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Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning 

Mercia Liddle 

Biodiversity and Coastal Management 

Mercia.Liddle@westerncape.gov.za | Tel: 021 483 4627 

DEA&DP Reference: 16/3/3/1/D2/29/0003/26 

CMU Reference: 17/1/8(CMU 014/2026) 

The EAP 

Sharples Environmental Services 

P.O. Box 9087 

GEORGE 

6530 

 

Attention: Mr Michael Bennet/Lu-anne Beets 

Tel: 044 873 9087 

Email: michael@sescc.net / luanne@sescc.net    

 

RE: REQUEST FOR COMMENT FROM THE SUB-DIRECTORATE: COASTAL MANAGEMENT ON THE 

DRAFT BAR FOR THE PROPOSED UPGRADING OF HEROLD’S BAY SEWAGE PUMP STATION 1 AND 

ASSOCIATED RISING MAIN AS WELL AS THE DEVELOPMENT OF PUMP STATION 4 AND NEW 

ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE, ON ERF 116, ERF 110, ERF 114, REMAINDER OF ERF 95, FARM 386, 

REMAINDER FARMS 236 AND 237 AND PORTIONS 0, 10, 35 OF FARM BRAKFONTEIN NO. 236, 

HEROLDS BAY, GEORGE MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE 

 

Good Day, 

Your request for comment from the Sub-directorate: Coastal Management on the above-

mentioned draft basic assessment report received on 9 February 2026, refers. 

 

1. CONTEXT 

1.1. The Integrated Coastal Management Act, 2008 (Act No. 24 of 2008) (“NEM: ICMA”) is a 

Specific Environmental Management Act under the umbrella of the National 

Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998) (“NEMA”).  The NEM: ICMA 

sets out to manage the nation’s coastal resources, promote social equity and best 

economic use of coastal resources whilst protecting the natural environment.  In terms of 

Section 38 of the NEM: ICMA, the Department of Environmental Affairs and Development 

Planning (‘the Department’) is the provincial lead agency for coastal management in 

the Western Cape as well as the competent authority for the administration of the 

“Management of public launch sites in the coastal zone (GN No. 497, 27 June 2014) 

“Public Launch Site Regulations”.   

1.2. The Department, in pursuant of fulfilling its mandate, is implementing the Provincial 

Coastal Management Programme (“PCMP”). The PCMP is a five (5) year strategic 
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document, and its purpose is to provide all departments and organisations with an 

integrated, coordinated and uniform approach to coastal management in the Province.  

The Department has developed the next generation PCMP that includes priority 

objectives for the next 5 years.  This PCMP was adopted on 19 May 2023 and is available 

upon request. 

1.3. A key priority of the PCMP is the Estuary Management Programme, which is implemented 

in accordance with the NEM: ICMA and the National Estuarine Management Protocol 

(“NEMP”). Relevant guidelines, Estuarine Management Plans, Mouth Management Plans 

need to be considered when any listed activities are triggered in the Estuarine Functional 

Zone. The Department is in the process of approving a series of Estuarine Management 

Plans.  

1.4. The facilitation of public access to the coast is an objective of the NEM: ICMA as well as 

a Priority in the WC PCMP.  The Department developed the Provincial Coastal Access 

Strategy and Plan, 2017 (“PCASP”) and commissioned coastal access audits per 

municipal district to assist municipalities with identifying existing, historic, and desired 

public coastal access.  These coastal access audits also identify hotspots or areas of 

conflict to assist the municipalities with facilitating public access in terms of Section 18 of 

the NEM: ICMA.  The PCASP as well as the coastal access audits are available upon 

request. 

 

2. COMMENT 

2.1 The sub-directorate: Coastal Management (“SD: CM”) has reviewed the information as 

specified above and have the following commentary: 

2.1.1. The George Municipality is proposing to undertake upgrades to the Sewerage network in 

Herolds Bay and aim to establish a new pump station inland from the beachfront on Erf 

116 and Farm 0/236, situated higher up in the valley.  

The high-level scope of work for the project includes: 

2.1.1.1. Refurbishing and upgrading the existing pump station (PS1) located on the 

beachfront 

2.1.1.2. Constructing the new pumpstation (PS4) 

2.1.1.3. Installing the interlinking pipelines     

2.1.2. The proposed alterations to PS1 will result in encroachment onto Coastal Public Property 

(CPP) of approximately 46m2. This expansion is said to not trigger coastal listed activities 

as per the EIA Regulations Listing Notice 1, as the proposed expansion footprint is less than 

50m2 threshold and will result in less than 5m2 of material being place in the footprint of 

the expansion.  
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2.1.3. The applicant accurately noted the subject property in relation to critical biodiversity and 

ecological support areas in accordance with the Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan 

2023.  

2.1.4. The applicant indicated on page 43 of the draft BAR that the scope of work does not  fall 

within the Coastal Protection Zone (CPZ) based on the DEA&DP Coastal Management 

Map Viewer.  However, the SD: CM herewith informs the applicant that this is incorrect, as 

the scope of work and subject areas will indeed occur within the CPZ as defined in Section 

16 of the NEM: ICMA and as indicated on the DEA&DP Coastal Management Map Viewer. 

The purpose of the CPZ is to avoid increasing the effect or severity of natural hazards in 

the coastal zone and to protect people and properties from risks arising from dynamic 

coastal processes, including the risk of sea level risks.  Due to the subject property’s 

location within the CPZ, Section 63 of the NEM: ICMA must be considered where an 

authorisation is required in terms of Chapter 5 of the NEMA. Furthermore, Section 62 of the 

NEM: ICMA obliges all organs of state that regulates the planning of land to apply that 

legislation in a manner that gives effect to the purpose of the CPZ. As such, Section 63 of 

the NEM: ICMA must be considered by local authorities for land use decision making. 

2.1.5. The subject area is located seaward of the Garden Route District Coastal Management 

Line (“CML”). The technical delineation of the CML was to ensure that development is 

regulated in a manner appropriate to risks and sensitivities in the coastal zone. The CML 

was informed by various layers of information including biodiversity, estuarine 

functionality, risk flooding, wave run-up modelling, inter alia and was delineated in 

conjunction with and supported by organs of state. The principal purpose of the CML is to 

protect coastal public property, private property, and public safety; to protect the 

coastal protection zone; and to preserve the aesthetic value of the coastal zone. The use 

of CMLs is of particular importance in response to the effects of climate change, as it 

involves both the quantification of risks and pro-active planning for future development. 

Although the subject area for the proposed upgrades is located seaward of the CML, the 

SD: CM notes the nature of the development, and its proposed upgrades warrants its 

placement seaward of the CML as it forms part of essential services and is in the interest 

of the whole Herolds Bay.  

2.1.6. The proposed upgrade and associated works align with Priority Area 5 of the Western 

Cape Provincial Coastal Management Programme (2022-2027) which aims to minimise 

the impacts of pollution on the coastal environment, through the promotion of 

appropriate mechanism to alleviate potential pollution and improvement of the water 

quality of the coastal environment. In this regard, the SD: CM supports any pollution 

control- and waste management interventions in order to prevent, minimise and strictly 

control harmful discharges into coastal ecosystems with appropriate monitoring 

measures. 

2.1.7. It is noted that the proposed upgrades also align with the Provincial Spatial Development 

Framework, the George Municipal Integrated Development Plan, and the Municipal 

Spatial Development Framework.  
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2.1.8. Based on all the above-mentioned items, the SD: CM does not object to the proposed 

upgrades to the Sewerage network in Herolds Bay, provided that the mitigation measures 

proposed in the EMPr are strictly adhered to.   

3. The applicant must be reminded of their general duty of care and the remediation of 

environmental damage, in terms of Section 28(1) of NEMA, which, specifically states that: 

“…Every person who causes, has caused or may cause significant pollution or 

degradation of the environment must take reasonable measures to prevent such pollution 

or degradation from occurring, continuing or recurring, or, in so far as such harm to the 

environment is authorised by law or cannot reasonably be avoided or stopped, to 

minimise and rectify such pollution or degradation of the environment…” together with 

Section 58 of the NEM: ICMA which refers to one’s duty to avoid causing adverse effects 

on the coastal environment. 

4. The SD: CM reserves the right to revise or withdraw its comments and request further 

information from you based on any information that may be received. 

 

Yours faithfully  

 

 

______________________________________ 

Ieptieshaam Bekko 

CONTROL ENVIRONMENTAL OFFICER 

SUB-DIRECTORATE: COASTAL MANAGEMENT  

DATE: 13 March 2026 

Digitally signed by 
Ieptieshaam Bekko 
Date: 2026.03.13 
10:44:51 +02'00'
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George Regional Office:  4th Floor, York Park Building, 93 York Street, George, 6529 

Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning 

Dorien Werth 

Directorate: Development Management, Region 3 

Dorien.Werth@westerncape.gov.za | Tel: 044 814 2005 

DEADPEIAadmin.George@westerncape.gov.za | Tel: 044 814 2006 

 

REFERENCE:   16/3/3/1/D2/29/0003/26 

DATE OF ISSUE:  27 March 2026 

 

The Municipal Manager 

George Municipality 

℅ The Director: Civil Engineering Services 

P.O. Box 19 

George  

6530 

 

Attention: Johannes Franciscus Koegelenberg  Tell:  044 801 9278 

E-mail: koegelenberg@george.gov.za  

 

Dear Sir, 

 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT AND COMMENT ON THE DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT 

REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED UPGRADING OF THE HEROLD'S BAY SEWAGE PUMP STATION 1 

AND ASSOCIATED MAIN AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF PUMP STATION 4 AND NEW 

ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE, ON ERF 116, ERF 110, ERF 113, ERF 114, REMAINDER OF  ERF 

95, REMAINDER OF FARMS 236 AND 237 AND PORTIONS  0, 10, 35 AND 37 OF FARM 

BRAKFONTEIN NO 236, HEROLD BAY, GEORGE 

 

1. The abovementioned document compiled by your appointed Environmental Assessment Practitioner, 

Mr. Micheal Jon Bennett (EAPASA No: 2021/3163) and assisted by Candidate EAP Luanne de Waal 

(EAPASA No: 2024/7962) and Candidate EAP Onela Mhobo (EAPASA No: 2022/4522) of Sharples 

Environmental Services cc, as received by this Directorate on 9 February 2026 refers.  

 

2. This letter serves as an acknowledgment of receipt of the Draft Basic Assessment Report (“DBAR”) 

document by this Department on 9 February 2026. 

 

3. This Directorate appreciates the extension to the commenting period, which the EAP has agreed to.   

 

4. It is understood that the proposal entails upgrades to the sewage network in Herold’s Bay Sewage 

Pumps Station 1 and associated rising main and the development of Pump Station 4 and new 

associated infrastructure on Erf 116, Erf 113, Erf 110, Erf 114, Remainder of Erf 95, Remainder of Farms 

386, 236 and 237 and Portions 0, 10, 35 and 37 of Farm Brakfontein No. 236, Herold’s Bay. 

 

5. Alternatives 

The investigation of alternatives in the EIA process is mandatory. This includes the option of not 

proceeding with the proposed activity (the “no-go” option). All alternatives identified must be 

determined to be feasible and reasonable. In this regard it must be noted that the Department may 

grant authorisation for an alternative as if it had been applied for, or may grant authorisation in respect 

of the whole or part of the proposed project in the application. Alternatives are not limited to activity 

alternatives, but include layout alternatives, design, operational and technology alternatives.  

 

http://www.westerncape.gov.za/
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It is noted from Section H of the DBAR that various concepts have been considered, including layout 

alternatives and route alignments.  Although the consideration of such alternatives is mandatory, it is 

a bit unclear which of these alternatives are in fact feasible and may be considered for approval. 

 

It is understood from the consulting engineers report (Appendix L of the DBAR) that the high-level 

scope of work for this project includes the following:   

 refurbishment and upgrade of the existing pumpstation number 1 on the beachfront,  

 construction of the intermediate lifting pumpstation and  

 the interlinking pipelines. 

 

It is requested that a clear and concise description of the preferred alternatives is provided, specially 

with consideration of the Water Use Licence that has been approved. 

 

6. Synchronising applications in terms of other applicable legislation with the EIA process: 

(a) National Water Act, Act No. 36 of 1998 (“NWA”) 

 (Synchronisation of the WULA – EIA processes / applications 

Please be reminded that sub-section 24C(11) to the National Environmental Management Act, 

Act 107 of 1998, as amended (NEMA) stipulates that “a person who requires an environmental 

authorisation which also involves an activity that requires a licence or permit in terms of any of the 

specific environmental management Acts (i.e., NWA), must simultaneously submit those 

applications to the relevant competent authority or licensing authority, as the case may be, 

indicating in each application all other licences, authorisations and permits applied for”. Failure 

to synchronise the processes may prejudice the application.  

It is noted that a Water Use Licence (Licence NO: 01/K30B/I/16508) has been issued for the 

proposed development. It is not apparent that sub-section 24C(11) has been complied with. 

Notwithstanding the above, you are required to submit all the specialist reports submitted as part 

of the WULA together with the BAR. The BAR must demonstrate how those reports have been 

considered and have influenced the determination of the preferred location, site and design and 

technology. 

Further to the above, the EMPr must demonstrate how the requirements, mitigation measures and 

operational aspects of the Water Use Licence have been considered and incorporated. 

 

(b) National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (Act No. 25 of 1999) (“NHRA”) 

(Synchronisation of the HIA – EIA processes / applications) 

It is noted that Heritage Western Cape (HWC) has been consulted on the applicability of the 

National Heritage Resources Act , 1999 (Act No. 25 of 1999), and said organ of state has issued 

correspondence on 24 April 2024.  Nonetheless, the EAP must ensure that any previous comment 

is still applicable to the current application.  Such comment must be included in the Final BAR. 

 

7. BAR Requirements 

7.1. Please ensure the Basic Assessment Report (“BAR”) and Environmental Management Programme 

(“EMPr”) contains all information requirements outlined in Appendices 1 and 4 respectively of the 

EIA Regulations, 2014. The BAR must also include and address any information requested in any 

previous correspondence/ processes in respect of this matter. The previous correspondence (Ref: 

16/3/3/6/7/1/D2/29/0229/23) still has reference in this regard. 

 

7.2. Submission of the BAR 

In accordance with Regulation 19 of GN No. R. 982 of 4 December 2014, the Department reminds 

you that the BAR (which has been subjected to public participation) must be submitted to this 
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Department for decision within 90-days from the date of receipt of the application by the 

Department.  

 

If, however, significant changes have been made, or significant new information has been 

added to the BAR, the applicant/EAP must notify the Department that an additional 50 days (i.e. 

140 days from receipt of the application) would be required for the submission of the BAR. The 

additional 50 days must include a minimum 30-day commenting period to allow registered I&APs 

to comment on the revised report/additional information. 

 

If the BAR is not submitted within 90 days or 140 days, where an extension is applicable, the 

application will lapse in terms of Regulation 45 of Government Notice Regulation No. 982 of 4 

December 2014 and your file will be closed. Should you wish to pursue the application again, a 

new application process would have to be initiated. A new Application Form would have to be 

submitted. 

 

NOTE:   

In accordance with Environmental Impact Assessment best-practice, you are kindly requested to 

notify all registered Interested and Affected Parties including the authorities identified in the Public 

Participation Plan of the submission of the FBAR and to make the document available to them. 

This will provide such parties an opportunity to review the document and how their issues were 

addressed. 

 

8. Please note that it is prohibited in terms of Section 24F of the National Environmental Management 

Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998) (“NEMA”) for a person to commence with a Listed Activity unless the 

Competent Authority has granted an Environmental Authorisation for the undertaking of the activity. 

Offences in terms of the NEMA and the Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, 2014, will 

render the offender liable for criminal prosecution. 

 

9. Kindly quote the above-mentioned reference number in any future correspondence in respect of this 

matter. 

 

10. This Department 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 DEPARTMENT 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MANAGEMENT SERVICES: REGION 3 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS AND DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 

(reference: 16/3/3/1/d2/29/0003/26) 

 

Copied to:  Sharples Environmental Services cc 

EAP: Michael Jon Bennett   E-mail: michael@sescc.net  

Candidate EAP: Luanne de Waal  E-mail: luanne@sescc.net 

Candidate EAP: Onela Mhobo   E-mail: onela@sescc.net  

 

George Municipality 

Melanie Geyer     E-mail: mgeyer@george.gov.za  

Digitally signed by Francois Naudé 
Date: 2026.03.27 17:43:31 +02'00'
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        Enquiries: SI Ndlovu      Tel: 023 346 8031     Fax: 044 873 2199     Email: sndlovu@bocma.co.za 

 

REFERENCE: 4/10/2/K30A/ERF 116, HEROLDS BAY 

 

DATE: 13 MARCH 2026 

 

SHARPLES ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 

PO BOX 9087 

GEORGE 

6530 

 

Attention: Ms L. de Waal 

 

RE: DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED UPGRADING OF THE 

HEROLD’S BAY SEWAGE PUMP STATION 1 AND ASSOCIATED RISING MAIN AND THE 

DEVELOPMENT OF NEW ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE ON ERF 116, ERF 110, ERF 113, 

REMAINDER OF ERF 95, REMAINDER OF FARMS 236 AND 237 AND PORTIONS 10, 35 AND 37 

OF FARM BRAKFONTEIN NO. 236, HEROLDS BAY, GEORGE MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE 

 

Reference is made to the above-mentioned Draft Basic Assessment Report made available to Breede-

Olifants Catchment Management Agency (BOCMA) for comments. 

 

The following are BOCMA comments relating to Draft Basic Assessment Report for the proposed 

upgrading of the Herolds Bay Sewage Pump Station 1 and associated Rising Main and the development 

of new associated infrastructure on Erf 116, Erf 110, Erf 113, Remainder of Erf 95, Remainder of Farms 

236 and 237 and Portions 10, 35 and 37 of Farm Brakfontein 236, which should be adhered to:  

 

1. The Breede-Olifants Catchment Management Agency has reviewed the Draft Basic Assessment 

and has no objections to the proposed development.  

 

2. Please note that BOCMA issued a Water Use Licence (Licence No: 01/K30B/I/16508) dated 05 

September 2025 for the upgrades of the Herolds Bay Sewage Pumpstation with associated 

infrastructure and applicant must adhere to the licence conditions and comply with all its provision. 

 

3. As required by section 22 of the National Water Act, 1998 (Act No. 36 of 1998), a Water Use 

Authorisation is required prior to commencement with any water use activity contemplated in 

section 21 of National Water Act. Moreover, commencement with any water use activity without an 

authorisation as required by section 22 of National Water Act constitutes an offence in terms of 

section 151(1) (a) of the National Water Act.  In terms of section 151(2) of the National Water Act, 

any person who contravenes is guilty of an offence and liable, on first conviction to a fine or an 

imprisonment of a period not exceeding five years or both such a fine and imprisonment. 

 

4. In light of the above, you are advised that the onus remains with the property owner to adhere to 

the National Water Act, prior to commencement with any water use contemplated in section 21 of 

National Water Act that is associated with the proposed development. 
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5. Kindly note that this office reserves the right to amend and revise its comments as well as to request 

any further information. 

6. The BOCMA office can be contacted for further information related to the requirement for, or the 

application for a Water Use Authorisation.  

 

7. Should you wish to apply for a water use authorisation for unregistered water uses triggered by the 

proposed activities, you may apply electronically by logging onto the Department of Water and 

Sanitation (DWS) website at http://www.dws.gov.za/e-WULAAS 

 

8. Should you have further enquiries, the office can be contacted or alternatively contact Mr. SI Ndlovu 

at the above-mentioned contact number or on sndlovu@bocma.co.za 

 

 

 

Yours faithfully, 

  

 

 

pp___________________________ 

 

MR. JAN VAN STADEN 

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER (ACTING)  

 

http://www.dws.gov.za/e-WULAAS
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Sharples Environmental Services cc, 

P.O.Box 9087, 

George, 

6530 

 

Attention: Ms Lue-anne de Waal 

By email: luanne@sescc.net  

 

Dear Ms Lue-anne de Waal 

 

THE DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 

UPGRADING OF THE HEROLD’S BAY SEWAGE PUMP STATION 1 AND 

ASSOCIATED RISING MAIN AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF PUMP STATION 

4 AND NEW ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE, ON ERF 116, ERF 110, ERF 

113, ERF 114, REMAINDER OF ERF 95, FARM 386, REMAINDER OF FARMS 236 

AND 237 AND PORTIONS 0 10, 35 AND 37 OF FARM BRAKFONTEIN NO. 

236, HEROLDS BAY, GEORGE LOCAL MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE.  

 

DEA&DP Reference: 16/3/3/1/D2/29/0003/26 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 

CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to review the above report. 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 (CapeNature 2024)1 the proposed 

activity will cross Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBA 1 & 2: Terrestrial). The fine-scale vegetation 

map describes the vegetation as Herold’s Bay Asteraceous Fynbos and Groot Brak River 

Floodplain (Vlok et al., 2008)2.  According to the South African Vegetation Map (Beta VegMap, 

2024)3, the vegetation units present are Garden Route Granite Fynbos and Groot Brak Dune 

Strandveld, which are listed as Critically Endangered and Endangered, respectively 

(NEM:BA, 2022)4.  

 

Part of the sewer pipe also transverses a natural unchannelled valley-bottom wetland (Nel et al., 

2011)5. Furthermore, the property is within the National Strategic Water Source Area surface 

 
1 CapeNature. 2024. 2023 Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan and Guidelines. Unpublished Report 
2 Vlok JHJ, Euston-Brown DIW, Wolf T. 2008. A vegetation map for the Garden Route Initiative. Unpublished 1: 50 000 maps and report 

for C.A.P.E. FSP Task Team, Oudtshoorn. 
3 South African National Biodiversity Institute (2006-2024). The Vegetation Map of South Africa, Lesotho and Swaziland, Mucina, L., 

Rutherford, M.C. and Powrie, L.W. (Editors), Online, https://bgis.sanbi.org/Projects/Detail/2258 , Version 2024. 
4 National Environmental Management: Biodiversity Act, 2004 (Act No. 10 of 2004). The Revised National List of Ecosystems that are 

Threatened and in need of protection. 2022. