe/BlafAce strigGuayahg portionsind the
Sweetpea project. All these areas amgthin the urban development boundarynd the placemengligns in principle, with thepolicies of the
MSDF2023.

Project Name Delivery Programme Anticipated Number of Aligned  with
Units/sites MSDF 2023
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Agri Herold Agri-Village/FLISP 180
Buffer strip Blanco FLISP TBC

Conville SH TBC I
Croc Farm social housing 500 1
Delville Park FLISP / SOA 900 1
Erf 4200 (Borchards) IRDP TBC {
Europe IRDP 507 |
George Metro Grounds Erf [
464 IRDP 664

George Station SH TBC |
George [
Syferfontein/Pacaltsdorp Erf

325 East IRDP/FLISP 2001

George Thembalethu UISP [
Phase 2 USIP 1483

George Thembalethu UISP [
Phase 3 UsIP 1118

Golden Harvest (36 units) SH 2 (100 rental units) |
Haarlem UISP UISP TBC

Moeggehuur IBS IBS 50 1
Moeggeploeg UISP 200 |
N2 LTA Thembalethu IRDP P
Road camp Social Housing TBC

Sandkraal UISP 521 (tbc)

Sweetpea FLISP / NDP TBC
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Syferfontein/ Pacaltsdorp Erf [
325 West (3500) IRDP IRDP/FLISP 7000

Thembalethu Ext 42 & 58 PHP 600 *
Thembalethu N2 [ *
Densification IRDP/FLISP 329

Thembalethu UISP (IBS) IBS [
Touwsranten IRDP/UISP TBC
TRA Rosedale Erf 325 East EHP 100 I
Uniondale 25 units (part of

100 military veterans IRDP 25

Uniondale (infill) UISP 60

Uniondale Larger extension IRDP 180

Wilderness Heights IRDP 120
Wilderness Kleinkrantz UISP UISP/IRDP 150
Omega Street (GRD) Social Housing 168 §

Tablel6: Human Settlements: Housing Pipeline Project. Spatial alignment

rojects are aligned with the spatial concept of the , baiimgill housing development, within the .
Proj ligned with th ial f the MSDF2023, heiimdill housing devel ithin the PHSHDA
Projects are aligned with the spatial concept of the MSDF2023, beiimill housing development.

Projects outside the Urban Development Boundary (MSDF2023)

I *various projects within the Thembalethu footprint. Position of all components to be confirmed to establish possible lemewidcto environmentally sensitive areas.

The number of housing/tenure opportunities within the income category tinalify for subsidy,as indicated in the priority project lisi§167, is
relatively low compared tthe housing waiting lisind the structures count (unverifiedeeTablel4). A phasedrecountof structuresandverification
of the housing waiting list is planned within the Human Settlement Directorabech should advisen the adequacyof the projectareasidentified in
the Human Settlement®lan.The result of sucl study will inform the MSDF Status Quo and Amendment process (2025 date the Informal
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Settlementshave been counteds ofSeptember 2025 with a total df1387informal structures of which9811aresituated in Thembalethu. Backyard
dwellingshavenot been counted to date.

With respect to alignment of the Human Settlement delivery in the plaste years and the spatial concept as per the MSDF2023, the following
observationgemain applicable
i. Land release and/or construction took place in various HS Implementation projects in the past three years.
ii.  Allprojects ardocated within the urban development boundary,
iii. Allareas arawithin the PHSHDA,
iv. Five sites, with the potential to yield approximately 1100 opportunities, have been identified as potential social haesiilgtie Human
Settlements Plan, the HDA Development Plan and the MSDF 2023, located within the RZ.
v. Noimplementationof social housingrojectshascommenced. The process tealiseopportunities within the Restructuring Zone (R&s
progressedar:
a) Former Croc Farm, Erf 464, George (500 units) (Land Use Rights and EnviroAothotigation.
b) Omega Street, Erf 26823, George (168 units) (SDP stage).

Restructuring zones were proclaimed in 2016, which are indicated in the George MSDF (2023), and the report also idehéfiedefas where
densification, intensification and restructuring should take pldt¢e availability of these sites feocial housingnust bereflected in the George MSDF
amendment 2028n accordance with the latest Human Settlement Plan.

Notes on the2022 Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Plankiogsing Market Studgre included in the 2024MSDF Review and
placethe spotlighton the facilitation of the provision of affordable housing, over and abovehtasing provided by private initiative and subsidy
projects. Note that the next phase of theddising Market Study is undertaken with the latest document dated August 2025.

Moving forward, policies and incentives must be developed to enable developers to supply freehold stock priced betwedy)RBRORDOOOO.

Delivery of affordable housing units by the private sector is encouraged in all densification and infill exesssedBates generally hold low densities

and do not deliver housing for the affordable market. The land within these estates is therefore not utilised optimalledandhe limited amount

of consumers within the estates, the cost of maintenance ostfucture within the estates will become burdensome to its occupants, resulting either

AY GKS FlLAtdzZNBE 2F GKS hgySNDRa ! aa20A1GA2ya (G2 YSS( obcHpatiborNg estatéshyd | G A 2y
high income earars. Both instancesinderminethe objectives of the MSDEs failure to maintain their services will result in the transfer of the risk

to the municipality while the reservation on the development foighrincomeS I N S NBR dzy RS NXY A y S jectivie KoSronvoteyspatxh LI £ A

transformation. Densification of estates must be encouraged to support the optimigsationof limited land resources and existing infrastructure.
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5.6

Land (municipal) for affordable housing was identified in the Human Settlements Plan and noted in the MSDF 2023. Pldmnaagfiitional release

of municipal land for affordable housing is underway. An estimated 4000 units can be yielded withiextstieg planned projects. The Municipality
owns limited langdand the purchase of strategic land for affordable residential development over the longer term must be addressed in thé HSP a
will advise investigations for expansion of the urban eilgbe longer term.

The policies contained ithe MSDR023 support housing projects aimed at a variety of affordakihitegories anéncouragedensification Progress
on technical studiefor areas identified for investigatioto advise possible amendment spatial elements (urban development boundary, nodes,
settlement categories).

In addition to the abovevarious discussions and investigations relating to the management of forestry villages, of hwbihre located within the
George Municipal boundangre underway.Based on technical investigations, these settlemeauts to be reviewedin relation to the settlement
hierarchy.

ECONOMIC PERFORMANRGEPE THE GEORGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY

In addition to the economic performanatatisticsin the IDP reporaindthe economic performance aspects noted in (8824MSDF Revieirst), an
Urban Econ im SocieEconomidreportsupportingone of the catalytigrojects, providesthe employment profile noted infablel7 and the insights
noted below:

Employed 2 070 822 174 231 64 788
Unemployment Rate 21.8% 24.6% 24.2%
Not Economically Active 2 068 815 281 666 101 349
Labour force participation rate 61.19% 51.57% 51.60%

Source: (EasyData, 202bntained in Urban Econ Repddar2024)
Tablel7: Employment Profile: WGRDM and George
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dThe slightly higher unemployment rate and lower labour force participation in the Garden Route District Municipality agel lG@eaf Municipality,
compared to the Western Cape, suggests outward migration due to low employment opportunities available tvéhdistrict and local
Ydzy A OA LEIdE A D022 YAO Syl ot SYSyd Iy RaredhhSstillideerded a gigriySO2y 2 YA O 2 LI NI dzyAGAS

With respect to thefeconomic profile at a provincial, district and local municipal tfve dzi K ! FNA OF Qa SO2y2YA O LISNF2NXI vy
indicated a 0.1% contraction in GDP, and based on recent manufacturing and mining data, second quarter GDP is forecastgdaampdest 0.6%

(South African Reserve Bank, 20Z@)e Central Bank does expect accelerated growth in the medium term due to improving logistics and consistent
electricity supply, among othdactors(South African Reserve Bazih24) ...

The gross value added (GVA) of the local municipality was valued at around R42 billion in 2023 (constant prices), witefoaecound 40.9% of

GiKS RA&GNROG SO2y2YeéQa D! FY.R oow: 2F GKS Dx! 2F GKS 2SadSNyYy /I L3S

Western Cape Garqle_n R_oute District Geo_rg'e Lgcal
Sector Municipality Municipality

2013 2023 2013 2023 2013 2023
Agriculture and hunting 4.9% 5.1% 7.0% 6.8% 5.1% 4.9%
Mining and quarrying 0.4% 0.3% 0.5% 0.3% 0.2% 0.1%
Manufacturing 25.9% 22.7% 23.5% 21.2% 23.4% 21.5%
Electricity, gas and water 2.4% 2.1% 2.7% 2.2% 3.2% 2.4%
Construction 7.4% 4.7% 9.4% 5.1% 8.3% 4.4%
Trade 11.3% 10.8% 12.5% 11.7% 12.7% 11.0%
Transport and communication 12.3% 16.9% 11.0% 16.0% 12.7% 18.4%
Finance and business services 23.7% 25.8% 21.8% 26.0% 23.7% 28.0%
Community services 4.2% 4.0% 4.1% 3.5% 3.7% 2.9%
General government 7.6% 7.6% 7.3% 7.1% 7.1% 6.3%
TOTAL GVA R1 205 769 R1 331 963 R91 633 R103 447 R35 113 R42 348

Source: (EasyData, 2024; contained in Urban Econ Report Jan2024)
Tablel8{ SOG2NI f O2y (iNAOdziAz2zya G2 (G(KS Dx! ounmMo YR HAanHoO 602yaidlyld uHnmp LINKOS:

The robust performance of the finance, manufacturing and transport sectors primarily drove the growth in the local miynfogpal2013 to 2023
The mining, utilities and community sectors indicated a smaller contribution in 2023 than in 2013. Despite a noticeast#i@oirirthe trade sector
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over the last 10 years within the local municipality, it continues to be a significant contributor to the local econorfigafbe and business sector

grew the most in the local municipality for the period under review.

The construction sector contracted significantly from 8.3% in 2013 to 4.4% in 2023. This negative growth trend withisttbeticonsector is also

noticeable in the province and district municipality. The Infrastructure Report Card (IRC) and thestfistune Report on the construction industry

find that the state of the construction sector and property development in the Western Cape were in economic decline@avenG@VIEL9 (Cape

Business News, 2023). The dismal performance in the consinuctdustry is attributed to the lack of infrastructure investment and government

procurement. Additional factors driving poor industry performance include escalating interest rates and the negative sentiragds the domestic

economy and the politicaS y @A N2 y Y Sy (i dprofed(§ N ohtdbiie tovards efforts to revive economic activity within the local

Ydzy AOALI t Al Qa. 02yaidNHzOGA2yY aSOG2NJ
Tablel9 provides data on the compound annual growth rate (CAGR) between 2013 and 2023 within the George local municipality.

Source: (EasyData, 2024; contained in Urban Econ Report Jan2024)
Tablel9D+! LISNJ aSOG2N) F2NJ 6 KS DS2NEHS

The transport and communication sector had the highest CAGR between 2013 and 2023, at 5.7%. Over the last ten yearsofhibeClaGR

adzy AOALI f A

2013 2023 CAGR
Agriculture and hunting 1785 2 069 1.5%
Mining and quarrying 75 63 -1.7%
Manufacturing 8 230 9 096 1.0%
Electricity, gas and water 1124 1025 -0.9%
Construction 2 902 1 860 -4.4%
Trade 4462 4663 0.4%
Transport and communication 4 458 7797 5.7%
Finance and business services 8 306 11 864 3.6%
Community services 1285 12 35 -0.4%
General government 2487 2678 0.7%

OHNIMp

Oz2yaidl yi

LINK OS &

municipality increased marginally by 1.9%, primarily driven by the growth in the transport and finance sectoosistituetion, utilities and community
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services sectors realised a contraction between 2013 and 2023, with the construction sector experiencing the largestndestra! the economic
sectors¢ KSNBE TRRER a6 R LINE @dSmiHimpéoding busivedgaadtivitKwithin the struggling construction s¥ctor

As evidencedby the trade sectoywhichis the largest contributor towards employment on all levels, from provincial to local. The mining and quarrying
sector contributed the least to employment in the George Local Municipality. The construction sector, which accountéd faresnployment vihin

the local municipality in 2023, can be expected to see improvements due to the recommendation of employing local labewdostruction of the
public and private projec¥s

2013 2023
Agriculture and hunting 10.6% 10.1% 13.3% 12.4% 10.8% 9.9%
Mining and quarrying 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0%
Manufacturing 10.9% 10.2% 9.0% 9.1% 9.7% 9.9%
Electricity, gas, and water 0.3% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4%
Construction 6.2% 5.7% 7.5% 6.1% 6.6% 5.4%
Trade 22.3% 22.9% 24.6% 24.2% 25.3% 24.4%
Transport and communication 4.6% 4.4% 4.1% 4.3% 4.7% 4.9%
Finance and business services 18.3% 20.1% 15.2% 19.3% 17.5% 22.5%
Community services 6.1% 6.3% 5.5% 5.3% 5.1% 4.9%
General government 20.7% 19.9% 20.4% 18.9% 19.8% 17.7%

Source: Easy Data2024; contained in Urban Econ Report Jan2024)
Table20: Employment structure and contribution between 2013 and 2023 per economic sector

Western Cape Province, Garden Route District Municipality and George Municipality rely primarily on the trade sectoofonemmpportunities.
The trade requires significant labour input, so even a slight reduction in the sector's size can resu# jobmosses compared to capkatensive
industries like manufacturing or utilities. Moreover, the trade sector often serves as a major source of employment iaredsamhese factors
underscore the sector's importance and why it is usually priedtis development strategiés®

The MERO (Municipal EconomiReview andOutlooK for the 203/2024 and 2024/202%eriod, as compiled by th&VC Government:Provincial
Treasury, Local Government Budget Offmmnfirms the trends identified and notéle importance of developing the manufacturing segtbnance,
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real estate and business services secldre Mero does, howevenpt share theemphasis placed on Trade sector development that is notélchbvle
20. Figure21&  Figure22. summarizes the outlook for the sectdnavingeconomic potentialn the Garden RouteDistrict.

SECTORAL POTENTIAL TROUBLED SECTORS High comparative advantage,

Garden Route District but declining

Low and medium comparative
@ Primary Sector e Tertiary Sector adva & but declini

l ng
Whaolesale & retail trade E @

Mature sectors that are losing ground

EMERGING SECTORS MATURE SECTORS

Low and medium comparative High comparative advantage
advantage, but growing and growing

58Py
Finance, insurance, real estate @ 22% Community, social & personal services
& business services

Mature sectors have a location quotient
of more than 1. The quotient iz increasing

al\  Mining & quarrying

1l General government

over time, indicating that the local

@ m Transport, storage comparative advantage of these sectors have a location quotient of more
B iz growing relative to the advantage Troubled sectors have a location quotient than one; however, their comparative
they have elzsewhere in the country. R . N L

Emerging sectors have a location quotient e —— of less than one that is diminishing over advantage is diminishing. These sectors
of less than one. but the location quatient iz development initiatives. time. There iz little possibility that thess are at risk and therefore need special

TR S AN R PR 2 e £ ill ble | ! T investigation and intervention to hel

= 5w -5 o

advantage of such sectors iz low, targeted SRR T ETE R D TR S TR 9 >
interventions can be used to help them growth and job creation. them retain their comparative advantage.

improve their comparative advantage. M AT U RE s ECTO R s

THAT ARE LOSING
GROUND Source: Quantec research, 2023

Figure21: MERO 23/24: Sectoral Economic Potential: GRDM
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Mature sectors Mature and declining
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® Secondary sector el
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Figure22: MERO 2/25: Sectoral Economic Potential: GRDM

The MERO also stateéh Yy OS LINR Y| NAf & RSLISYRSyYy(d 2y UGUNIYRAGAZ2YIf AYyRddzZAIONRSaar6.A1S FA
The municipal area has witnessed significant growth in sectors such as boutique tourism, artisanal crafts, sswdlennadinfacturing, reflecting the
NBEIA2YyQa |oAfAGE G2 | RILG O Z2hrividgtbuyisthAsger, Sgiodvifig2fatis@n shsajhable (dév@opraemt, ahditihieK |
continued prominence of agriculture, George is positioning itself as a hub for bmtlvation and preservation. The combination of its rich natural
resources, strategic location, and expanding industries makes George a dynamic and resilient economy, catering to aywidmdusdries and

f A0St NeMERCGifWthestates thatd ¢ KS Dw53 SalLISOAlLtfte G4KS DS2NHS Ydzy AfOrk-hdmé tremddl B | = A &
FdzZNIG KSNJ AYONBFaAy3d AdGa LIWISEHE FYyR O2yidNRodziAy3d (2 (KG&e, higobmparatiBe a SO 2
advartagehas been increasing over the past decade. The George municipal area is home to the head offices of companies suchlasubasgre

a subsidiary of Badger Holdings, and is also home to the regional offices of companiesZuteti &MEC, Royal HaskoningDHV, Kantey & Templer
(consulting engineers), Mazars and Ernst & Young (the latter providing tax, audit and advisory services). There iDidpprasgnce of banks,

insurance providers and real estate ageftse establishment of largagriculturerelatedcompanies in Georgenderscores the importance of George

as aregional centre

This sentiment iseiteratedA Y G KS HnkHpa9wh G¢KS SO02y2YAO0O O2yiNRodziAzya 2F GKS asSg
influenced by private sector participation, as indicated by the number of businesses within each municipal area. Geongetasthe majority of
businesses Y R K2 ad & o n HReferBridiid asd madekoyit® yilimbebdf approved building plans in George in 2022, which bodes well for
the construction industry. Tédreboundof the tourism industry after COVID is also mentioned as a pestienomic trend.
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Gt dzof AO aSO02N) Ay@SadySyid KIFa O2y(iNROdziSR adzadl yaAl tfthe GRR, withk S I NP
investments such as the Go George bus service and transport hub. Having an efficient public transport systefrthig éeg building blocks when it
comes to community wellbeing, as it creates an enabling environment to attraestmentr Y R g2 NJ] SN& KI @S Sl ae | 00Saa i

G¢KS SO2y2Yeée 2F (GUKS DS2NBS YdzyAOALIf I NBIF ¢l & @ f dzSiddek16.8 pencenfpyd 0 A f f A 2
manufacturing (14.8 per centleading the way in terms of GDPR contributions. The town of George is the epicentre of general government services

and retail activities. The larger municipal area, in turn, has a thriving agriculture sector specialising in mixed farming-pemaal crops. The
municipalarea is considered a hub for dairy processing, with Clover, Lancewood, Morning Milk, Butlers Farmhouse Cheeses anGls#ese Earm

operating in the area and providing 829 formal jobs in 2022. Beyond George, tourism is amaimhpocal employer, with the shotierm
accommodation industry being the largest employer in Wilderness. ITGeNE BaR Maiondale, Haarlem and Waboomskraal economies rely
extensively on agriculture. These areas specialise in mixed farming, vegetable production and cultivating pome andst&iedeuhe tertiary sector

is the largest contributor to GDPR and enyplent, most workers in the George municipal area are either sdditied (31.6 per cent) or skilled (28.0

per cent). Over the last decadmost new formal employment opportunities have been for skilled workeks G Sa Gl YSy i (2 DS2NASC
commercial hub in the GRD. The informal sector also plays an integral role in employment, with 18.3 per cent of workifeheaily employed,

typically in the construction, trade and transport sectors. Informal traders are a valuable source of employment in theettageavith licensed

GNF RSNBE AYyONBI aiAy3d T NErwgrowtmof theyGeargaiimpmrt ishighlightaddas dngbnomic eatalgstt DS 2 NHS | A N1LJ2 NI A 2
gateway, facilitating accegs@ f SA adzNBE | YR 0 dza A y S &The bénkfit tZaSthef Idsalfeighit iBdbistri dérives drdnSthe Eavt Shat d

both the N2 and the N12 pass through George isaisphasisedd h 1§ KSNJ SO0 2N&E GKIFG KIF@S &8Sid (2 NBO2OSNI
they recorded in 2020 include the mining, manufacturing, electricity, gas and water, and construction sectors. Awstiédotidg concerns, the GDPR

of the George municipalrea is forecast to expand by only 0.9 per cent in 2023. Continued decline is anticipated for the agriculture sectaglgiven h

input prices and a reduction in international commaodity prices. However, this trend is expected to ease in 2024 as mariadisen&trong growth

on the part of the finance, transport and personal services sectors is expected to stabilise the economy in 2024, witto@thRRR 7 per cent
FT2NBOFad F2NJ GKIG &SIENEO®

The 2024/25 MER@iterates the trends in the 2024/25 documert (i | (i A yrEernisfofeinplogmient, George Municipal area again led with the

highest share, accounting f86.2 per cent of total employment in thdistrict, with 81 949 jobs creatéd> ¢ A (i K hd2 &FAASHdzNB&8 | LILINE E A
The importance of Agriculture asnaajor contributor to TFEHulHime Equivalent) jobss noted.The MERO 2024/25 concludes thitfrastructure

projects and business expansions supported economic growth, with key muiapal making significant contributions to GDPR. George led the way,
contributing 40.4 percenttd KS 5A &0 NA Ol Q& D5t w3Notk tfia te/niaforityDf infr@struatuwey sperid radated tb the2agbas of

greatest population andensity €ity area) thus illustrating the alignment of economic development, population dispersion and spatial form.
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Thepositive develoment trend,being testamento sustainedgrowth in George correlates withjob creation in theconstruction sectarTrends in the
GRD ardlustratedin Figure23.
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Figure23: Building plans approved and FTE construction jobs: GRD, 2019 to 2023 (MERO 24/25)

The policies of the MSDé&cilitate the absorption of economiactivities andrends noted in the abovementionesburces

Within the context of the reference tgpatialimplication of recordedeconomicfactors noted in the 2024 MSDF Review Repditie reference to
economicg and pbs growth noted by Urban Econ in the extracts above, the MER®available data 2022024 on business/retail/commercial
building plan and zoning approvaland the base information which informed the drafting of t6#8EGDShe following isre-iterated:

a) Protection of economic enabling space, specifically in township areas, is impdrtentlelineation of economic zones/nodes/activity corridors in
the MSDF2028uide development decisions in this rega#dlowances in the GlIZSBpportthe accommodation of smalhome-basedenterprises.
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¢ KS a9whX yikiSSaDS® NHS adzy AOALI f Adié& NBO2NRSR | & dgdr@amillogeiini2p2fl to A 3OINS I 4 S
HAHHXIHN H6KAOK SYLKI&AasSa GKS FI0O0G GKIFIG DS2NHS A& 3INRgAy3d Fa GKS 04z

b) Job creation and entrepreneurshipthe informal sector affect many households and should, in addition to formal businesses, be protected. Zones
for economic developmert NE ARSYGATASR Ay [ .The aity obpsrBvaldfoyrezorings amd{bdiding plafior commercial
purposesfrom 2022 to 2025, were in line with the Policies of the MSDF 2Q@8signatedareas) andhe historic zoning allowanc@he approval of
the Montague Villagealong Montague Street doefiowever,exceedthe ¢ & G NA L] RS @St 2 LIYSy (¢ | Some abrhmye@idl | £ 2 y =
buildings, related to farming activities and tourismere approved outside the intensification nodes and zohesver orderfacilitieswere also
supposedo bein areasoutside theintensification zones as per thmdalcategorisation(See Par 4.3.2 of the MSDF2023)

c) Very little formal rezoning and building plan dipptions and approvals for business wgek placewithin the southernneighbourhoodsincluding
Thembalethu The spatial integration and reduction of regulatory barriers associated with the establishment of economic opportunities in
Thembalethu are currently under investigation. A proposed zoning overlay is being considered, which would enable cedaiit edirities
typically requiring a consent use applicatittnbe permitted as primary rights on affected erven. The proposed overlayigdndhe finalisation
phase after public participation and will be submitted to Council for appwithaln the 2025/2026inancial year.

d) In addition, the proclamation of trading zones (in process) and job creation possibilities in the llisolethu project should prpéatles for
absorption of additional economic activity in Thembalethu

e) Specificmunicipaldrivenprojectsaccessiblerbm Pacaltsdorp, withiBorcherds Touwsranten antyniondaleare noted Table3 and Table4. These
projects are recent and current and add to the initiatives undertaken by the GM.

f) The GIEG&DS aims to identify additiopatalytic economic investmentand interventions, should such projects/programs require significant
development areas, over and above the areas already set aside for industrial and nodal development, land use intenatjicatidostrial and
specialisechodes, this must be included in subsequent reviews of the MEBfalytic projects noted in the MSDF2023 Implementation Bian
supported in the GIEG&DS.

g) Comments on aspects impacting on the spatial facilitation of economic activity, contained in tharRD2025MSDF revievare still applicable,
including the impact of semigration, stroegonomic potential in the age cohort analysis, the importance of the agricultural sestisupport to
the secondary and tertiary sectqrsautionary notes on Water Resouroensumption the importance of expansion of industrial areas and airport
support areas, availability and release of land for residential accomrimydptirposes, protecting tourism areasdthe importance otcreating
opportunity for skilled/unskilled, large, medium and snialkinesses.
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h) In Sept 2023SALGANgagedvith municipalities on theeconomic development and investmepotential within the OceangconomylLocalisation
Program Theapplicability of suclaprogram on George and the spatial requirements to be investigated and quantified.

5.7 ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES AND INFORMANTS TO PLANNING

5.7.1 2023 Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan

The 2023 Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan (WC BSP) was adopted into law on the 13th of December 2024 (GazetiaE20aG)dn
alignment with the Western Cape Biodiversity Act (No. 6 of 2022) and marks the replacement of the 2017 WC BERQZTWC BSP.

The 2023 Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan data was added to the George Municipal GIS on 24 February 2023sd@aitalite containing
the Desired Management Objectives of each map category in the WC BSP was circulated to all Planning staff in the Municipality

The following BSP categories are included:

a) Protected Areas

b)  Critical Biodiversity Areas

C) Ecological Support Areas
d)  Other Natural Areas

5.7.2 Garden Route National Park

The Municipality has updated all spatial data for the Garden Route National Park (Wilderness Section). The data hasdteshquutiie George
Municipal GIS Viewer (Including public viewer) on 10 Dece2#5.

5.7.3 Conservancies in George Municipal Area
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5.7.4

A conservancy is a voluntary agreement between two or more landowners to cooperate towards the conservation of the envioontheir
combined propertiesin the Western Cape, CapeNature is responsible for the registration of conservancies and issuing of registration certificates
The George Municipality is in the process of updalifuicipal GISvith registered conservancies in the Municipal arBae Municipality will update

their George Municipal GIS with tleenservancy boundaries afténe determination of the legal status of the conservancies.

The Municipality hago its knowledgethe following conservanciesithin the Municipal area

1 Touws River Conservancy
1 Constantia Kloof Conservancy
1 ParadiseRidgeConservancy

George Municipal Environmental SpatiBlata

a)

b)

Flood risk linesThe George Municipality commissioned a hydrological study as part of the development of River Management Plans for the
Gwaing, Schaapkop and Meulen Rivers. The scope of work included the completieyeaf Bd 100year flood risk lines for the subjexters.

The flood risk lines for the Gwaing, Schaapkop, and Meulen Rivers provide critical data for spatial planning, infrastaictenance and
development, and river management. They support-iaked land use zoning agdidesustainable developnm by identifying areas prone to
flooding. This information supports disaster risk reduction efforts by informing emergency preparedness and climate adsip&itigies. In
addition, the flood lines will aid in identifying riparian buffers needed forsgstem protectionThe 50year and 100yearRIflood linesfor the

Gwaing, Schaapkop and Meulen Riveagebeen publishedn the George Municipal GIS viewer on 10 December 2025.

River ManagementJnits: River management units (RMU) were created and mapped as part of the status quo study for the River Management
Plans. A spatial database was created to capture baseline ecological and environmental conditions, including the prdssimedratological

states. This data will support informed decisioraking for river management and rehabilitation priorities. It will also allow the public and
interested parties to access the ecological data and planned interventions for each RidlseverRiver Managemenunits being Upper
Gwaing, Lower Gwaing, Camphersdift, Malddsulen & Schaapkop has been publistedthe George Municipal GIS viewer on 10 December
2025.1t should be noted that buffers were recommended thegedto be establishedas areas that require special management to improve
ecological function.
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5.7.5

5.7.6

Estuarine Management Plans

Ly {SLIISYOSNI HnunI GKS 2Sa0SNY /FLISQad aAyAaldSNI 2F 9y OrewntMhgfarl £ ! FF
the GwaingRiver Estuary and Kaaimans River Estuary. As an outcome of EMPs, the George Municipality must incorporate the EMR andtgpatial
plans into all municipal and relevant governmeiefpartment planning documents and processes, including the IDP, SDF and Zoning Scheme.

Local Planning for Climate Change

The George Municipality will complete its first Climate Action PlarLinfQ026. The focus of the action plan is the list of actions the municipality

will plan for and implement over the 2028030 period to increase climate change resilience in municipal operations and planning. The CAP is
informed by climate change projections fdret George Municipal Area, as modelled by the Climate Systems Analysis Group at the University of Cape
Town in partnership with the Western Cape Government Department of AgriculRe&vant outcomes of the CAP will be added to the &DiRg

the 20252027 Review and amendment cycle

By 2050, the George Municipality is projected to experience noticeable changes in its climate, which will haemgiwdeconsequences for water

security, ecosystems, infrastructure and community veling. The key trends as reported by CSAG include:

a) Drought risk: Increasing from 2 to 3 drought years per decade.

b) Sealevel rise: A projected 42cm rise in sea level, which will accelerate coastal erosion.

¢) Rising temperatures: An increase of 1.2°C annually, resulting in 19 additional hot days (number of days above 30°C) per year.

d) Rainfall patterns: Slight decrease in total annual rainf@th(n), with intensified rainfall in summer (+17mm) and winter (+16mm) but reduced
precipitation in spring-28mm) and autumn-{5mm).

e) Extreme weather events: Increased rainfall intensity during some seasons.

The Climate Change Act 22 of 2024 was assewtdy President Cyril Ramaphosa on 23 July 2024 to establish a legislative framework for climate
governance in South Africa. The Act will require the George Municipality to adopt the district municipal climate changgeriesplementation plan

in its Integated Development Plan. The Municipality used the Garden Route District Climate Change Adaptation Needs and Responsd Assessmen
(2024) as an informant to its Climate Action Plan and adopted the prioritys dhed fall within the mandate of the Municipality. The priority areas

for climate adaptation identified for George Municipality comprise the following sectors: Biodiversity and Environmerat Bodastnment; Human
Settlements and Development, Infrastture and Disaster Management.
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5.7.7 Environmental Protection Facilitation interventions by GM

Variousadions and processes are undertaken by George Municipality to &eil@nvironmentaprotection. In addition to the efforts by relevant
district, provincial andhationaldepartments and further to the aspectsotedin the MSDF 2023 and tteections included in Pa%.7, Thefollowing

may be noted:

Aligned with
PROJECT STATUS MSDF Spatial
elements
Riverine i. 50-and 100year flood risk lines were developed and completed for the subject watercourses ar
Management their tributaries.
Plans for the i.  Submittedon 4 December 202fr approval to the Western Cafizepartmentof Environmental .
Schaapkop, Affairs and Development Planniigterms ofthe National Environmental Management Act (NEMA Aligned
Meulen and Application to the Breede Olifants Catchment Management Agency in terms of the National W4
Gwaing Rivers Act will be submitted in Q1 of 2026.
Coastal i.  Procurement for the appointment of serviceprovider to develop a Coastal Dune Rehabilitation al Aligned
Management Maintenance Management Plan foisaction of Wilderness Beach is in progress.
i.  The George Municipality was selected by the Department of Environmental Affairs and Develo

Planning to pilot the process for adopting an urban area in terms of the National Environmenta
Adoption of . Manage_ment Act, .107 of 1998' C . . . :
by WdzNG . _The project also aims to assist the Mun|C|paI|ty in mcorpo_ratlng water sensitive de§|gn, ecologi
I NEF O A infrastructure gnd climate change/disaster mqnagemen_t into the urban area adoption process ¢ In process
of the NEMA use other environmental tooJsuch aghe adoption of Maintenance Management Plans / SEAs /

to facilitate ease of doing business (i.e. limit the need for EIAS).

iii.  GIS methodology has been completed and is being reviewdetiyepartmentof Environmental

Affairs and Development Planning
GM Protect
Area i.  Amendmentdo Protected Area Management Plans for the Katrivier Nature Reserve and the Fo Aligned
Management Nature Reservarein process.
Plans (PAMPs
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5.8

i. The PAMPs require amendments before it is submitted for approval in terms of the National
Environmental Management Protected Areas MEDF alignment to be confirmed on adoption of
PAMPS.

i.  Final Draft in process. Will be submitted in Q1 of 2026. Aligned

GM Climate
Action Plan

i. 380SCA/E applications have been reviewad finalised in 2025.

ii.  Threecontravention notices were issued.

iii. An OSCA/E Information series and applicatjoidelines weraleveloped and completed to provide
background to the regulations and provide proponents with information on what properties reqt Aligned
permits, whatthe application process iand what information must be submitted with the
application.

iv. ~ The OSCAE information documents will be published on the municipal website.

Other i.  Stormwater Management Guidelineare being developed for the George Municipal Area t Aligned

mainstream sustainable urban drainage systeBISDY

Table21: GM AdditionalEnvironmental Management Actions ZD2

OSCA/E
Applications

HERITAGE STUDIES

The George Heritage Strateggd Action Plan/Road Map was gued by Council in 2023.

The first priority area@lraft), being Pacaltsdorp and the George CBEre investigated,and Heritage Precincts were identifieahd protection and
enhancement guidelines derived. Tinéentionis to adopt Special Character Overlay Zones, to be incorporated in the GIZSB for these areas. The process
is not completedwith promulgation anticipated before the end of the 2025/2026 financial y€hae provisional Heritage character areas are indicated

in Figure24. The next priority areas were identified as Uniondale, Haarlem, and Blanco, where a service provider will be appoint2d2é/2027

financial year.
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Figure24: Proposed Special Character Areas (Heritage): CBD and Pacaltsdorp
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5.9 ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

In addition to the various sector plamslating to Environmental Healthhe following inputshave beemoted in the past year

a) CemeteriesA study was conducted by GM: Environmental Hegtidentify suitable areas to locate cemeteries within the George Municipal
area. Various sites were identified, outside the urban development ame@outsideindicative environmentally sensitive areas, accessible via
the primary and secondary road systeamd nothindering the spatial growth absorption trajectorfhe properties are privately ownednd a
processsto be followed to secure the land and land use rights

b) Refuseand composting siteConfirmationhas been received that the George Refuse site is planned tieb@mmissionedn the short term
pending the arrangements relating to tli&RDMacility in Mossel Baylhe current footprint of theefuse dump will be rehabilitated and used
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for building rubble within the area contained in the Gwayang Ultility Precinct. The composting facility in thisearais Additional sites for
compostingare being identifiedto relate to the principles contained in the MSD¥arioussmaller sites are being identified and secured by
Environmental Health to serve &xcalisediransfer stations and are evaluatéd terms of spatial and environmental impact ocaseby-case
basis.

5.10 DISASTER RIBEDUCTION ANMPANAGEMENT

See notes iffable24 relating to the Disaster Risk Sector Plan

The WC®rovided a relative rating ahunicipalities within the Garden Route in termsrisks and vulnerability tdisaster,including an evaluation of
socioeconomic, physical, economend environmental aspect3 he esult(George onlyjs indicated inrable22.

SourceWesternCape Sociak Economi®rofile2023 (Quoted from IDP)

Localmunicipalities are
ranked according to
their vulnerability
relative to all 25
municipalities in the

province (Rank). A ¢KS AYRAOL (2 t a§O|f @dzt yS| 9y DA NE PUA YEING 6 A f A
higher ranking (out of @Bdzt Y SNIF 0 Af A Q| dzf Yy SNI oAt AGE 27 GKS LIKeaaOolt GKS O2y Tt A0l a&b(
25) indicates the tAQAY3I AY (K SEﬁSNyIf aKz201 a éeyyééuSRySa Yy GidaNF f SY@ANRYYSy

stk el i b NEII BRBY K 2 dza SO2y2YAO RAQOSNE aSditSySyda Ay| Haa20AliSR SAGK |

C”mpa'a"f‘f“’““'“ ' 38 O02yvyLRaAril SO2y2Y®P2aMNDS: DS ¢tKS Y2NB NBYZ dzND | y A T IS{0R3/ 23 Al
o FyR KSFEfGK &(INIGS YR GKS AyO02 aiGNHzOGdzN) ffeé |RSGSt2LIVSyiod LG YS§

An additional score {out 0FaA0 ASNWAOY Ay GKS YdzyAOA LN f| KAIKSNI 6KS LK@ 32®§Nyl-y()s£ g G(GKS
of 10} is provided for aSOdzNAR & H N a02NB GKS S02ft23@& |yR d

vulnerability factors

DS2NHS
Table22: Risk and Vulnerability Rating: Geoge relative to all municipalities in the Garden Route District
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The relatively high ranking in the physiegalnerabilityincludes the risks associatedth the limited access to very densely populated areas (and other
settlement areas), due tthe physicalform (topography of George Such vulnerability was considered in the road linkage proposals iG R&N and
the MSDF2023. The planning for implementation of road linkages, such as the extended Rand Street and Moira (Rosedais)tstesktress such
vulnerability,and theroadsmaster planning will prograrather road linkages to address disaster rign analysis of any other factoeentributingto
physical risk is requireid the Status Quo analysis of the spatial form.

Disasterriskrelating to the natural realnis well documenteddelineated and captured in various document$e IDRncluded referenceo riskand
vulnerability factors applicable to Geordgea leveand storm surges, drought, extreme temperaturgegetation fireandfloods are noted.

Figure25 and Figure26 includeextracts of the Disaster Risk data of the WC Governnvelnich indicate, spatially,where the riskhot spotsare and
rate the various risk§ he study was done in 20 and advised the Status Quo and Amendment of the MSDF R@2&ter risk management, adaption
and mitigation is a multsectoral approach.

With respect tothe flood risk, dta fromadditionalsources, ia thephasedstorm-water masterplans study, thdriverine Management Plans and other
sourcesare combinedo advise interventions on a municipal levEhecurrentD S 2 NH S a dzy Alakelaling th Stérrwater.(J&ly 2023) deals

with the prevention of new flood risk and the management of existisg. C dzZNJi KSNXY 2 NB X | OO02 NRA Yy 3 {fa® relatikigsito DS 2 NH S
Stormwater, the municipality may, for stormwater control purposes, manage and control the construction of buildings, e;uatgr earthworksaot

minimisethe risk of the loss of lives or damage to properti@ther measuressuch againwatertank requirements, water conservation and demand

policy, are noted.It must be noted that the Municipality is currently reviewing and formulating a new stormwater managemravwBwith the

assistance of the GIZ thittcusesmore on Sustainable Urban Drainage Systeffitte responsible directorates provide input on a land use application

level. The Municipal GIS system dlsdudesW ¥ | 34 Q & dzOK | & / andgEadiehitd ukedin tthe a/all@tion of grappfsdsSaNdpians to

advise where specifsite-relatedintervention and mitigation relating to flooding antbsmwater management is required.
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Wilderness
Flood Risk Areas
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Figure25: Extracts: WCG 2017: Flood Risk Areas

Fire risk to most areas George izvery high Figure26 includesextrads from the 2017 WCG Disaster Risk analysis.

102 |



REVIEW REPORT’REVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

2. GEORGE RISK FROFILE
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The George Municipality Disaster Risk Reduction R@23/2024y 2 (1 S & Chiafitér 7 ¥f thé Community Fire Safety|®y also promotes risk
reduction by stating that the owner or person in charge of the premises may not permit vegetation to grow or accumulate, tbecther combustible
material to accumulate thereon, in a maemnlikely to cause a fire hazard or other threatening danger. Moreover, landowners whovegegtion
growing on their premises are required to maintain sufficitire break(s)to ensure that the risk of a vegetation fire arising on or spreading from one
premise to the next is minimiséd CNER Y G KS FA NBin RNguraZe It iy évidéintithatthe gieKt@strigkies within therural areas The
possibility ofconfirming a network of firebreakswith allocated maintenance responsibilitg,beingdiscussed between GM, GRDahd various fire
associationsThe DEARP: EIM$o provide input regardingwner responsibility as per approved environmental management planffestry and
other rural land holdings.

The Disaster Risk Reduction Plan 2023i&24 aeas of risk for different disasterslote the current/ known measures being implemented in Par. 5 of
said report The related Disaster Ridkitigation Ran includes the following measureghich havespecific spatial relevance:

Measure Responsiblparty Comment (update on process in )2

Conduct a study for the identification and preservation of opell George Municipality Riverine Management Plans for the Schaapkoj
spaces so that they can be used as sustainable drainage syst Meulen and Gwaing Rivers, togetheith the
(8JDS) and water retention ponds findings ofthe phasedStormwater Management

Plansandviceversa will be appliedin the city
area and to be extended to smaller centres
The development of a decisiemaking framework to support thg George MunicipalityGM) | A Climate Change Action Plan is in pssc

integration of DRR and Climate Change Adaptation (CCA) int{ Garden Route District

development planning process Municipality (GRDM)
Conduct a detailed flood line study and a strategy to review th Department of Water and | Sucha study can feed into work already
Sanitation (DWS) completed by the GMincludingwork completed

for the Riverine Management Plans for the

Schaapkop, Meulen and Gwaing Rivers:

i. 50- and 100year flood risk linesor rivers and
tributaries

ii. Baseline reports, including the aquatic a
terrestrial biodiversity assessments for the
river management unit&nd also patial data
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with the accompanying environmental ar
infrastructure information
Various Water Security investigat®n GRDM; GM Spatial and environmental considerations are
applied in investigations (Water Securitian
Development of spatial data on firebreaks and other DRR GRDMC Process initiated.
measures, so that these are spatially represented and shared| George Municipality Results to be shown spatially to advise plannin
with relevant stakeholders. Information to be provided by SANParks applications.
stakeholders and centrallyoordinatedoy GRDM and George | Cape Nature Enforcement responsibility to be confirmed.
Municipality DFFE
SCFPA
Landowners and property
managers
Development of a Framework for developing the Wildland Urf GRDMC
Interface. Include aspects relating to town planningidoys and | George Municipality
building codes to improve the resilience of communities in the
Wildland Urban interface

Table23: Disater RiskMitigation participationg Spatial considerations

5.11 CIVILENGINEERIN&ERVICES

TheWestern Cape Infrastructure Framew@®50(WCIFemphasises a comprehensive, systdmased approach to infrastructure development. It is
a living framework that is dynamic and evolving, remaining adaptable to changing circumstances over time. The Framesignmkdstode regularly

updated, reviewed, ad refined in response to emerging challenges, new data, policy shifts, technological advancements, and sociedaldneesds
been adopted by the WC Cabinet in October 2024

The WCIF 2050 sets the broad visiamd the WCIS (Strategy) 2050 defines specific priorities (short, medium aneéelony The WCIIP
(Implementation Plan) 20513 currently beingirafted (WC: Dagland translateshe priorities into actionable projects for the first five years (phased
approach with annual reviews) he estimated timeline for completiomas in March 2025, but no final adoption haccurredyet.
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For each sector, Social, Energy, Economic, Technology, and Ecological, pibjpetR Sa A 3y SR (2 | f A3y dekmivisionfdk& 2/ L C
sustainable, equitable, and resilient Western Cayete the inclusion of a Sector priority relating to ecological infrastructure:

Sector Priority 1: Sector Priority 2: Sector Priority 3: Sector Priority 4: Sector Priority 5:
Social Infrastructure Energy Infrastructure | Economic Infrastructure Technology Infrastructure | Ecological Infrastructure

With respect to water services planningthe GM detailed future water requirement projection models were developed for each of the distribution
systemsand the future water requirementa/ere calculated (See reference and summary of tBalk Raw WatelResourceStudyin the IDP 202b
These models include the future projections up to 2048 and were calibrated by using historic billed metered consumptioul dadk abstraction
data. The percentage of water losses was determined for each of the distribution sysiedngrowth in future water requiremenwvas based on
agreed population and growth figure€ESndicates that future water requirements for th@eorgeWilderness, Uniondale and Haarlem distribution
systemsare adequateup to 2028, within the current networkwvhereafter a shortfall in the Georg#ilderness distribution system iesreseen Supply

in the other two distributionareasis confirmed until 2048 and beyond@he 2023/2024 Annual WSDP Performarased Water Services Audit Report
has reference.

