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ameesha@sescc.net

From: Stephanie Barnardt <Stephanie.Barnardt@westerncape.gov.za>
Sent: Monday, 23 November 2020 09:26
To: ameesha@sescc.net
Subject: RE: THE 30-DAY COMMENTING PERIOD ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BASIC 

ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF MELKHOUTFONTEIN 
CEMETERY ON ERF 566 AND PORTION 141/480, HESSEQUA LOCAL MUNICIPALITY, 
WESTERN CAPE.

Good day Ameesha 
 
Thank you for informing HWC. 
 
Please note that our previous comment still stand as seen below. 
 

566 and 
141180 

proposed 
expansion of 
an exisiting 
cemetery 

Still Bay, 
Hessequa 

S38(4)-
NID 

20061006SB0720E   No further 
studies are 
required in 
terms of 
Section 38 of 
the NHRA 

Since there is 
no reason to 
believe that 
the proposed 
proposed 
expansion of 
an exisiting 
cemetery will 
impact 
negatively on 
heritage 
resources.  

 
 
Please let me know if you need the formal comment. 
 
 
HWC December 2020 Operation Procedure   
https://www.hwc.org.za/node/2520 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Stephanie-Anne Barnardt 
Heritage Officer (Archaeologist) 
Heritage Resource Management Services   
Heritage Western Cape 

                    
3rd Floor, Protea Assurance Building 
Green Market Square 
Cape Town 
8001 
Email:           stephanie.barnardt@westerncape.gov.za    
Website:      https://www.hwc.org.za   
  Heidi Boise 
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From: ameesha@sescc.net <ameesha@sescc.net>  
Sent: Friday, 20 November 2020 10:01 
To: ameesha@sescc.net 
Subject: FW: THE 30-DAY COMMENTING PERIOD ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE 
PROPOSED EXPANSION OF MELKHOUTFONTEIN CEMETERY ON ERF 566 AND PORTION 141/480, HESSEQUA LOCAL 
MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE. 
Importance: High 
 
Good Day,  
 
This is a reminder that the commenting period for the Proposed Expansion of Melkhoutfontein Cemetery on Erf 566 
and Portion 141/480, Hessequa Local Municipality, Western Cape, will expire on Monday, 24th of November 2020.  
 
If you have not already sent through your comments, kindly do so as soon as possible.  
 
Thank you.  
 
Kind Regards,  
 

 
 
 
 

From: ameesha@sescc.net <ameesha@sescc.net>  
Sent: Friday, 23 October 2020 10:06 
Subject: THE 30-DAY COMMENTING PERIOD ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE 
PROPOSED EXPANSION OF MELKHOUTFONTEIN CEMETERY ON ERF 566 AND PORTION 141/480, HESSEQUA LOCAL 
MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE. 
Importance: High 
 
Dear Commenting Authorities, Organs of State and/or Potential Interested & Affected Parties (I & AP’s). 
 

THE 30-DAY COMMENTING PERIOD ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 
EXPANSION OF MELKHOUTFONTEIN CEMETERY ON ERF 566 AND PORTION 141/480, HESSEQUA LOCAL 

MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE. 
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Sharples Environmental Services cc (SES) has been appointed by Zutari, on behalf of Hessequa Local Municipality 
(applicant), to undertake the application for Environmental Authorization process in terms of the National 
Environmental Management Act (Act No. 107 of 1998), in accordance with the Environmental Impact Assessment 
Regulations, 2014 (as amended 2017), for the Proposed Expansion of Melkhoutfontein Cemetery on Erf 566 and 
Portion 141/480, Hessequa Local Municipality, Western Cape. 
 
This email serves to inform you that the Pre-Application Basic Assessment Report (Pre-App BAR) is now being made 
available for comment. 
 
A hard-copy of the document has been made available at the Melkhoutfontein Public Library (address: Community 
Centre, Heide Avenue, Melkhoutfontein). The document is also available for download from our website 
(https://sescc.net/public-eia-documents-impact-assessment-reports/). 
 
The Pre-App BAR is available for comment until 24th November 2020. Comment on the document and proposed 
activity must therefore be submitted in writing on or before 24th November 2020 by means of the following: Fax: 
086-575 2869, email: ameesha@sescc.net or postal address: PO Box 443, Milnerton, 7435. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries. 
 
Thank you.  
 
Kind Regards, 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Virus-free. www.avast.com  

 

"All views or opinions expressed in this electronic message and its attachments are the view of the sender and do not necessarily 
reflect the views and opinions of the Western Cape Government (the WCG). No employee of the WCG is entitled to conclude a 
binding contract on behalf of the WCG unless he/she is an accounting officer of the WCG, or his or her authorised representative.  
The information contained in this message and its attachments may be confidential or privileged and is for the use of the named 
recipient only, except where the sender specifically states otherwise.  
If you are not the intended recipient you may not copy or deliver this message to anyone." 



 

  

Our Ref:  HM/ /HESSEQUA/STILL BAY/ERF 566 AND ERF 141/480 

Case No:  20061006SB0720E  

Enquiries:  Stephanie-Anne Barnardt 

E-mail:   stephanie.barnardt@westerncape.gov.za 

Tel:   021 483 5959 

Cell:  076 481 8392 (during the lock-down period) 

Date:      4 August 2020 
 

Hessequa Municipality 

PO Box 29 

Riversdale 

6670 

acrm@wcaccess.co.za  

 

 

 

 

 

NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP:  PROPOSED EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING CEMETERY, ERF 566 AND 

ERF 141/480, MELKHOUTFONTEIN, STILL BAY, SUBMITTED IN TERMS OF SECTION 38(1) OF THE NATIONAL 

HERITAGE RESOURCES ACT (ACT 25 OF 1999) 

 

CASE NUMBER:  20061006SB0720E 

 

The matter above has reference. 

 

Heritage Western Cape is in receipt of your application for the above matter received on 21 July 2020. 

This matter was discussed at the Heritage Officers meeting held on 27 July 2020. 

 

You are hereby notified that, since there is no reason to believe that the proposed expansion of an 

existing Cemetery, Erf 566 and Erf 141/480, Melkhoutfontein, Still Bay will impact on heritage resources, 

no further action under Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999) is required.   

 

However, should any heritage resources, including evidence of graves and human burials, 

archaeological material and paleontological material be discovered during the execution of the 

activities above, all works must be stopped immediately and Heritage Western Cape must be notified 

without delay. 

 

This letter does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining any necessary approval from any other 

applicable statutory authority. 

 

HWC reserves the right to request additional information as required.  

 

Should you have any further queries, please contact the official above and quote the case number.  

 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

 

pp.   

 

…………………………………… 

Dr. Mxolisi Dlamuka 

Chief Executive Officer, Heritage Western Cape 

 

RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP: FINAL 

In terms of Section 38(2) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999) and the Western Cape 

Provincial Gazette 6061, Notice 298 of 2003 

 

mailto:stephanie.barnardt@westerncape.gov.za


The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature 
Board Members: Associate Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairperson), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite Loubser, Mr Mervyn 

Burton, Dr Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Sharples Environmental Services cc, 
P.O. Box 443, 
Milnerton, 
7435 
 
Attention: Ms Ameesha Sanker 
By email: ameesha@sescc.net 
 
Dear Ms Ameesha Sanker 

 
PRE-APPLICATION DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT: PROPOSED 
EXPANSION OF THE MELKHOUTFONTEIN CEMETERY ON ERF 566 AND 
PORTION 141/480, HESSEQUA LOCAL MUNICIPALITY. 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to review your application for the 
proposed expansion of the Melkhoutfontein Cemetery, Still Bay. The proposed expansion will 
entail the following as extracted from the dBAR: 
“The proposed expansion of the Melkhoutfontein Cemetery will entail the extension of the 
property by an additional 1.83 hectares, allowing the inclusion of an additional 1863 plots. The 
existing fence line, gravel access road, and water pipeline will be extended further South, into 
ERF 566, and a tap will be position at the southern-most point of this line, for provision of 
water. Proposed Scope of Works:  
 

• Demolish wall boundary (eastern and southern side of site) and erect new boundary 

wall around extension.  

