



































































































































































































































OOOONDOO O: Ouccesses (O) and Dailures (O) with regards to decision making.

Frequency
Case study 1 Case study 2 Case study 3 Case study 4 Case study 5 Case study 6 Case study 7 Case study 8 Case study 9 Case study 10 Case study 11 Case study 12 Case study 13 Case study 14 Case study 15 L
CRITERION Criterion Totals Percentage
No No
Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa | Specialist EIA/EMP Authorisa s 13 SSaF % F% %
Geotechnical report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion report tion Geotechnical (Review area 1)
1 |Drainage (surface) B B B 1 Drainage (surface) 43 2 45 95.6% 4.4% 100%
2 | Erosion B B C B 2 Erosion a4 1 45 97.8% 2.2% 100%
3 | Excavation assessment C C B B C B 3 Excavation assessment 44 1 45 97.8% 2.2% 100%
4 | Flood line analysis N N N N N N N N C C N N C C N N N 4 Flood line analysis 27 5 32 84.4% 15.6% 100%
5_|Foundation recommendations N N N B B N N N B B 5 Foundation recommendations 39 0 39 100.0% 0.0% 100%
6 | Ground water B B B c B B B B B 6 Ground water a5 0 45 100.0% | 0.0% 100%
7_| Pollutant discharge B B B [ B B B B B B C N [ 7 Pollutant discharge 42 2 a4 95.5% 4.5% 100%
8 |Sewerage B 8 Sewerage a1 4 a5 91.1% 8.9% 100%
9 |slope stability B B B [ N N N B B B B S Slope stability 39 3 42 92.9% 7.1% 100%
10 | waste management B B B B c 10 | waste management 43 2 45 95.6% 4.4% 100%
11 | Soil "stockpile” for rehab N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N [ 11 |Soil "stockpile" for rehab 23 3 26 88.5% 11.5% 100%
12 | Dolomitic ground (sinkholes, dolines,etc) N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N C N N N N N 12 | Dolomitic ground (sinkholes, dolines,etc) 14 2 16 87.5% 12.5% 100%
13 | Seismic activity N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N 13 | Seismic activity 9 11 20 45.0% 55.0% 100%
Total: Geotechnical 453 36 489 92.6% 7.4% 100.0%
Geohydrological Geohydrological (Review area 2)
14 | Evaluation of ground water man plan B N N N N N N N C N N N N N B N N N 14 Evaluation of ground water man plan 29 1 30 96.7% 3.3% 100%
15 | Geohydrological monitoring/man/appointment B N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N (4 15 | Geohydrological monitoring/man/appointment 13 2 15 86.7% 13.3% 100%
16 | Monitoring: Abstraction volumes N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N 16 | Monitoring: Abstraction volumes 3 0 3 100.0% 0.0% 100%
17 | Monitoring: Production boreholes B N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N [o N N N N N N N N N N c 17 Monitoring: Production boreholes 11 3 14 78.6% 21.4% 100%
18 | Monitoring: Rainfall N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N B B N N N N N N [ N © 18 | Monitoring: Rainfall 16 2 18 88.9% 11.1% 100%
19 | Monitoring: Water qualit: N N N N N N N N N N N N N C N N N N N N N 19 Monitoring: Water guality 24 1 25 96.0% 4.0% 100%
20 | Monitoring: Waterlevels N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N [ 20 Monitoring: Waterlevels 11 0 11 100.0% 0.0% 100%
21 | water abstraction/Consumption [4 N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N 21 | Water abstraction/Consumption 7 1 8 87.5% 12.5% 100%
22 | Water quality - bacteriological [4 B B N N N N N N N N N N N N N c N N N N N B N N N 22 | Water quality - bacteriological 23 1 24 95.8% 4.2% 100%
23 | Water quality - chemical [4 B N N N N N N N N N N N N N C N N N N N B N N N 23 Water guality - chemical 23 1 24 95.8% 4.2% 100%
24 | Wetland(s) N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N 24 Wetland(s) 18 1 19 94.7% 5.3% 100%
Total: Geohydrological 178 13 191 93.2% 6.8% 100%
Additional "issues" Additional "issues" (Review area 3)

25 | Materials assessment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N 25 | Materials assessment 15 0 15 100.0% | 0.0% 100%
26 | stockpile N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N B 26 Stockpile: 13 3 16 81.3% 18.8% 100%
27 | Designs and building plans N N N N N N N N B B N N N N B 27 Designs and building plans 28 5 33 84.8% 15.2% 100%
28 | chemical toilets during construction phase N 28 | chemical toilets during construction phase 28 16 44 63.6% 36.4% 100%
29 | Erosion: "Soil traps" N N N N N N C c C C B N B 29 Erosion: "Soil traps" 28 10 38 73.7% 26.3% 100%
Total: Additional issues 112 34 146 76.7% 23.3% 100%
Description of score grades (partly by Lee et al., 1999): Grand total: 743 83 826 90% 10% 100%

N_| Not applicable. The review topic is not applicable or is irrelevent in the context of the appraisal




APPENDIX 1: Evaluation of 15 projects.
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Description of score grades (partly by Lee et

Q

1., 1999):

Generally well performed, no important task left incomplete

m

Generally satisfactory and complete, only minor omissions and inadequasies

Can be considered just satisfactory, despite omissions and/or inadequasies

Unsatisfactory; not addressed

Not applicable. The review topic is not applicable or is irrelevent in the context of the appraisal
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