The introduction of measures to augmeht current water supplyo the GeorgeWildernessto supportthe anticipatedgrowth of George andvhen
these interventions must be completed is recoded in the Water Services Mlsteil he spatiatequirements of the various interventions were noted,
together with possible environment@&hpacts and othetechnical parameters in thEeorge Municipality Bulk Raw Water Resource Study, June 2024,
which was done with reference the Spatial Development Framework for Georglee following augmentation schemes for the George Systeme
investigatedandrecommended as augmentation sources

Groundwater Phase (026)

Indirect Reuse Phase (2030)

Malgaskraal Darf2032)

Groundwater Phase @042)

Indirect Reuse Phase 22047)

Groundwater Phase @056)

Indirect Reuse Phase 061)

Gwaing Desalination (2069)

= =4 =4 -4 -4 -4 -a -a
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Also investigated were:
1 Maalgate Dam
1 Kaaimans Dam
1 Wolwedans Dam Transfer Scheme
1 George / Knysna Regional Scheme
1 Reuse of Wastewater Effluent (Direct and Indirect)
1 Desalination of Seawater

TheWater Master PlanSee summary in the IDP 2028)supportedby a demand and supply electronic model atetcribes the study undertaken

with respect to the updating of the master plan for theter distribution systemgbulk and reticulation) of the George Local Municipality (GO¥ig.
Georgesystenh Y Of dzZRAY 3 2 Af RSNy Saada g &adzZNNRBdzy RAy 3 |hasBileawaterttréatniertt ok NY)BervibgK S Y 6 | |
two main zones, namelyhe George main zone and Blanco main zone. The George main zone supplieofesibamely Kraaibosch, Thembalethu,

t I OFfGAR2NLIZ YR | SNRftRQa . I &d t I NI-zofeFand thefreRtSron/iie Miela/Widerdeszindili zawiich FNB Y
is fed by the Ebland-Flow WTW. Uniondale, Haarlem and Avontuur are all supplied from their own WTW/filter via their own single maifheone.

current capacity and plans to augment such capamigmnoted in the Water Master PlanSpatial absorption figures, as contained in the 2023MSDF

was provided as input to the&/ater Master Plan model. Once tISBANLC/SAdata is obtainedlit will be provided as an input to the model.

Upgradedo the Water treatmentworks and reservoirare requiredo facilitate theabsorption of growth are detailed in the IDP202%d captured in
the CEF.

With respect to the bulkmanagement okewerage the Outeniqua Wstewater Works hagecently been upgraded, together with thieked network

of infrastructure, ad the GwaingWastewaterWorksis in the planning stages of the upgrading proc&®swth estimation and the existing spatial
development concept advisddrward planningThe upgradin@f infrastructure impacts the rate at which spatial absorption of growth can take place
and will hinder the implementation of approved developmersnallerwastewatertreatment plantscater for areas outside the city arecluding
thel S NZ f R BraakwaterdBay Kleinkrantz, Uniondale, Oubaai and Haarlem WWTWCapacity increases for all the systems are required and
detailed in the Master Plan (sumary in the2025IDP).

The Water and Sewer Master Plans are regularly updated and used to guide all future water and sewerage infrastructuge plenakisting water
and sewerage infrastructure of the various distribution systesaisy RA OF G SR 2y (G KS | SNRA I f detaileBWSPRdOdurdeRtS R Ay |

(Administration, Information and Comprehensive Overview RgpBrbgreson the implementation of infrastructure adviséhe growth absorption
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5.12

tempo within thevarious areas of GeorgA.review of the absorption readiness of the various functional areas and possible urban boundary extension
areas to form part of the 2028027 MSDF Status Quo and Amendment cycle.

In addition to the maintenance implementation managed by 8teeets and Stormwatedtivision ofGM: CESorward planning of the road network
required to support the anticipatedrowth of George is done via theomprehensivdntegrated Transport Pla(CITP), which includes a model to
establishthe development effect orthe existing system and propose/evaluate impact mitigation proposal$he CITP includes specific reference to
the policies and framework of thRISDF2023,and proposals relate to spatial integration, in addition to aspects such as mobility and dRoads.
network linkages, recommended in tlievelopment of the IR, were incorporated in the MSDBr the City areaPhasedRoadsMaster Planshave
beendevelmed for areas of significant development pressure (such as Kraaibesththe LSDEa LINP GA RS &2YS Ay Llzi G2
secondary road network isome instances. Major roaghbgradesand linkages to support the growth absorption in ttity areaarerequired. A current
Roads Master Planning project is underway and should advise the Status Quo and Amendment stages of the MSRE2R. 20

Stormwater Master Plangin processaredrawn up in relation to an evaluation of the open space system, from an ecological infrastmazjurement
perspectiveThe EnvironmentaDivision of HSP&D istime process of classification and evaluation of open space areas.

Mobility (GIPTNand Go Georgg being a function within CE&latesto the planning and implementation of public transp@md non-motorised
transport(nmt) In 2023 the crucialPhases 4a and 4b of tli&o-George bus routevere implemented, providing municipal busansport to areas of
Pacaltsdorpthe southern central suburbs and Thembaletiibe nexistage of the rotout will support secondary towns amgbdes, such as the airport
node.

The GMSDF (2023) makes proposals for intensification and densification along key public transport routes within the itguwisiplalconnect key
nodes within the city, and within such nodes (including the CBD).

NEW MUNICIPARECTOR PLANP®)LICIES & STUDIES

Sectoral plans and policies need to reflect projects and planning which sugwgoginablement of thespatial development intenexpressed in the
MSDFTable24 reflectsSectoral plans noted in the IDP Review &0those used in the adoption of tHdSDF2023andthe Plangeferred to in the
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2024and 2025 (first & secondeview of the MSDH herelation/impact of theintent of thesesector planswith the intent of the strategies and policies

of the MSDF2023@re noted and possible actions to be taken and/or reviewskding the 2025/2 MSDF Amendmerdycle are noted

Sektor Key proposals MSDF Respon&gignment Action
Human Settlementy Identifies and  quantifie§ § SeeMSDF Response alignment in the 2024MSDF Revievl § Remain as per th024 MSDF Revie
Plan (no | housing needs and how| § The principles of integratedand sustainable human Report:
amendment since different types of housing settlementsare noted in the HSP and align with the spa] § HS:Sector Plan to be updated to shg
draft was | opportunities are planned tg planning principles reflected in the MSDF2023. infill development in rural settlements
considered in the | support spatial concept an where required.
MSDF 2023). transformation objectives. 1 HS: Acceleration of isitu upgrades, al
Adopted 23 Feb| Provides a list ofprioritised higher densities, within the urba
2024 projects development boundary (majority o
Renewal: 1 Feb informal settlement) i.e., formalisation
2028 Principles of Integrated and of settlement that took place betweel
Sustainable Human 2016 and 203.
Settlements are set. 1 HS: Manner of mplementation of
IHSP further addressesthe Backyard Policy to beetailed.
followingobjectives: f Planning: New areas of extension
. ) ) human settlement which passed
- Spatiaplanninganalysis; technical investigation (WCGYo be
; . considered in the next MSDH
Topographicasurvey; Amendment cycle, givedemonstrated
- Bulk infrastructure services progress on the previously identifie
assessment: areas of human settlemen
development.(No confirmation of areag
- Social amenities to be investigated (HS®) the past year),
assessmengnd 1 Planning: Layouts of 4isitu upgrading
projects to be reviewed to ensur
- Implementation  readiness integration and densification.
assessment 1 HS: Alternative housing optionsind
funding modelsto be investigated in
densification zones.
I HS: Social housing project sites to

secured and package@rogress on the
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Croc Farm sités noted, and the GRDM
Omega Street Projeds added.

1 Planning/H&roperties Land for
affordable housing to be released, wit
conditions to ensure that the gap markg
is addressed and to avoid speculatid
SeePa.5.3

1 Note that the technical investigationg
into alternative land parcels fo
absorption of specifictiers of demand
are to advise theamendment of the
urban development boundary in 2026
No information has been received t
motivate  project readiness fo
immediate amendment. Sitespecific
motivation may be appliedin the
interim. No applicationin the areas
included in the extended urba
development boundary 2023 has beg

received.
Sector Key proposals MSDF Response/alignment Actions
Air Quality | Identification of users that| Key Activities/ Projects/ Programmes/ Initiatives Industrial areas are in defineldcalities but

Management Plan
AdoptedApril 2019;
Reviewed 1 July
2024

require National Atmospherig
Emissions Inventory Syste
(NAEIS) registration  (with
GRDM)

Monitoring and mitigation

(measurable actions) do not relate, specifically, to the spa

aspect

Also see reference to the GRDMDMP
GM is participatingn discussiongnd planningwhere problems
exist (Objective 1.2h consultation with GRDM.

located where it is accessible to the worki
population.On-site monitoring and control of
air pollution is essential.

NAEISegistration applies to relevant uses.

Updated Corporate
Disaster Risk
Management Plar|
(DRMP)
2025/26

Types of disasters and
preparedness for response (
various role playerare noted.
Community  Safety  an
Security is addressed vig
various interventions.

Of specific note (spatial):

(Also see comments on the 2023 Disaster Risk Management

in the 2024MSDF Review)

The following actioris listed in the DRMP

whichshould be evaluated ancbnsidered in

the 2027 MSDF Amendment

TA new updated Risk Assessme
specifically focused on George Jurisdict
consideringthe climate change influencey
is absolutely essential to ensure that v
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(Also seeeomments
on the 2023
Disaster Rish
Management Plan
in the 2024MSDH

Review)

Adopted March
2024, yearly review
expected March
2025

The George economy wg
traditionally based on forestry
and agriculture. Over time
commercial forests  werg
established on large ared
cleared of natural vegetation
resulting in a transformation
of the natural environment
that protected the steep
slopes ofriver gorges.

Many urban developments
have been established alon
the coastal zone, causin
increased pollution through
sewage and effluents releaseg
into the marine environment
These developments have
destabilising effect on the
environment, disrupt natura
drainage systems, and cau
run-off to become
unstoppable, resulting in
heavy losses of property an
infrastructure.

Economic, industrial an
commercial activities als
negatively affect the|

environment by changes i
landuse, and increase
production and release o
waste.

Steep slopes and gorges are identified om the municipal GIS
developmentprohibited on slopes steeper than 1:@olicy E-3
relatesto protection of ecological infrastructure, avoidance @
steep slopes angtormwater management requirements adjace
to steep areas.Applicationof theseprinciples are managed vi
the land use management application process and in

engineering evaluation of land use application and 3
development plans

The MSDF 2023 defines the coagtabtection zone andnotes
guidelinesin Policy E1 and E2.

Economic, industrial and commercial developmbata positive
impact on the livelihoods of the resident community and in do
so indirectly increases their resilience to disasters

Economie and Industrial development projects are supporte
but only once the required Environmental Impact Assessm
process and related Environmental Impact Assessment proce
have been completed.

can predict, prevent,

adequately prepare to respond to potenti

disasters.

9 Guidelines on Coastal

Policies E1 and E&e to be augmented
once theWilderness Erosion Guideline af
the Wilderness Coastal Encroachment 4

adopted.

mitigate an

Management
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In addition, tourism hag
augmented the number o
recreational activities on the
estuaries and the coastling
mounting the pressure of
resources in the coastal zon

Specifically, regiong
coordination concerns fo
spatial planning in Georg
relate to:

1 consistent
management of the
linear coastal system

I maintaining and
managing the
integrity of the linear
green/open  space
systems;

1 understanding the
regional settlement
hierarchy and
positioning of the
major nodes and
their sustainable
growth related to one
another;

1 development of the
R62 as an importan
mobility route for
goods and people;

9 protection of cultural
and scenic|

Tourism activities not only k& a positive impact on the
livelihoods of the resident community aride economyof George
but relate tothe identity of the subregion and municipal are
(Georgeg live naturally). Tourism alsancreases the resiliencaf

the rural (andurban)community.

Tourismdevelopment projects are supported, but only once t
required Environmental Impact Assessment process and rel
Environmental Impact Assessment processes have [
completed.

The coastal protection area has been defirsed applications in
this zoneare referred to ProvincialDepartments andentities
responsibldor the administrationof environmentalprocesses.

Green systermhave been defined in the MSDF aae protected
by zoning in most instances.

SeeSpatial Concepfar4.3.2 and Table 3 the MSDF 2023

The R62s noted as a tourism and freight route in the MSDF 2(
Tourism initiatives along the R62, including Uniondale
Haarlem, ininvestigation.

The George Heritage Strategynd Action Plarwas adopted in
2023. HeritageFocus Areas 3 and Selate to the protection of
coastal landscapes and scenic routes

Information contained in the Riverin
Management Plan PAMPS, Storm Watg
Management Planand Coastal Managemer
Plans once completed, to augment the
delineation of green spacesand to be
reflected, upon completion, in the Status QL
analysis and the Amended MSDF 2027.
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landscapes, route
and passes

Also seespecific DisasteRisk
Managemenimpacts noted in
Par5.10

Proceed with the implementation of th
Action Planrelated to the adopted Georgg
Data collected as part of the MSBEatus Quo and spatial laye| Heritage Strategy 2023.

are made available to Disaster Risk Management Departmen
Disaster risk- and environmental management principles,
contained in the MSDfare applied in land use planning decisig

Specific actions related to Disaster Risk Mitigation: (DRMP Table p 36), to be considered in the spatial plg
9 recommendationEnhance landscaping and desigeasuresimprove storm water management planning a
incorporateflood mitigation in local planning
Response Guidelines and procedures to evaluate stormwater management proposals in developime
process (LCCR projett) protect, specifically, adjacent ecological infrastructure and sensitive aRtessed
Stormwater Master plans evaluate flooding #te municipal level.Landscaping and esite stormwater
managemenivere evaluatedduring theLand Use Management arRite Development Plaspplication stages
9 RecommendationDelineation of consolidated fire break plan and management of fire breaks (buffer 2
around infrastructure)
Response: Consolidated plan of fire breaks coordinated via GRDM¢espr&RDM Disaster Risk Managemy
G2 Ay@SadGA3alrasS 9at Qa F2NJ F2NBaldNR FNBFas O2Y0A
¢ information, when receivedto be included as aM spatial layer to inform planning and enforg
implementation.
1 RecommendationPlan for municipal properties as p#re National Environmental Management: Biodivers|
Act
Response Rrotected area management plaifBAMPShave been completeébr the Municipa.
RecommendationLimit or restrict development in flood plain areas afidod-proof residential and non
residential structures
Responseinformation on CML, areas below the 10m ASDL stormwater management plans and ay
hydrological and buffer areas are noted to applicants during the land use management precedsline
investigations requireth larger affectedlevelopmentsaand avoidance/mitigation to be illustrated by applicar
Ay [la{ FLLXAOFI(GA2yas {5tQa& lyR o0dzAf RAy3a LA Ivya
1 RecommendationProtect and restore natural flood mitigatideatures
Response: Phase&tormwater Master Plans and Riverine Management Pdaem process.
In addition to the aspects noted in the DRMP, the following actions and/or processes are required:
9 Green corridors in rural and farming areas to be mapped and guidelines for protection issued (Cape Na

Sektor

Key proposals

MSDF Response/alignment | Action
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George Integrated
Economidsrowth
and Development
Strategy 2024
Economic
Development
Strategy aproved
30June 2024
Review expected
June 2025

Protectagriculturalareas
Facilitate tourism (protect
heritage and natural areas,
sport tourism)

Stimulatethe construction
sector
Augmentingindustrial
development capacity
Extend district angbrovince
wide linkages

Expand the airport and
related functions (passenger
andfreight)
Operationalfacilitation of
development

Spatial elements implied in th@eorge Integrated Economic Growth and Developn&nategy GIESDSharein
line with the MSDF 202Spatial Strategies and Policies relating to Economic Growth (Theme B; Par 4.5.2)
Catalytic Projects identified in tHdSDF2023 Implementation Plaavebeen absorbed in the GIEGDS.

Integrated Waste
Management Plan
(2020 to 2025)
Approved:10 Sept
2020, reviewNov
2024

Organic Waste (compost)
Facility

Construction andlemolition
of the waste area
Crushing site at Gwayang
Waste Disposal Facility
Transfer Stations

Large footprint facilities are located in established utility areas
(Policy A5, Par. 4.5.1.5)

A Composting facility has been incorporate
in the Gwaingutility precinct.

Additional composting area required
Investigations taddress MSDF principles
preferable location outside the urban
development boundary and positioned not
to hinder future growth absorption
direction.

ICT Strategy
Adopted May 2023

Key Activities:

Public WiFi strategy
ICTInfrastructure

Smart City Implementation
Strategy

Connectivityisnoted as a key principle in the MSDF. (Policy A
Par 4.5.1.4)

Public Wifi zone data to be obtained to
ensure that all communitiegnd specifically
nodes in less privileged arease wifi
connected.

Water Services
Development
MasterPlan
Approved: 24 April
2024; Revievdl
October 2024

WSDP Performaneand
Water Services Audit Report
Vulnerability Index

Water Demand Management
System and Strategy

Growth projections and data on growth absorption per
functional areaare provided as input to the Water Master Plang

DS2NHS adzyAOALI fAGE&QaA . dzf |
completed during June 2024, which investigated various

UpdatedSANLC/SAlata, when available,
to be provided to CES.

Program of Upgrading of Water Treatment
Works, Reservoirs and bulk/link lines to be
matched with growth absorption
requirement
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GeorgeBulk Raw
Water Plan:
ApprovedJune
2008
Review/renewal:
June 2022024

Infrastructure upgrade and
extension

Comprehensive Operational
and Compliance Water
Quality and Final Effluent
Monitoring Programs

Bulk Water Resource Study
(BWRS)completed June 2024
¢ detailed augmentation
schemes for the George,
Wilderness, Uniondale and
Haarlem system$(Q-year
horizon)

Water Master Plans
(distribution systems) are
regularly updated

augmentation schemes for the George, Wilderness, Uniondal
and Haarlem systems.

Water AugmentatiorPlans for Georga)ildernessUniondale
and Haarlem are included in the Water Services Master Plan

The George systerincluding Wilderness & surrounding areas,
t Ol f daR2N1LIZ ¢ KS YO0 lhasEhieKwatel y
treatment works (WTW) serving two main zones, nantiegy
George main zone and Blanco main zone. The George main
supplies 4 suizones namely Kraaibosch, Thembalethu,
tFOIfdaR2N1IZ YR | SNRf RQ&
Part of Wilderness is supplied from the Kraaiboschzute, and
the rest from the Akela/Wilderness main zgnehich is fed by
the Ebband-Flow WTW.

Uniondale, Haarlem and Avontuur are all supplied from their
own WTW/filter via their own single main zone.

Sewage Master
Plan

Establishment of computer
models for all the sanitation
networks, linkage to
consumerdatabasesmater
planning of networks

IMQS presentation

The existing models, master pldature models and reports are
continuously updated as part of a bureau service

Growth projections and data on growth absorption per
functional areaare provided as input to the Water Master Plang

Phasedsewer works upgradegre underway
UpdatedSANLC/SAlata, when available,
to be provided to CES.

Program of Upgrading of Wastewat
Treatment Works, Pump station and bulk/lix
lines to be matched with growth absorptio
requirement

Storm Water
Master Plan
Approved:2011,
2018 June 20190r
specific areas
Review: June 2022
2024

Capturing Asuilt data
Storm Water System
Modellingand Analysis
Stormwater Management
System

The purpose of the
stormwater master plans is tg
address stormwater issues
while considering the impact
on both the public andhe
natural environment.

Operational and hydraulic

Stormwatermanagementis noted in various policies in the
MSDF, including:

- Policy Al (Par 4.5.1.1)

- Policy A6 (Par 4.5.1.6)

- Policy C5 (Par 4.5.3.5)

- Policy E1 (Par 4.5.5.1)

- Policy E4 (Par 4.5.5.4)

- Policy E5(Par 4.5.5.5)

- Policy E6 (Par 4.5.5.6)

Completion of Plan in process. Completisr]
expected in20252026. Spatial requirementg
to be evaluated in terms of aftcological
Infrastructure investigation and alignment
with MSDF evaluated before the MSDF
Amendment

To be reflected as a base data set in the Sta
Quo Analysis in the MSDF Amendme
process (expected 2026pnce completed
and to adviseon the proposed Open Spag
Plan
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deficiencies are to be
identified and remedied
where possible
Effectivenes®f the existing
systemtested,and
augmentation proposed

Comprehensive
Integrated
Transport Plan
Adoption planned
June 208

Provides a framework for
transport in the Municipal
area, alsandicatingpriority
linkages and road upgrading
priorities

Growth projections and data on growth absorption per
functional areaare provided as input to the CITP.

Comments and MSDF 2023 provided as input to the draft CIT|
(2024)

UpdatedSANLC/SAlata, when available,
to be provided to CES(Transportation).
CITPin process. Findings afodellingused

to support the CITP and the model itsate
to be used to advise the Roads Master Pla
Both documents, whefinalised are tobe
used in future MSDF Reviews and
Amendments.

George Roads
Master Plan
Adoption planned
June 2005
Renewal in
progress (Phased)

Road network foshort,
medium, and longterm
horizon planned,
incorporating all
transportation modes.
Prioritisationof important
road linkages, considers roag
classification and re
classification, strategic
environmental and social
assessments of proposed
roads, spatial planning
consideration and focus area
determination, scheduling of
future road infrastructure,
and ost estimates

Road networks, current classification and proposed linkages
indicated in the MSDF.

Roads Master Plan follows from the CITP.
process.

To be reflected as a base data set in the
Status Quo Analysis in the MSDF
Amendment process (expected 2026) once
completed (next 2 years)

NMT (non-motorisedtransport) Routesand
pavement Plarto be addedo the GIS
databaseto inform planning application
evaluations

Provides a program for road
upgrading linked to the

growth projections and

The Roads Master Plan for George was developed in 2005 fg
period of 15 years to address sheaind mediumterm needs to

Linkages noted in the CITP and the MSDF
be prioritised. Timeframe for required
processes tde implementedand capacity
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incorporating the
requirements of the CITP

be implemented through 9 phases driven by budgets and
development.
Anticipated completion2026

timeframe requirements to be confirmed, a
this may impact the ability of smaller
developments to be implemented.

l.e. network upgrades (main network) to be
identified and included in budgets
(Municipal and provincial).

Pavement Prioritisesmaintenance No specific consideration. None
Management Plan | actions based on conditional

Approved: June assessmentplanning to be

2019; ReviewJune | addressed irthe Roads

2024 Master Plan

Streetand Phased upgrading and No specific consideration. None
Stormwater implementation

MaintenancePlan

Approved: 1 July

2024; Review: 1

July 2025

Solid Waste Planning for solid waste No specific consideration. See previous comments relating to| None

Implementation
Plan

disposal

identification.

Electrical
Implementation
Plan and Energy
Master Plan:

2025 (once off)
Electrical Master
Plan: June 2025
Renewal: June 205

Demandthe status quo.
Load forecasting.
Master Plan for 66kV network
Substation upgrading
priorities.

Renewable energy
investigations and strategy
and Wheeling

Independent Power
Producers

Informal area electrification

Growth projections and data on growth absorption per
functional areaare provided as input to the load forecasting.

Areas for electrical upgrading are identified, specifically relate
to the informal settlement upgrade.

Land requirement and placement criteria tg
be considered on completion of the
Alternative Energy Feasibility Study
Upgrades proposed to be placed within the
current urban fabric (HS upgrading plans tg
allocate utility space)
UpdatedSANLC/SAlata, when available,
to be provided to ETS.

Sport Master Plan
2024

Requirements and processes
of various sporting codeare
included.

Sport facilities to be absorbed in urban areas, where there is
concentration of participants, with adequate access provided
rural residents.

Requirement for large footprint, combined

sporting facility areas to be quantified (Spo
& Recreation) and draft localities proposed
to be evaluated against spatial policies, for
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Provision of sport facilities noted in the policies of the MSDF, | investigation (technical) and thereafter
including (See Table 14 in the MSDF): inclusion of dedicated areas in MSDF
- Integration with Open Space: Policy C5 amendment.
- Active and Passive Recreation areas: Policy C3| Sports Master Plan to be updated with
- Sport & Tourism: Policy B4 reference tothe requirements of Wards as
- Sport as a mechanism for social cohesion: Polic| €xpressed in the IDP Review and CSIR
C3.1 standards applied to functional areas.

Table24: Sectoral Plan®lements, alignment and actions

The relevant sectoral plartonsider, for the mospart, the strategiesand policiesof the MSDF and implementation is aligned with the spatial concept and
elements of the MSDF-.

5.13 OTHER STUDIEBXPRESSED REQUIREMENTS

Provincial and National Departments and Municipal Sectoral Departmehtg, were included in the Intergovernmental Steering Committee in the
Status Quo and Amendment stages for the compilation ofMIBDF2023were invited to submit information, plans, policies and other documents,
which may have a bearing on the policéesl spatial trajectory which underscored the MSDF28&&ponseseceived are reflected below and in other
parts of Pab. In addition to current and updated Sectoral Master Plans, and documents referenced in the MSDF2023, recent studiesdibputs an
documents which may impact the spatial growth trajectory (approach and spatial concept) were considered and include:

5.13.1 Smart City Principles

The IDRa | (i S At thé énbeili of @ new Council cycle, Council is required to develop a new IDP. Thetdomgstrategy sets out the principles

and actions required to meet the longtegrm goals of the Municipality in order to creaégSeorge for the future of all its people.

It isacknowledged that therbasbeen astrategic gap within th€ityover thepast Syears and primaryto this, there hasbeen the (perhaps) perceived

failure to meet the opportunities provided by the global drive towards smart cities. Whilst the majority of South Africans ayed intermediary

cities have embraced a technological and ddteven response to opportunities dnchallenges, requiring a radically different strategic and
2LISNF GA2y Lt FLILINRIOK G2 (SOKyz2t238x OAGAT Syasz AyaidMénmaiaitgigethergy R GKS
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settlement where investments in human and social capital, and traditional and modern communication infrastructure fuabblestatonomic
RSOSt2LYSyds | 6SGGSNI ljdzZfAGe 2F tATFS yR LINUWZRSYydG YFylF3aSySyid 2F ylI i

Using technology in enhanciagd advisinghe strategic planning approach evidentin:

i. the GIS layers which reflect various spatial elements (Seé.#af the MSDF20235uchan approach not only reflectspatial representation of
risks, sensitivities, opportunity areas, eto. inform land use management decisions, but also provides an accedathlsource to the public via
the Municipal GIS Viewer

ii. The Capital Expenditure Framework (CE&)iésof themechanisnsto facilitatethe aforementioned smatrt city approach. See Far.

iii. Recoding the results of various processes in the built environment, such as surveys, building plan approvals, land use maapgevaist
contraventionson an electronic platformand spatially referencing such entrje®t only informs the MSDIBut also alerts other departments to
focus their attention to specific areas.

Two other components of the Smart City conceqted in the IDPwhich have specific spatial bearing, include:

i. Access to public transport and integrated transport planning
The spatial structure of Georgadvised the development of the @deorge route network and, conversely, the spatial polic&dating to
intensification and densificatiosupport the public transport system.

ii. Redevelopmentpublic and privatewith a vision to make cities safer, resilient and less disgatene, ismanagedon an ongoingbasis.The
evaluation ofland use managemermtpplications, based on data which supports policies, such as risk zonedyydkblggical buffers, etcand in
line with the spatial policies, such as densification zoaddresseshe aforesaid smartity vision Projects selected in the MSDF Implementation
Plans Human Settlement Plan§ransport and Engineeriniylaster PlansCommunity Safetyand Health SectoPlans andnvironmental Projects
identified by the GM also aspire to this vision.

iii. The incorporation of CCT8ystems in area redevelopmentésstly, but is being implemented in the llisoletiNeighbourhoodDevelopment
Partnership Project in Thembalethu.

iv. Counteracting the urban heat effect in development areas is an ongoing bHEtieeremovabf existing vegetationwhich is visiblenthe Municipal
GlSviewer, isdiscouraged irll land use application§.ormal potection of the green infrastructurés, unfortunately, only possible ifvegetationis
classified or if sensitive areas are delineatedBrimironmental Impact Assessment processes. ré@lease of land and thehange inand usefrom
open spacesylong green corridorgreopposed.The development of other zoned open spaces is only allowedsbnable motivationitigation
andoffsetcan be illustrated.
¢KS LINRPGSOGA2Yy 27F &3 NEB SpyioritisechyREaiie MankgerkehtyPlans 8ufportizidindus/ A diedtBistinctios between
urban and rural (natural anagricultura), and land use applicatiorsse evaluated in a manner to protect such areas.

Land invasion of zoned green spatseproblematic in Thembalethu. Facation of settlers is not a sustainable solution, unless such green spaces
are actively protected and the management thereof allocated to entities which will encourage sustainable, saf¢hese areas.

119 |



REVIEW REPORT’REVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

5.13.2 WC: Dol: Transportation Infrastructure Branch

Updated GIS data was provideg the WC DolTransportation Infrastructure Branch,y Of dzRA y 3

Y|

LJ FNR2Y

iKS

2/ DQa

system whichshows the road network around George, highlighting key routes and their classificatfmdataset was included on the Municipal

GIS system arshared with CES: Transportation.

The transfer of three road sectiofi®m the Dol authority to the Municipality was confirmed:

Legend

Transfer of Road Authority i.t.o. $26
PN316/2009 and RL 55/002
PN 73/2023 and RL 70/4

PN 309/2013 and RL 61/4

Y
Kim 21708,
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Application for $3 Road Closure (} i ;
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Application received 3 fm, " : "}l 4 TR, i
October 2024 P b
Km 18 *Krnﬁ
Kmb L
Km T
4 -\/

¢NFYAaFSNI 2F NRBI RAQ ihtdanskoRthedRGadls MasfeR Pladriing (GidyisEgheintaiiskcloyf spacingnd access to uses along
the main roads, whilst protecting the mobility function of such roadse classificationeeds to align with théunction of PN'3/2003 and RL70/4
(York Street south and Beach Raqdming an intensification corridor in terms of the policies of the MSDF2IXa&3 alignment to advise the LSDF

Review and, if supported, the amendment of the MSDF.
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5.13.3

5.13.4

The first phases of theeraligned western bypass hasbaped tle roads configuration and the access arrangementSdorgeairport and the airport
support zone. Upgrading took place in 2024e proposed upgrading of the airport miaypact onthe road system in this vicinityrhe Georgdirport
Master PlarfACSAs in processThe impact of both the pgrading of the airport and the supporting road system, if amerfdaa the current status
quo, shouldbe evaluated in the MSDF Status Quo and Amendment processufileat uses/zoning othe airport and the support zonalignwith
the MSDF 202and LSDF intent.

Thereservealignment of theWesternBypass, as per theelevant road proclamation plansincluded in the GIS system aadvisescommentson
landuse planning applications.

SANRAL

SANRAL is ihe process of upgrading the N2 between thR/N9 intersection, throughhe Wilderness and Kleinkrantz ara# to the proposed
intersection of The Lakes Road with the NBe proposed alignment sees the closure of exisiimgrsections from secondary road systems at
Wilderness Heightsn Wilderness and in Kleinkrantz. Informationthe amended road structures used to advise land @glanning applications.
The closureslo not affect the spatial structure/framework of the adjacent urban and/or rural fabric.

Therealignmentof the proposedlrunk Road 89 (George Western Bypass) in the vicinity of the gigsowell as the proclaimed remainder of such
road were captured on spatial layers whichhmed part of the data thaadvisedthe compilation of the MSDF2023

SANParks

Updated information (GIS dataseiscludingTerrestrial Zonation, Wilderneg§sotected Environmerand boundaryBuffer ZoneManagementAred)
has been added to existing information lay@reviously received frofSANPARKSSuch informatiorforms part of thedata spatially representing
relevant spatial elements
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Figure27: SANParks Spatial Delineation 2025

5.13.5

5.13.6

TreeManagementPolicy

The TreeManagementPolicywas adopted in 2021A masterplan needs to be developed for Tree Planting needs to be developed as a guideline for
the prioritisation of planting and replacement of trees in road reserves and open sp&eabing and reversing the urban heat island effect and
aligning with the heritage value ckrtaintrees andopen spacesdentified in the Heritage investigations in Pacaltsdorp and the, @B&dviseon

sucha Master PlanThe Riverine Management Plans, PAMPS and Stormwater Master Plans to provide inpulreetidaster Plan. The adoption

and implementation of the plan is essential as it speaks to the character of Gawages strategc position within the Garden Route. The value of
tourism andcitizen wellbeing contribute to the importance of the document.

Community Safety Forum and Guidelines

A CommunitySafety Forum has been established in Geddgban growth scenarios and catalytic project planning have been tabled afaurhs
The Safety forum to provide spatial input (positionhait spot9 to add to the MSDF Status Quo analysis process6(2@® In support of the

122 |



REVIEW REPORTYREVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

implementationof the llisolethu NDPP projedhe National Treasuriasincluded Georgen the process of upgradinipe Design Guidelines for Safety
during August 2024The results of sucastudy to be confirmed anthainstreamedn the George Land Use Planning and Building Control system.

5.13.7 Emergency Servicdafrastructure areas

During analysis processes in thigolethu project in Thembalethyit came to light thatadditional areas for Fire Stations are requir&pace was
provided within the llisolethu Precinct fehort-term extension requirementsbut the need, over the mediudong term for the repositioning of the
facility was notedThe Emergency Services Directorate, together with the GRDM, SAPS and other authorities tasketemgémcyservicesto
analysehe settlement areas and the spatial trajectory (growth absorptioeas) of George to best locate infrastructure and secure land.

5.13.8 Community Development Requirements

The IDP 2022026 notes, in addition tahe planningfor cemeteriesand parks the following social support services, with spatéjuirements

a) ProjectHope9 / 5 Qa > V dzii Naftérdare gkilld cen@eSijgfariésBnd Soupkitchersto be absorbed into the existing urbdabric as per
the MSDR023 Spatial PoliesA7and C2Combined facilities recommended.

b) Pauperburialto be coordinated in the Cemetery plannipgpcess.

c) VegetableGardens have been establishedliouwsrantenBorcterds, NewDawnPark AndersonvilleKleinkrantzand Rosedale. The DRDLR has
establishedF! Q& L | I I NI S YArdayaRocatel ®rfasftbr toSuinuitizdardempurposesvia the Properties Division tfie HSP&D
Department are added to this ligeossible additional areas to be identified f@rdening vidhe Open Space Studpmponent in process via the
Environmental Department, if any.

The opening of th&acaltsdorp SatelliteThusong Service Centre on 18 September 2024 is a welcome additicotiatimérastructure networkof
George. Theite(Old Tourism Information Centre, Mission Strastpcated within an area wherectusterof municipal andgocial facilitiesslocated,
strengtheningthis node. Notehat the development is in line with the heritageeservationintent of the area.This Thuson@entre together with
the Centres in Waboomskraal and Thembaletwd the 15 community hallsan house multiple services (os&p community services centreJhe
services provided and the outreach prograams noted in the IDP.
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5.13.9 SALGA: Spatial amsformation Barometer:

The National Development Plan identifies Spatial Transformation as a key pilleorganisethe spatial economy and development. Spatial
transformation is the overall outcome of the national urban potitied the Integrated Urban Development Framework (IUDF), and is anchored

around land, jobs, housing and transpoft.K I LJG SNJ y 2F GKS bl idA2ylf 5S@St2LISyd ttly OFTfft.
settlements and national spatial economy as a mechanism to address poverty and inequality.

SALGA has takehe initiative to monitor municipal spatial transformation through the Spatial Transformation Baror(@Tés}ool and theannual
publicationof findings (Not yet published for 2024/2% 2025/202§. An engagement with théiSP&D Department took place January2024.
Municipalities must incorporaté¢he recommendations of the SALGA research in réngew of their SDFs and LUS to improve opportunities for
successful spatial transformatiomnhis is to be considered once the findings and monitoring categories for 2024 are confirmed.

{LIGALFE GNFyatT2NXEFGdA2y Mavhidh seleizientsia@ Ndpaitt Ahgusinglfor &l BdomeSghdipBodizied g Besre
mixed, pedestrian and bicycpathsare built, publictransport is the norm, et SALGARresentationl4 January 2025)

SALGA further notkthat the critical outcomes of spatial transformation are:

a) Proximity to employment and economic opportunities.

b) Reduced travel distances and costs (particularly for poor households).

¢) Equitable access to land and housing.

d) Access to infrastructure and government services (particularly by poor households).
e) Inclusivity

Limited ransformation of townshigconomies, limitations to economic changedchallenges with transpowtvere identified in the 20 municipalities
(excluding George) that weracluded in the 2023 TB study.

Once the findings on George are publish&ach information must be assessed to establish whether the MBDknplementation actionfacilitate

transformationin both urban and rural area®ocumentation to also expredbe integration alreadytaking place in George and plans to foster
integration.
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5.13.10George Airport

Alsorefer to par 5.3.1in the 2024MSDFeview.

During an engagement April 2024 ACSA indicated their intent to proceed with Master Planningthedpgrading of the George airpotih February
2025 ACSA confirmed that the Master Plan willfimalisedin mid-2025.To date the master plan has not been completed. It was initially anticipated
that construction would start in 2026 aftéine design of the upgraded terminaleparture loungeand runwaysThe mater planning also includes a
freight requirement(load)andaninfrastructure studyFeasibility studies for the inclusion of a hotel in the airgmecinct/propertyare positive.

The proposedupgrades will strengthen the airport node/hich aligns with théntent of the Gwayang LSDEpace requirements, specifically for the
lengthening of the runway, extension of the private pldaeilitiesand freight area extension, magquire an extension of the nodal area, to be
O2y&aARSNBR I FUSNI GKS O2YLX SGA2Yy Zhe indlusidnloftaddeveioprieiitypduddary araiund dzR AirBait node/ R
specifically to extend the area of investment opportunity related to the airport use (passengers and freflgghtonsidered ithe MSDF amendment,
following thefinalisationof the ACSA Master Plan. Secondary Road network plammibg initiated. Separate access to freight terminals to be
investigated.

5.13.11Forestry Villages

Variousconsultations withthe National Department of ForesthfDRDLRnd SALGAgoordinated via the GRDMegarding thefuture of forestry
villages in the Garden Route.

During peliminaryanalysis includingsurveys of the current situation(DFFE and DPVihe followingForest Villages were investigated
a) Uitsig

b) Bergplaas

c) Witfontein

The number of houses and families to be confirmegeliminary mput has beerprovided byHSP&Spatial)and CESndication is thatJitsig and

Bergplaas are not close to settlement aréasciceconomic infrastructure)have accessibility issues, are situated miral area €nvironmentally
sensitiveto be investigatednd are not connected to municipal service systemddl three areas are currentlyutside theurban development
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boundary,and the creation of individual erven is not supported in princijgltfontein is closer to the urban areand extension of the urbaunse
area could be investigated, following technical investigations.

l.e.the villageselate to accommodation to serve the functioning, adjacent forestry aseakare not considered to be urbaareas of George at this

point. Theworker housing requirement of the ongoing adjacent forestmyst be addressed during the investigations &manalisation discussions

Technical investigations to advisa the status of service provision. The result of tiiwestigations relatindo the sustainability of use and the

ownership andnmanagement arrangements will advise how these areas are included in the 2025/27 MSDF Amendment.

5.13.12Progress on Existing Studi@923 2024 2025

Various studies were noted in the 2024d 2025Review of the MSDF2023. Progressiwese studies, anthe impact of findings on the spatial
concept and policies of the MSDF2023, is indicated below:

Studydocument

Status

MSDF alignent

National Spatial Development
Framework (NSDF)

Gazetted 1 February 2023

The Draft NSDprovided input to the MSDF 2023. No significant
changes, which affect the MSD¥ere noted in the final gazetted
version

Protected Areas Management Plans
(Municipal Nature Reserves)

Inthe procesof awaiting
final approval

Alignedc Protection ofnatural Element§MSDHPolicyE)

Riverine AreaMaintenance
Management Plans

In ProcessSpatial data
concluded.

Alignedc Protection of natural element@ViISDF Policy E)

CostBenefit- andLand Leasinmodel for | Concluded Aligned retention of strategic land parcels in order$apport
municipal properties densification and transformation interfPolices A & B
George Heritage Study Adopted Implementationaction(Policy B)

PacaltsdorpgHeritage Precinct

In procesgExpected to be
finalised within the
2025/2026 financial year.)

Implementation actionDraft delineation included on G(Bolicy B)

CBD Heritage Precinct

procesqExpected to be
finalised within the
2025/2026 financial year.)

Implementation action: Draft delineation included on @8licy B)

Backyard Strategy

Adopted

Aligned (Policies A, B, C and D)
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Priority Agriculture AregAgriculture Bill) | Gazetted Partially alignedSupports structuredensification Policies A, B, C
and D) and protection adgriculturalareas(Policy B)but limits
growth direction (Policy C)

Social Housing Design Guidelines Adopted Aligned(Policy C)

The National Infrastructure Plan, 2022 | Adopted I NBFGAYy3 | F2dzyRIFGA2Y F2N I OK

growth, linking NDBbjectivesto actionable steps and intermediate
outcomes andaimingto promote dynamic infrastructure delivery,
address institutional blockages and promote sustainability

Maps relating to dam risk lines

Final data awaited

Alignment to be confirmed

Disaster Risk Reduction Plan (WC: Draft (To confirm final plan) | Aligned
DEA&DP)

Oil and Gas Underwater Infrastructure | Draft Aligned
Sector Plans for Government April 2022

RSAnvestment Strategy 2022 (Draft) | Draft Aligned
SEP and MERGERO 2@p Issued(draft) Aligned
Economic & Jobs Analysi¥earon-year | Issued Aligned
Aug202

Draft National Buffering Mechanisms | Dratft Aligned
Policy

Threatened Ecosystem Data Gazetted Included in GI§ on-site verification atthe project levelisrequired

Western Cape Provincial Land Transpo
Framework2023

Adopted (tbc)

Transport Modelling Strategy Draft Aligned
George Wilderness Uniondale Information document Aligned
Destinations Snapsh@023

Integrated Zoning Scheme Bylaw, 2023 Adopted Aligned

NewWesternCapeProvincialSpatial
Development-ramework.

Noticeof the intention to
compile a newVesternCape
ProvincialSDRNotice P N
67/2024: 10 June 2024)
terms of the

Alignment to be evaluated whethe draft WCPSDIS received.
Comments orthe compilation to be provided by GM.
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DEA&DP: WCLUPA 2014 (4
3 of 2014)

Table25: Recent documents and inpufa0232025)

Implementation Actionsvere identified in the MSDF202Bable29 hasreferencesProgress on the implementaticactions can bsummarisedas

follows:

Implementation actiongfrom the MSDF2023)

Progres2026:

Infrastructure (various implementation actions/steps noted specifically)

Upgrading of the Transport Hub in the CBD of George: GIPTN

Funding allocated

Consideration of environmental risk linesgrioritisinginfrastructure upgrading:
Engineering Sector Plan

Shared data on GIS
Maintenance Management Plan of Riverine Are@svayang
Meulen and Schaapkdp final review

Investigation of sites for the development of Solar Farms: Sites previously identif
arebeing investigated for environmental constraints and required Environmental
Authorisationsn processElectrotechnicalServices.

Areas for Solar Ener@yenerationare spatiallyaccommodated inhe Gwayang area
(2) and Ossie Urban Street.

Priority sites identified.

Ossie urban street implemented.
Technicahuthorisationobtained and implementation design
underway in Gwayang site

SocieEconomidGrowth (various implementation actions/steps noted specifically)

Overall design guidelines for the Airport Precinct to be developed and extended {
development in the precinct

Applications approved fdhe precinctg guidelinesare also
approved for the precinct.

Confirmation of a site for the development of a Government PreciffoeNational
Department confirmed the intent to develop a Government Precinct. Sites have q
identified and visited. Feasibility and planning for implementatoaunderway.
Timeframe to be advised

Council Resolution
National Public Workand InfrastructurgPlanning and
PrecinctDevelopment) commencedith the feasibility

Confirmation otthe requirement for the development of eegionalstate hospital.

Confirmation received. Budget allocated for completion by,
2034

Land leasing model to be investigated for application in catalytic projeebubkhnd
release of land for socieconomic or housing purposes

The studyconcluded.

Sites to be identified for GRDM regional facilities (abattoir, film school and fresh
produce market), to be evaluated and confirmed. Implementation to be programtj

No progress.
Identified sites not submitted to GMand proposals made by
GM not confirmed by GRDM
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District Municipality expressed requirements for sites to develop regional facilitie
the George Municipal area. Various sites to be investigated by GRigess to
include technical studiegeasibility studiesland allocation, land acquisition, land ug
rights and other permissions, implementation.

Vi,

DRDLR to facilitate a farming Cooperative south of Thembalethu (See notes on
coordination-Policy C2.23 Environmental Assessment and Management Plan to |
submitted to DEA&DP: EIM

In process.
Fencing and road upgradirge underway.
Land transfer from Dol to DRDisih process

Vii.

Market areas and trader areas/zones to be identified and adopted (LED)

Trader spaces andaes as part of the llisolethu NDRode
were identified. Proclamation to be donehenthe detailed
designof NelsonMandelaBoulevards completed

¢NI RSNEQ IINBlL&a Ay t!I OF f {S&eR
Plan approvedFirstphase construction completedtunding
for the remaining structuressto be secured.

Growth Management(various implementation actions/steps noted specifically)
i.

Priority agricultural area delineation to allow for continudaagterm growth areas
to the west of the George City area, in a phased manner. Discussions with DALR
facilitate long-term growth.

Recommendations received frothe Departmentof
Agriculture to be reviewed

Social Facility Schedule to be updated regularly (with each MSDF review) and sh
of facilities to be based on existing capacity and actual demand, rather théreon
number of facilities compared to formal demand inyplementingauthorities.

Updated with census data.

Update per functional ar@to be done wherSANLC/SAdata
isavailable SAL data not availab&d not anticipated to be
released by StatsSA.

Integrated Housingvarious implementation actions/steps noted specifically)

Motivation forthe inclusion of Blanco into the PHSHDA

Included in the HSP. PHSHDA boundary extension to be
concluded in 208/2027

Gap Housing projects to be planned and packaged

Gwayang housing ithe planningprocess (Concept design
completed Land Use Managemeuntand EIA process
underway)

Delville Park area identified for release.

Sweetpeg; project in planning phase (town planning
applicationin process)

Blanco'snvestigations and design to be actioned

Transformative HS planning to be linked to existing and proposed incentives and
measures to support the Policies of the MSDF

Incentives Policy for affordable housing adopted by Coung
Packaging of priority social housing and affordable units
completed by GM.
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iv.

HS implementations focus to include rental and ownership projects

Social Housing project approved (planning and environme|
authorisation)
Ownership projectare underway as per HSP

Wealth of Natural Assets and Resilienfgarious implementation actions/steps noted specif

ically)

Encourage Biodiversity Stewardship AgreemerSANParks/ Cape Nature

Applicantsare advised, in priority and sensitiaeas during
the pre-application meetingto enter intothe Biodiversity
Stewardship

Climate Change Action PIdBRDM

Climate Risk adaptation and mitigation strategies of
provincial government to be correlated withe schedule of
interventions atthe GM levelg all sectors and linked to
aspects identified in the GRDM: Green Book-Buatl
evaluation.The Climate Action plan is proposed to be
finalisedin the first quarter ¢ 2026.

Ecological and hydrological networks to be identified in consultation with
environmental authoritiesand areas of ecological/environmental importance to bg
excluded fromagriculturaluse.

Buffer areas around hydrologidalaturesare mappedn GIS,
including rural areas.

Maintenance Management Plan (including Gwayasg)
underway.

Primary dune area to be confirmed.

Data to be obtained from Provincial Departments (Coastal
Management) prior tdinalisationof SDF Status Quo (end
2025)

Development guidelines and mitigation measures to be adopted for areas below
(amsl) related to climate risk

To be addressed

Areas flagged ithe Land Use Management evaluatiand
risk expressed tapplicants with arequirement for flood risk
mitigationto beillustrated

Vi.

Ecosystenrbased Adaptation (EbA) or Natubased Solution to be considered durin
land use application processes, including Strategy for Biodiversity and Tree offsq

To be addressed

Vii.

Coastal access audit to be reviewed and extended to detailed routes to be captu
on GIS to inform land development applications.

In proses, initial assessment initiatadd mapped. Ground
truthing commencedn Hansmoeskraal.
Consultation withthe Provincial Governmernis required

viii.

Public launch sites to be identified by relevant authorities and captured on the Gl
system related facilities

No public launch siteslentified.
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5.14

Invasive Clearing Management plan completed and
considered in the Disaster Risk Management Pldais plan is
valid until 2025 and needs to be revised.

Bylawson Stormwater Managemerand Stormwater
Management Evaluation Guideliagein processThe bylaw
isbeing updated to mainstreamUPS along with guidelines.

iX. Invasive Alien Plant Monitoring, Control and Eradication Plan (2021) with the Op
Space System planning and Disaster Risk Management Plan.

X.  Institutional capacity to be created to monittiie implementation of SUDS and
applicable storm water management during papplication and application stages.

Table26: Supportive ImplementatioActions and Progress

GARDEN ROUTE DISTRIOF

The Garden Route District Municipality (GRDM) erkdd on a process to amend the District $iDFanuarn?2025, as an update from the 2017 Eden
Spatial Development Frameworkn completionthe impact of the new Framework on the Spatial Concept and Policies of the George MSDF2023 to
be assessed.

The George IDRotes GRDMProjects for consideration for B municipalities to include in their 28@27 IDPsIncluding:

a) TheRegional Landfill site

b) The Skills Mecca

¢) The participation of Local Municipalities in the YoRthwvironmentaServices, 2022 program

d) TheGRD Growth and Development Strategy.

From a spatial perspective, the followingnsiderationsapplyto the noted GRDM projects:

a) The Regional Landfill site
Adequate and effective road and rail solutions to be investigated in view of the fiscal ability of the municipalitiesrefuaketo the regional
landfill.

b) The Skills Mecca
The identiication, acquisition and implementation of infrastructure to supp8MIMEsand entrepreneurswhichis assisted in the Skills Mecca, to
be done by the GRDM, if requiredand identified to be in line with the policies of the MSDF and spatial absorption for economic ggowth
encouraged.

c) The GRD Growth and Development Strategy.
The spatial requirements from tHenplementation Plan, currently being developed, to inform the next iteration of the MSDF
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Also see reference to facilitation of GRDM initiative$able26 and Table30.

6. MSDF RESPONSE TO NEW PLANNRGRMANTS

The MSDF is reviewed on a yearly basis to establish whether new trends and inforemaieithe spatial policiegontainedin the adopted MSDFRull and
void, or whether the growth and developmeatein line with the spatial trajectory and concefNewinputs to the policy environment and ID&quirements
provide important inputs and are evaluated to establish whetherabtons and policies contained in the MSDF must be amendexi20242025and 2026
Review Reports will provide input to the0252027 MSDF Status Quo and Amendment cydi@e informants and trends noted in the foregojmayt of this
report do not constitute an immediate amendment of tiMSDF butlo require consideration in the aforesaid Amendment cycle.

This Review Report must be read with the adopted George Municipal Spatial Development Framework, 2023

6.1 GROWTH PREBIRESLAND COVER CHANGNDGROWTH PROJECTIONS

The infill development experienced the past two yearsnoted in Par5.1and5.4. Developmentas occurred in line with the spatial concept and the
anticipated growth absorption trajectory noted in the MSDF2023. No amendment afpthial elements or the strategies and policies of the MSDF
was required to facilitate such general infill growttor to accommodate projects outside tispatial development guidelines provided by the MSDF.

During theconceptualisatiorof the spatial concept of th2023 MSDFa significantly higher base population than h@jected, official population was

assumed.Base population figureshich supported the MSDgrowth absorption calculations wedrroborated in the Census202Phe MSDF Review
Report for2024,2025and Par5.5 have reference.

The absorptiorof anticipated growth in the shortmediumand longterm is supported within the spatial concgpt 8 K2 dzf R 0 KS W2 FFA OA I
1,3%(lower bound)oeadopted TK SNE A d adzZFFAOASY(d WwWalLl OSQ gAGKAY (GKS OdaNNByd aLl Al

However, bould a growth rate of 2,8% be assumed, and the required infrastructure be available, additional area must be set ashienwadium
long term to absorb growthSee Par5.3.

Given theobligatory protection of the rural areas (natural and agricultural) George, and specifically adjacent to the city area and coastal
towns/hamlets the investigation intolongterm absorption area must be approached witiversightand with the required opportunity for
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6.2

6.3

6.4

participation, by both governmenflISC members) and the publidThe 20252027 MSDF Status Quo and Amendme€ytle willprovide sucha
participatory process.

IDP INFORMANTS

Theplanning and implementation of thmajority of the IDBprioritiesare spatially facilitated in the MS@Rd via the Zoning Scheme BylalheMSDF
2023 provides guidelines for the selection of sitestlfierplacement ofagriculturaluses, urban support uses (so@oonomic)and human settlement.
The localityand area requirements ofsrt facilitiesand cemeteries to be noted in threlevant Sector Plans amdsultant technical studies.

Theaccommodation of Ward Committee requiremeraitsd implementation oSector Planswithin the policiesand spatial concepts facilitated in the
MSDF2023.

ENVIRONENTAL INFORMANTS

The Strategies and Policies of the M3 whichfacilitatethe protection of environmentally sensitive arease still relevant. Updated mechanisms
and processedo advance environmentamanagement align with thespatial concept and policiesThe MSDF 2023 allows for the inclusion of
environmental datasets, specifically updated informatend guidelinegrom environmental dgartments and agencies, such as DEA&DP, SANParks,
Cape Nature, DFFE and othevihin the MunicipalGIS. Such updated dataused to inform decisions and conditions related to Land Use Management
applications infrastructure planning, etcRefer to Section 5.for relevant updated datasets.

SPATIAL CONCEPT ASSESSMENT

The spatial concept remainsnsistent with national and provincial poliemd supports the spatial development approach and strategies.
amendmentto structuring elements of the spatial concept, specifically the urban development boundatylement and nodal hierarchy and
delineationis not required for the short terrrand the full public participation andrculation (Intergovernmental Steering Committee) process will be
followed as part of the 20227 Amendment Cycl® supportproposal to the spatial concept over the long term, if any

The sustainability and technical feasibility of all #reas of investigation fdnuman settlement projects and relating to the forestry villages must be
confirmed, albeit only in principldefore significant changes are made to the spatial contepicconmodate development of an urban (full title
relativelysmall erverand urbancommunitysupportive facilitiespature outside the urban development boundamhane C(Table 14 of the adopted
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MSDF2023tates theimportance of management dhe growth of urbansettlements, and accommodation of rural living, to ensure the optimum and
efficient use of resources

dHuman Settlement refers to all activities related to the transformation of the environment to accommodatecsmwmic and housing development.
This policy aims to coordinate and guide development planning to create a compact, efficient urban fotrallewitgy opportunity for all (economic,
housing, social) and protecting the rural area (natural, tourism, agriculture, rural econd@yirolled development patterns facilitate better resource
use, protection of sensitive environments, integrationparpunity for all (including transformation), fiscal sustainability and resilience, economic
potential and legibility (use and investment). It guides the implementation of IDP priorities by using measures to athMAgeri8tiples. Managed
growth also pevents further loss of natural and agricultural assets

The spatial concept and elemerds not require immediate amendmenbut the extension of the CBD area to include the 1 on ,Y@rkeneweide
Outeniqua Precing¢tand the commercial component of thewayang Developmemhay be considered, based on processes underway, in the Status
Quo and MSDF Amendment Process (22@87) Extensionof the urban development boundary to absoldngterm growth to be assessed on a
Syearcycle basis. The curregtowth absorption potential within the spatialconcept supportsa compact, efficient urban forrand does notequire
immediateamendment.Considered expansion

6.5 SECTOR PLANS DEVELOPED SINCE MSDF DEVEE@HMERTNPUTS AND INVESTIGAT RIS

No amendment tdhe spatial concept is required facilitate alignmenwith SectorPlans, at this stageThe implementation of projects and actions as
per the Municipal Sector Plansnust relate to the approved MSDF spatial concept and dlssociated policiedDevelopment management models
(engineering demand management systems, transportation models,askrjowledge the spatial concept and absorption estimates. Such estimates
on a functionahrea and ward level to be updated once tBANLC/SAdata is available.

6.6 MUNICIPAL BUDGET ALLOCATION & ALIGNMENT TO MSDF PRIORITY DEVELOPMENT AREAS

Municipal budget allocation is one of the key levers that the municipal administration must enable the implementatioM8e To this end, it is
ONAGAOKE GKIFIG GKS L5t FyR O2yO02YAll yd Ydzy A OA idyib thedpdeRt@id/éstmirf afehs/oatiieNd (S
municipality. The CEFSeePar.7) is a mechanism to ensure spending in areas where itHemsost impact.The Implementation Framework of the

134 |



REVIEW REPORTYREVIEW OF THEEORGE MSRB23¢ MARCH026

MSDF202&entifiesSpatial Categoriesandthe following priority investment areas:

a) Intensification areas: Nodes/Precincts and densification areas.

b) Upgrading areas (support to informsgttlementsto maintain acceptable service delivery and housing suppo
c) Support development in areas of growth absorpt{@onsolidatiorareas)

d) Support development in the mediwiong termgrowth absorption areas.

Par.5.2.4.1and Maps 38 and 38f the Adopted MSDF2028ave reference.
In addition to the spatial categories (focus areas) for investisggcific priority investment aesare noted, including:

a) The George CBD.

b) The York to 8ach Road corridor in Pacaltsdorp.

¢) The Nelson Mandela Boulevard corridor in Thembalethu.

d) The Blanco node.

e) George Southeast and Nelson Mandela Boulevard / Rosemoor / Conville Corridor

f) GwayangGroeneweidamixedusePrecincs

g) Courtenay Commercial Corridor (including Knysna Ribaakification and mixedse interface

TheCEF system includes a gguatial component, tracking thexisting (in process) and proposed localities of investment progusnterventions,
to ensure that such spending supports thgatial concept, categories and development of the priority areas as per the NMs@Rhat
infrastructure investment, such gsojectsfor water treatment works and other bulk infrastructynmay be located outside the priorigreas butis
required to serve the intensification in the investment areas.

The proposed capital projects included in the CEF relate mostly to the projects within tee@itizrror! Reference source not foundlustrates the
approximate positions of project$heprioritisationtool appliedto selectprojects for budgeting purposdavours projects that haveity-wide impact,
or impact in more than one functional area. Rating weight is afforded to projects that address backlogs. Consislevatitive given to add weight
to catalytic projectglisted in MSDF) in futuréerations Thenew system for theapturing of, and reportingm the alignment of capital projectand
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the spatial conceptadopted by the George Municipalif$eePar7), is inthe proces®f implementation. Thenajority of the capital expendituréuture
requirement)relatesto engineeringnfrastructureprovisiongto facilitate growth and development and support the current and future population.

Figure28 has reference. Engineerirgrvices projectare managed using an active serviegplyand-demandmodel. Forward Planning is based on
the accommodation of the spatial concept as per the MSDF2023.
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Figure28: Draft CEF allocation per Departmgiitarch 205 Figure29: Municipal Capital Projects: Locality City Area

Source: Capital Expenditure Platform (draft budget) March 2026.
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6.7 PROVINCIAL BUDGET ALLOCATION & ALIGNMENT TO MSDF PRIORITY DEVELOPMENT AREAS

DEA&DP: Development Plannihgtelligence Managemenand Researchonfirmed the following planned and estimated provalinfrastructure
expenditure forthe Medium-TermExpenditure FramewortMTERF period 2025/26 to 2027/28seeTable27 andTable28):

Sector Mo of Value of infrastructure projects & programmes (Rand) Total
Projects
Infrastructure Maintenance New or MNaon- Rehabiltation Upgrading (Rand)
Transfers and Repairs Replaced Infrastructure Renovations  and Addifions
Capital & Infrastructure Refurbishments
Cument

Education 3 0 L] 175000000 L] ] 0 175000000
Environmental 0 0 ] 0 ] 0 0 0
Affairs
Health 5 0 ] 0 26729000 F2240000 0 78245000
Hurman 7 235235000 L] 0 L] ] 0 235235000
Settlements
Public Works 1 0 L] 0 L] 25350000 0 35380000
Transport 10 0 ] 118300000 ] 302034000 9230000 A29784000
Grand Total 26 235235000 0 283500000 546729000 59654000 ?ESD'EIIII ‘?54366(])(1

* Excludes Across Distnct and unfunded Projects & Programmes. See the Excel database for more detail.
Table27: Provincial MTREF 2028 Spending per Sector
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Sector MNature of Project no  |Project Name|  Funding Lafitude Longitwde Delivery Total Project Prewvious MTEF 1 MTEF 2 MITEF 3 MTEF Tatal
Investment mechanism Cost Years 202526 202627 2027 /28 [Rand)
Expenditure
Education New or DTPWO1E 2015 (Pacaltsdorp 55 (Education -34.0098 224513 ndividual 130000000 1913000 15000000 350000 Z0000000 BOOO0000
keplaced nfrastructure Project
Infrastructure G rant
Education New or TEA 964 George HS - EIG |Education -33.9622 22.4507 ndividual SSO00000 o o o 20000000 20000000
Replaced nfrastructure Project
Infrastructure Grant
Education New or TBA BO7 (George HS - BFI |Education -33.9623 22. 2907 ndividual O SO0 1] SO00000 L] o 7 S000000
Replaced nfrastructure Project
Infrastructure Grant
Health Rehahilitation, |CiB40121 (George - Harry  |Health Facility  (-33.9302 22,4736 ndridual EL i ] 102746 459000 573000 275000 1307000
Renovations & (Comay Hospital |revitalisation Project
Refurbishment - Fire crant
icompliance
[alpha)
Health Rehabilitation, |CIE40083 (George - Health Facility  [-33.9519 22 4503 ndividual FLLE L] 2536357 239000 1E1000 513000 933000
Renovations & (George Hospital |neyitalisation Project
Refurbishment - wards R, R Grant
and R (alpha)
Health Rehabilitation, |CIBE00E3 (George - WOCN |Equitzble Share [-33.9663 22 4612 ndividual 2000 1] SO00000 13 100000 1500000 2 0000000
Renovations & Southern Cape Project
Refurbishment Karoo Hostel 1 -
Residential
accommeaodation
- Mew
Healtn Mon- CO88007T 4 George - Equitable Share |-33.9519 22.4501 ndividual ] o 14511000 11356000 28312000 54179000
Infrastructurs George HT Project
faintenance
Huile -
Infrastreciure
Support
Health Man- HCHBA0038 (George - Health Facility  [-33.9519 22 4503 ndrdidual OO0 1] 2550000 Lt} o 2550000
Infrastructure ‘George Hospital |Revitalisation Project
- HT- Grant
refurbishment
2025-26
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Sector MNature of Project no  |Project Mame Funding Lafitude Longitwde Delivery Total Project Prewicus MTEF 1 MTEF 2 MTEF 3 MTEF Total
Investment mechanismn Caost Years 2025/26 202627 202728 (Rand)
Expenditure
Human Infrastructure  [Thembalethu [Thembalethu |Human -33.9201 22 ATEE ndreidual TOOOO000 o 20688000 20500000 20500000 61688000
Settlements Transfers - 715 additional 716 additional  |settlements Project
Capital sites sites Development
Grant
Human Infrastructure  |Syferfontein syferfontein Human -33.9611 22.4541 individual GO000000 32060000 A0 16000 12000000 3100000 54263000
Settlements Transfers - Combined Combined settlements Project
Capital [transfer 200}  [[transfer 200)  |Development
Grant
Human Infrastructure  |Syferfontein syferfontein Human -33.9201 22.4768Indraidual 2000000/ 1900000 S360000 1] o SI60000
Settlaments Transfers - East PhC (30 East FhC (30  [Settlements Project
Capital tops] (M) tops) (M) Developrment
Grant
Human Infrastructure  |Europe [505] Europe (505)  (Human -33.9611) 22.4541 indidual A0000000 o o o AHNHDN00 A0
Settlements Transfers - settlements Project
Capital Developrment
Grant
Human Infrastructure  |Metro Grounds [Metro Grounds |Human -33.9201 22.4768 indridual 100000000, 28099000 26630000 1] o AG630000)
Settlements Transfers - (664) Transfers |[664) Transfers |Settlements Project
Capital 200ER 200ER Developrment
Grant
Human Infrastructure  (Thembalethu |[Thembalethu nformal -33.9201 22.4768 indridual AD000000) o 19000000 1] o 1 S000000)
Settlements Transfers - (1753 of (1753 of settlements Project
Capital 4350)(1753-  |4350)[1753- Upgrading
456=1297) 456=1297) Partnership
Grant
Human Infrastructure  [George George orther -33.9041 22.4305 Individual 10000000 o 4294000 1] o 4254000
Settlements Transfers - RAunicipality: rAunicipality: Project
Capital Solar Geysers  [Solar Geysers
Metro Grounds |Metro Grounds
(202425 200)  |[2024/25 200)
Public Works rehzbilitation, |CA-EI000013  |York Park 1st Equitable Share |-33.9502 22.454% ndreidual 35300 1] 10380000 2SN o 35380000
Renovations & [DHS) & 2nd Project
refurbishment (D50
Transport Mew or C10347.5 C1047.5 Equitable Share (-34.0065 22.343 ndividual RrLE il 230958663 12000000 1500000 o 13500000
Replaced MABLGATE Project
Infrastructure RIVER BRIDGE
Transport Mew or 3771 C377.1 George  [Equitable Share [-34.0112 22 383 ndividual 1100000 o o ] 100000000 105000000
Replaced west bypass Project
Infrastructure
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Sechor Mature of Project no  |Project Name Funding Lafitude Longifude Delivery Total Project Previous MATEF 1 MATEF 2 MTEF 3 MTEF Total
Investment meechanism Cost Years 2025/2& 202827 2027728 (Rand)
Expenditure

Transport rehabilitation, |C1294 C1z04 Equitable Share |-33.8864 223901 ndvidual Bl ] ] 10000000 Li] o 10000000
Renovations & Outeniqua Pass Project
Refurbishmant Seorge-

Oudtshoom

Transport rehabilitation, |C1157.2 C1157.2 Garden |Equitable Share |-33.9638 22 4E73 ndividual SO0 o 15000000 FL L] o 35000000
Renovations & ROute Area Project
refurbishment

Transport Rehabilitation, |C1100.PRMG 1101 Rehab Provincial Roads [-33.9201 224768 ndividual 2 SO0 4] 2000000 S ] SO000000 135000000
Renovations & ‘walboomskraal [Maintenance Project
Refurbishmant Grant

Transport Rehabilitation, |C1101 1101 Rehab Asset Finance -33.8583 22,3542 ndrvidual 250000000 o 89534000 L] 0 89534000
Renovations & Waboomskraal (Resarve Project
refurbishment

Transport Rehabilitation, |C1294 PRMG Clz04 Provincial Roads [-33.9778 2245533 ndividual Bl e i) 4] SO00000 2 S0 1000000 31000000
Renovations & Outeniqua Pass |Maintenance Project
Refurbishmant Seorge- Grant

Oudtshoom

Transport Rehabilitation, [C1321 C1371 GARDEM |Equitable Share |-33.9778 22 4953 ndrdidual S20MN00 1] S00000 L1] o SO0000
Renovations & ROUTE Project
Refurbishment

Transport Upgrading and  |C851 CE851 Equitable Share |-33.9831 22453 ndividual 131863430 FOS12000 o 1 500 o 1500000
additions RONDEWLE ROMDEWVLEI Project

Transport Upgrading and |C851 Rondeviel (C851 Rondeviel |Provincial Roads [-33.9881 22453 ndvidual 131863430 83711000 TIS0000 Li] o FIS0000
additions rAaintenance Project

Grant
TOTAL | 1797206860 24479766 353058000 305710000 2754600000 ?543

* Bxcludes Across Distnct and unfunded Projects & Programmes. See the Excel database for more detail.

Table28: DER&DP: List of Fundddfrastructurelnvestment Projects and Programmes (MZBE5-28)

Ofimportance from a spatial perspective, is that the location of the projects or investmenggportsthe areas of highegpopulation,with the
support required provided to the rural ea. Figure30 has reference.
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Figure30: Spatial Distribution of Provincial Infrastructure Investment MTEF-2825

No applications foroning or land use change, requiredfacilitate National or Provincial projecthave been receivedvhichis rot in line with the
spatial trajectory and the strategies and policies of the MSDF 2023.
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