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APPENDIX 1: 
Motivational reasons for proposed alternatives to the PWV9, PWV5 and K56. 
Provided by Malcolm Mackenzie in March 2009 
 
BACKGROUND 
1. These roads were designed and proposed in the late 1960’s and early 1970’s, when environmental 
concerns were minimal compared with today. In the Ninham Shand Basic Planning report on the  
PWV9 only two paragraphs were dedicated to the environment out of the two large volumes of the 
report. These stated that “the planned route transverses open farmlands and vacant agricultural 
holdings and hence there would be no detrimental effect”. This same report also clearly stated that 
“no in depth investigation has been done and future changing circumstances must be taken into 
account if the road was ever to be built”. 
 
2. With the enormous change and growth in this area over the past 40 years, plans designed then are 
no longer applicable and cannot be implemented now. An example of the rapid growth – the N1 and 
N3 were built in 1980 as “by-pass” roads of Johannesburg and Pretoria. Evaluate the position now! 
 
3. The main objective of the Department of Transport is to provide a first class public transport system 
in order to get cars off the roads and people into trains, buses and taxi’s. 
 
4. This will result in considerable reduction of pollution in the environment, savings in fuel  
consumption, far less wasted man-power hours, less road damage etc. 
 
5. New roads and freeways merely create more traffic, only prolonging the congestion problem and do 
not serve the purpose of 3 & 4 above. 
 
 
 
We, as the residents of the greater Kyalami area recognize the need to improve road links between 
Pretoria and Johannesburg and have produced alternatives to the PWV9. 
 
Some of the problems that the proposed route causes are listed below:- 
 
1. The SRK 1999 scoping report – commissioned by Gautrans for the PWV9 (that was proclaimed in 
1985) stated that there were a number of serious problems and flaws with the route. The report was 
submitted to the then DACEL, who sent back a 42 page report detailing all the problems that had to 
be attended to by Gautrans prior to even applying for an E.I.A. 
 
2. The road traverses several critical wetlands and through the recently established conservancy. 
 
3. It totally disrupts the equine industry in the area (a recent survey conducted by GEKCO on the 
importance of this industry is available) with disastrous socio-economic effects. 
 
4. Invariably, commercial and industrial development will follow along the route (M1 is an example) 
and destroy the last large green lung between Pretoria and Johannesburg. 
 
5. The freeway ends on the Southern side, at Sloane Street and Main Road. We hate to 
think of the chaos and congestion that will be created. 
 
 
 



A. PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE ROUTING FOR THE PWV9. 
 
The PWV9 has been constructed from the North (Mabopane and Shoshanguve) to the N4. As it will 
be impossible to go through the Daspoort Ridge (as now proposed) we would recommend that from 
the N4 it proceeds Westwards on the N4 to Hartebeespoort Dam. It then can go South passing East 
of Hekpoort and Magaliesburg to Krugersdorp. This will provide much needed development in the 
West of Pretoria and the West Rand. Longer term this road can continue West of Krugersdorp and 
Soweto and join the N1 near Grasmere, thus creating an outer ring road on the West side. 
 
 
 
B. PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES FOR THE PWV9 FROM PRETORIA TO 
JOHANNESBURG. 
 
As mentioned above, the need is to encourage public transport via dedicated lanes for buses and 
taxi’s. Freeways are not public transport friendly. The existing R101, R55 and R511 be upgraded as 
these roads have wide road reserves in place and hence no expropriation will be necessary (refer to 
Figure 7). 
 
(i) The R101 to be a four lane road from the N7 in Pretoria to the N3 at Buccleugh. A new interchange 
or on/off facility to be provided at the junction of the R101 and the N3 reducing the congestion at the 
Buccleugh interchange. 
 
(ii) The R55 to be a four lane major arterial from Laudium to Woodmead Drive. East/West connections 
can be made on the N14, Summit Road, Main/Walton Road, K60 (when built) and Witkoppen Road  
R564). Traffic can also travel East at Allendale Road. 
 
(iii) From Laudium, the R26 to the R511 through Erasmia also to be a four lane major arterial to join 
William Nicol Drive and the N1. East West connections can be made on the N14, K60, Witkpoppen 
Road, the N1 and East on Summit Road. 
 
(iv) Summit Road to be a 4 lane from Diepsloot to the N1 in Midrand and to Olifantsfontein. 
 
(v) The proposed K56 to be maintained from the N1 in Midrand through Carslwald, Crowthorne, over 
the R55 and continue down Main Road to the K60, Witkoppen Road and the N1 where on-off ramps 
should be built. 
 
(vi) The existing route of the K56 from Main Road through Glenfurness cannot be built due to 
wetlands and river courses. An alternative would be a normal 2 lane road from the R511 past Summit 
College and down Zinnia Road to Main Road. (Zinnia Road has ample space for a 2 lane). 
 
All these proposals are to improve existing roads, where road widening reserves are in place and do 
not affect the environment, wetlands, equine industry or the conservancy and as stated earlier,are all 
public transport friendly. 
 

 
 



 
Figure 7: Alternative Routes to PWV Roads 
 
Finally – COSTINGS. 
 
Figures provided by SNA consulting engineers show that the cost for a freeway such as the PWV9 
would be ± R75m/km (excluding expropriation costs) and dependent on bridges, cuttings and ground 
conditions. The upgrading of existing roads as proposed would cost ± R25m/km. Hence all three 
roads (R101, R55 and R511) can be done for the same cost as the PWV9 and in our opinion, far 
more viable in all aspects. 