• Clear 8 339m2 proposed extension on Erf 566 and Erf141/480 (combined).  

• Extend existing access road, with gravel/asphalt finish.  

• Implement stormwater management design specific to site.  

• Rehabilitation with indigenous vegetation and rescued bulbs/cuttings from degraded 

fynbos.” 

Please note that our comments only pertain to the biodiversity related impacts and not to the 
overall desirability of the application. CapeNature wishes to make the following comments: 
 
According to the Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan (WCBSP 2017)1 the site is mapped 
as Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBA 1: Terrestrial, Aquatic and River and CBA 2: Terrestrial) 

 
1 Pool-Stanvliet, R., Duffell-Canham, A., Pence, G. & Smart, R. 2017. The Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan Handbook. 
Stellenbosch: CapeNature. 

LANDSCAPE EAST – CONSERVATION 

INTELLIGENCE MANAGEMENT UNIT 
postal Private Bag X6546, George, 6530 

physical 4th Floor, Rentzburg Hof, 42 Courtenay Street, 
Bodorp, George 6529 

website www.capenature.co.za  

enquiries Megan Simons 

telephone +27 87 087 3060 fax +27 44 802 5313 

email  msimons@capenature.co.za  

reference LE14/2/6/1/6/5/RE566&480-141_cemetery_Stilbay 

date 09 December 2020 

mailto:ameesha@sescc.net
http://www.capenature.co.za/
mailto:msimons@capenature.co.za
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and Ecological Support Areas (ESA 2: Restore). Non-perennial rivers flow along the southern 
boundary of the site and forms part of a Freshwater Ecosystem Priority Areas2 River Corridor, 
climate adaptation corridor, and is mapped as part of the Southern Coastal Belt Watercourse 
Protection. The vegetation units present is Vulnerable Albertinia Sand Fynbos3 and Least 
Concerned Canca Limestone Fynbos4. The former will be listed as Least Concerned in the 
updated draft ecosystem threat listings for the updated National Biodiversity Assessment 
(2018). 
 

Freshwater Habitat impact Assessment 

We agree with the freshwater assessment that there are no aquatic habitats within the 
proposed cemetery expansion site. The assessment mentioned that the river ecosystem will 
not be disturbed if the No-Go zones are adhered to, however it mentioned in the conclusion 
that the wetland downslope could be impacted. Nonetheless, there might be some impacts 
from the construction phase, even though the impacts may be less and if the mitigation 
measures are implemented. It is quite important that all mitigation measures be implemented. 
Regarding Table 7 on the evaluations of potential imapacts and reversibility (pages 30-31); 
we are unclear regarding the reversibility marked as “barely” if mitigation measures are 
implemented. Does this mean that if mitigation measures are implemented, the impact has 
limited reversibility? Sewage and chemicals must not enter the aquatic habitat thus the 
positioning of these facilities should be within the already disturbed areas and away from the 
watercourse. The contractors and municipal workers have to stay out of the No-Go areas and 
away from the 28m buffer of the watercourse. 
 

Biodiversity Survey 

The fieldwork for the biodiversity survey was undertaken during June, which is during the 
winter season, and not ideal for plant surveying as some geophytes, annuals and other 
flowering plants might have been missed. Using Google Earth Satellite Imagery, the site has 
been transformed over time, which agrees with the botanical specialist report. The survey 
recorded various plant species including two Species of Conservation Concern namely: 
Aspalathus sanguinea and Leucospermum praecox, endemics such as Lampranthus 
fergusoniae and Acmadenia densifolia, and protected trees Sideroxylon inerme. Even though 
the area is degraded, the local species are well respresented and should be protected and 
restored after the operational phase. We support the comment that search and rescue should 
be done prior to construction and these species can be used during rehabilitation. In addition, 
a CapeNature permit would be required for plant and animal search-and-rescue. The 
botanical report mentioned that agricultural activities, developments and the increase in 
invasive alien plants are threats to the indigenous vegetation thus the mitigation measures 
should be strictly implemented as proposed by the specialist in order to minimize the 
disturbance footprint.  

The property has Sideroxylon inerme (milkwood), which is a listed indigenous protected tree 
species5. Therefore, during the construction these trees should not be disturbed or damaged, 
without obtaining a permit from Department of Environment, Forestry and Fisheries (DEFF). 
Prior to construction carefully mark the trees that will be retained and have measures to 
protect these trees. Throughout the development, the impact on the protected trees must be 
minimal and they should be clearly marked during the construction phase.  

 
2 Nel, J.L., Murray, K.M., Maherry, A.M., Petersen, C.P., Roux, D.J., Driver, A., Hill, L., Van Deventer, H., Funke, N., Swartz, 
E.R., Smith-Adao, L.B., Mbona, N., Downsborough, L. & Nienaber, S. (2011). Technical Report for the National Freshwater 
Ecosystem Priority Areas project. WRC Report No. K5/1801. 
3 National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act (10/2004): National list or ecosystems that are threatened and in need 
of protection.2011. 
4 Skowno, A. L., Poole, C. J., Raimondo, D. C., Sink, K. J., Van Deventer, H., Van Niekerk, L., Harris, L. R., Smith-Adao, L. B., 
Tolley, K. A., Zengeya, T. A., Foden, W. B., Midgley, G. F. and Driver, A. 2019. National Biodiversity Assessment 2018: The 
status of South Africa’s ecosystems and biodiversity. Synthesis Report. Pretoria, South Africa. 214 pp. 
5 Notice of the List of Protected Tree Species under the National Forest Act, 1998 (Act No. 84 of 1998) 

amees
Sticky Note
Noted. 

amees
Sticky Note
All mitigation measures have been integrated into the proposed BAR and EMPr.

amees
Sticky Note
Will ask Debbie to explain her reasoning.

amees
Sticky Note
A 32m buffer was recommended for this project, not a 28m buffer. This observance of the recommended buffer, has been integrated into the BAR and EMPr. As the project will occur more than 100m's from the wetland area, it has been further recommended that no labourer, vehicle or machinery extend beyond the southern proposed site boundary for any reason. 

amees
Sticky Note
Species of concern were NOT identified within the Site A and B (as per the layour in Appendix B.1. that will be utilized for this development, but rather in site C. Therefore, no permit would be required, as the degraded Fynbos should not require a CapeNature Permit. Unless fauna of specific nature/vulnerability were found on site and CapeNature has specified this. However, a terrestrial biodiversity assessment was undertaken for butterfly species, and this was still determined to be of low significance. 

amees
Sticky Note
Were the Milkwoods present within our site, the Specialist would have identified it. Therefore, we have recommended that the Contractor establish his working corridor prior to the commencement of any construction activities, we will recommend that the contractor take precautions were necessary, should any root systems encroach upon the proposed site. Trees that do encroach upon the site will be clearly marked, however, if it is outside of the development footprint and does not encroach, it will not be marked, as we have discouraged all activities beyond the approved footprint. 

amees
Sticky Note
All mitigation measures have been integrated into the EMPr. 



The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature 
Board Members: Associate Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairperson), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite Loubser, Mr Mervyn 

Burton, Dr Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack 

 

The Species of Conservation Concern and local endemics should be translocated. Extreme 
caution should be applied during the relocation of the plants to ensure they are not 
damaged.Suitable micro-habitats must be identified and consider eliminating any threaths to 
the plants, once relocated. A Botanical Specialist must oversee the process and determine a 
the correct season to give the plants an adequate chance to establish.   
 
In terms of the Alien and Invasive Species regulations, specific alien plant species are either 
prohibited or listed as requiring a permit; aside from restricted activities concerning, inter alia, 
their spread, and should be removed6. The removal of invasive alien plant species must be 
continuous and around properties adjacent to the road and should continue beyond the 
operational phase. A site-specific invasive alien plan should be compiled and outline the 
following: 
 

• delineate the locations of invasive alien plants in relation to the development 

areas and illustrate this on a map; 

• stipulate a timeframe and strategy for alien plan removal (which are potentially 

the best months of the year to destabilise and remove the alien plants, based 

on weather conditions/patterns); 

• list potential methods of clearing (i.e. herbicides or cutting); and 

• list the relevant indigenous plants species used for the rehabilitation (with 

accompanying photographs). 

 

The aim of this process will be to provide the municipality with relevant information regarding 
which invasive alien plants should be removed. Followed by the re-vegetation, with indigenous 
plants. In terms of the rehabilitation, the municipality officials that will assist in the rehabilitation 
should be trained in terms of which indigenous plant species to collect, where these species 
can be locally found, how and what time of year to collect the seeds (or cuttings) and lastly 
state if the any planted vegetation should be irrigated and how frequent? The disturbed areas 
should also be rehabilitated after ther operational phase.  
 

Identify and label separate waste receptacles for different waste. Waste generated during 
construction and operational phases must be emptied regularly to ensure they do not overflow. 
Removal of waste and building materials must be disposed, offsite, at a registered disposal 
facility. Waste outside of the expansion footprint should also be removed during construction 
until post-operational.  
 
During the clearing of indigenous vegetation and invasive alien plants, areas susceptible to 
erosion must be protected by installing the necessary temporary structures.  

 
The Environmental Control Officer (ECO) should be present, if possible, during the clearing 
of alien invasive plant species and vegetation to ensure the implementation of the proposed 
mitigation measures and to identify any harmful activities. 
 
In conlusion, the watercourse should be considers as No-Go areas and the 32m buffer must 
be strictly implemented. The removal of invasive alien plants must be continuous and 
indigenous fynbos species should be used during the rehanilitation. Protected trees should 
not be harmed during the construction and clearly marked if they would be retained or re-
located.  
 
 
 

 
6 National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act 2004. (Act No.10 of 2004). Draft Alien and Invasive Species Regulations 
2018. Government Gazette no. 112 

 

amees
Sticky Note
No species of concern were identified within the footprint of the site, therefore will not be translocated. The degraded fynbos will be utilized for rehabilitation purposes. 

amees
Sticky Note
The Contractor will be advised to provide a method statement to address this activity, and the Environmental Auditor can approve the method statement or advise on amendments. The ECO will then ensure that this activity is implemented as per the approved method statement. Should the input from the Botanical Specialist be required, he will be contacted. 

amees
Sticky Note
A general alien invasive management plan has been included in the EMPr. (Betsy will we need to ask Mark to do this for us, in terms of "site-specific"?)
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CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information 
based on any additional information that may be received. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Megan Simons 
For: Manager (Landscape Conservation Intelligence)  
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To: Marilise Van Wyk <Marilise.VanWyk@zutari.com> 
Cc: Lizet Cronje <lizet@hessequa.gov.za>; Rhuschan Manho <rhuschan@hessequa.gov.za>; Collab Info 
<info@hessequa.gov.za> 
Subject: Kommentaar ; Uitbreiding van Melkhoutfontein begraafplaas 
 
Marilise 
Die sluitingsdatum vir lewering van kommentaar sluit mos vandag. 
Ek het geen negatiewe kommentaar nie en ondersteun die uitbreiding van die bergraafplaas soos voorgestel ten 
volle. 
Ek vertrou dat die EIA goedkeuring spoedig afgehandel kan word. 
Is daar nog enige iets anders wat jul van my nodig het? 
U antwoord word waardeer. 
Groete 
 
Yours Faithfully / Die Uwe / Ozithobileyo 

André Hansen | Specialist: Solid Waste, Public Facilities and Amenities 

National Diploma in Public Health 
Directorate: Technical Services 

HESSEQUA MUNICIPALITY 
Office: +27 (0) 28 713 8000 | Direct: +27 (0) 28 713 7861 

E-mail: andre@hessequa.gov.za | Website: www.hessequa.gov.za 
Physical address: Civic Centre, Van den Berg Street, Riversdale, 6670 

Postal address: P.O. Box 29, Riversdale, 6670 

24-hour EMERGENCY number: 028 713 2222 (Fire & Rescue and Accidents) 

3rd GREENEST MUNICIPALITY IN SOUTH AFRICA IN 2016 

GREENEST MUNICIPALITY IN THE WESTERN CAPE 2015 AND 2016 

6 CONSECUTIVE CLEAN AUDIT REPORTS: 2013/2014; 2014/2015; 2015/2016; 2016/2017; 2017/2018; 2018/2019 

FIRST MUNICIPALITY IN SOUTH AFRICA TO HAVE ALL SIX BEACHES FEATURE IN THE BLUE FLAG PROGRAMME 

WORKING TOGETHER TO CREATE A GREEN INDUSTRY 
 
This message may contain information which is confidential, private or privileged in nature and subject to legal 
privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, you may not peruse, use, disseminate, distribute or copy this 
message or file which is attached to this message. If you have received this message in error, please notify the 
sender immediately by e-mail, facsimile or telephone and thereafter return and/or destroy the original message. 
Please note that the recipient must scan the e-mail and any attached files for viruses and the like. Hessequa 
Municipality accepts no liability of whatever nature for any loss, liability, damage or expense resulting directly or 
indirectly from the access of any files which are attached to this message.  
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Our Ref:  HM/ /HESSEQUA/STILL BAY/ERF 566 AND ERF 141/480 

Case No:  20061006SB0720E  

Enquiries:  Stephanie-Anne Barnardt 

E-mail:   stephanie.barnardt@westerncape.gov.za 

Tel:   021 483 5959 

Cell:  076 481 8392 (during the lock-down period) 

Date:      4 August 2020 
 

Hessequa Municipality 

PO Box 29 

Riversdale 

6670 

acrm@wcaccess.co.za  

 

 

 

 

 

NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP:  PROPOSED EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING CEMETERY, ERF 566 AND 

ERF 141/480, MELKHOUTFONTEIN, STILL BAY, SUBMITTED IN TERMS OF SECTION 38(1) OF THE NATIONAL 

HERITAGE RESOURCES ACT (ACT 25 OF 1999) 

 

CASE NUMBER:  20061006SB0720E 

 

The matter above has reference. 

 

Heritage Western Cape is in receipt of your application for the above matter received on 21 July 2020. 

This matter was discussed at the Heritage Officers meeting held on 27 July 2020. 

 

You are hereby notified that, since there is no reason to believe that the proposed expansion of an 

existing Cemetery, Erf 566 and Erf 141/480, Melkhoutfontein, Still Bay will impact on heritage resources, 

no further action under Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999) is required.   

 

However, should any heritage resources, including evidence of graves and human burials, 

archaeological material and paleontological material be discovered during the execution of the 

activities above, all works must be stopped immediately and Heritage Western Cape must be notified 

without delay. 

 

This letter does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining any necessary approval from any other 

applicable statutory authority. 

 

HWC reserves the right to request additional information as required.  

 

Should you have any further queries, please contact the official above and quote the case number.  

 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

 

pp.   

 

…………………………………… 

Dr. Mxolisi Dlamuka 

Chief Executive Officer, Heritage Western Cape 

 

RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP: FINAL 

In terms of Section 38(2) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999) and the Western Cape 

Provincial Gazette 6061, Notice 298 of 2003 
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REFERENCE:   16/3/3/6/7/1/D5/12/0171/20 

ENQUIRIES:    Shireen Pullen 

DATE OF ISSUE: 24 November 2020  

 

Director: Technical Services  

Hessequa Municipality 

PO Box 29 

RIVERSDALE 

6670 

 

Attention: Mr. R. Manho               Tel: (028) 713 7831  

       E-mail: rhuschan@hessequa.gov.za  

  

Dear Sir 

 

COMMENT ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 

EXPANSION OF THE MELKHOUTFONTEIN CEMETERY ON ERF 566 AND PORTION 

141/480, STILL BAY, HESSEQUA LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 
 

1. The abovementioned document received by the Directorate: Development 

Management (Region 3), hereinafter referred to as “this Directorate” via electronic 

mail on 4 October 2020 refers. 

 

2. This letter serves as an acknowledgment of receipt of the abovementioned document 

by this Directorate. 

 

3. It is understood that the proposal entails the expansion of an existing cemetery in Still 

Bay on Erf 566 and portion 141/480, Melkhoutefontein. The expansion will include the 

clearance of approximately 8 339m2 on both properties, the demolishment of a 

boundary wall between the eastern and southern side of the site and the erection of 

a new boundary wall around the extended area, the extension of an existing access 

road, with gravel/asphalt finish, the Implementation of stormwater management 

design specific to site and the rehabilitation of the site with indigenous vegetation and 

rescued bulbs/cuttings from degraded fynbos. 
  

4. This Directorate has reviewed the pre-application BAR and comments as follows: 

4.1 It is noted that the proposed cemetery is located within close proximity of  the 

Melkhoutefontein aquifer. The aquifer developed for Melkhoutfontein is of 

 strategic importance and requires strict protection. Specific mitigation measures 

should be written into the Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) to ensure 

this aquifer is protected from the impacts that may potentially result from the 

proposed cemetery expansion.  
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4.2 It is also noted that a General Authorisation is applicable to the proposal. This should 

be confirmed by the Breede Gouritz Catchment Management Agency (BGCMA). 

Groundwater monitoring and sampling requirements must also be incorporated into 

the EMPr.  

 
4.3 It is understood that no alternatives were considered for the proposal based on the 

fact that there is an existing cemetery and this is merely an expansion. Please note 

that the aim of the consideration of alternatives in the EIA Process is to find the best 

Environmentally Practicable Environmental option. Although it is acknowledged 

that there might not be an alternative site for the proposed expansion, it must be 

noted that alternatives are not limited to site alternatives. It may also include, but is 

not limited to lay-out alternatives, design, operational and technology alternatives, 

etc. You are therefore strongly advised to consider alternatives to avoid potential 

impacts. The BAR must comparatively assess all the feasible and reasonable 

alternatives in order to select the best practicable environmental option.  

 
4.4 The pre-application BAR notes that the entire expansion area forms part of a Critical 

Biodiversity Area (CBA) that runs in a west-east direction from the Duiwenhoksrivier 

(in the west) to the Gourits River (in the east) across the Goukou, linking several 

nature reserves along the way. Comment from CapeNature will be crucial in this 

regard.  

 

4. 5 The findings of the Terrestrial Biodiversity Study done in June 2020 indicated that 

another site inspection should be undertaken early November 2020 to eliminate the 

low possibility that one or more of the other three butterfly species of conservation 

concern could occur on or near the site. Please clarify whether such site inspection 

was undertaken and what the findings of the inspection was. 
 

4.6 This Directorate notes the involvement of numerous specialists in the process. It is 

 reiterated that any specialist performing work related to any of the fields of 

 practice listed in Schedule I of the Natural Scientific Professions Act, 2003 (Act 27 of 

 2003) must be registered with the South African Council for Natural Scientific 

 Professions (“SACNASP”)[1] in any of the prescribed categories [Section 18] and 

 further to this,  only  a person registered with the SACNASP may practise in a 

 consulting capacity [Section 20].  

 

4.7 In the case where a specialist assessment was commissioned prior to 9 May 2020, 

you are required to submit proof to the competent authority that the work was 

commissioned prior to said date (e.g. approved quotation for specialist assessment 

and/or proof of work being carried out). 

 

 4.8 The Pre-application BAR submitted to this Directorate did not have an EMPr 

attached to it. Please ensure that the final document to be submitted to the 

competent authority must contain an EMPr that complies with the provisions of 

Appendix 4 of the NEMA EIA Regulations. The EMPr should include management 

actions and outcomes and must clearly distinguish between the two. 

 

5. Please note that the activity may not commence prior to an environmental 

authorisation being granted by this Directorate. 

 

                                                           
[1]  SACNASP – the legislated regulatory body for natural science practitioners in South Africa. 
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6. This Directorate reserves the right to revise or withdraw initial comments or request further 

information from you based on any information received. 

 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

 

  

pp___________________ 

HEAD OF COMPONENT 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MANAGEMENT SERVICES: REGION 3 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS AND DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 

 

 
Copied to:   

Ms. A. Sanker  Sharples Environmental Services cc  E-mail: ameesha@sescc.net 

          info@sescc.net 
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REFERENCE:   16/3/3/6/7/1/D5/12/0171/20 

ENQUIRIES:   Shireen Pullen 

DATE OF ISSUE: 2020/12/15  

 

Director: Technical Services  

Hessequa Municipality 

PO Box 29 

RIVERSDALE 

6670 

 

Attention: Mr. R. Manho               Tel: (028) 713 7831  

       E-mail: rhuschan@hessequa.gov.za  

  

Dear Sir 

 

SITE VERIFICATION REPORT AND ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGAMENT PROGRAMME (EMPr) FOR THE 

PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE MELKHOUTFONTEIN CEMETERY ON ERF 566 AND PORTION 141/480, STILL 

BAY, HESSEQUA LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 

 

1. The abovementioned documents received by the Directorate: Development Management 

(Region 3), hereinafter referred to as “this Directorate” via electronic mail on 23 November 2020 

and 24 November 2020, respectively refers. 

 

2. This letter serves as an acknowledgment of receipt of the abovementioned documents by this 

Directorate. 

 

3. EMPr 

3.1 It is noted that the EMPr contains measures related to the adherence health and safety 

legislation and general construction matters. Please note that this will have an influence 

on the auditing of compliance with the EMPr since all measures included in the EMPr needs 

to be audited. As such it is advised that any additional information or guidance to what is 

specified in Appendix 4 and Section 24N of NEMA, should be clearly separated from the 

body of the report (i.e. appendices). 

 

3.2 It is also requested that the terminology in the EMPr related to the execution of tasks be 

checked for consistency. Terms such as “should” and “may”, which do not provide clear 

instruction or cannot be enforced, must be avoided in the document. 

  

3.3. The frequency for the submissions of ECO reports and Auditing reports is not clear. Please 

provide clarity in this regard within the EMPr. 

3.4 This Directorate is also of the opinion that the EMPr should contain specific mitigation 

measures to ensure this aquifer is protected from the impacts that may potentially result 

from the proposed cemetery expansion. 
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4. Site verification Report 
 

4.1Agricultural Theme 

 It is noted that agricultural input is disregarded based on the findings of Mr. Mark Berry and 

the EAP. According to protocol, an agricultural theme that results in medium sensitivity 

requires a minimum of a compliance statement to be done by an agricultural soil scientist 

that is registered with the South African Council for Natural Scientific Professions 

(“SACNASP”)[1. Alternatively, the Department of Agriculture must be consulted to determine 

whether an agricultural specialist assessment needs to be conducted and submitted along 

with the Basic Assessment Report.  

 

4.2 Plant and Animal Species Theme 

 According to the screening tool report both the Plant Species and Animal Species themes 

at the proposed site have been sensitivity ratings of “medium”. In light thereof, it is noted 

that a site inspection was done by Mark Berry which indicated that the site is severely 

degraded. Please note that the minimum requirements for animal and plant species where 

the sensitivity came up “medium” is a compliance statement by a SACNSP registered 

specialist that should be submitted along with the Basic Assessment Report. In the case 

where a specialist assessment was commissioned prior to 9 May 2020, you are required to 

submit proof to the competent authority that the work was commissioned prior to said date 

(e.g. approved quotation for specialist assessment and/or proof of work being carried out). 

 

4.3 Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme 

 According to the Screening Tool Report a “Very High Sensitivity” has been assigned to the 

Terrestrial Biodiversity Theme and that this will be covered by the Butterfly Study as well as 

a Botanical Study that will be submitted along with the Basic Assessment Report.  

  

5. Please note that this comment must be read in conjunction with the comment on the pre-

application Basic Assessment Report issued on 24 November 2020. 

 

6.  Please note that the activity may not commence prior to an environmental authorisation being 

granted by this Directorate. 

 

7. This Directorate reserves the right to revise or withdraw initial comments or request further 

information from you based on any information received. 

 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

 

  

___________________ 

HEAD OF COMPONENT 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MANAGEMENT SERVICES: REGION 3 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS AND DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 

 

 
Copied to:   

Ms. A. Sanker  Sharples Environmental Services cc  E-mail: ameesha@sescc.net 

          info@sescc.net 

 

                                                           
[1]  SACNASP – the legislated regulatory body for natural science practitioners in South Africa. 
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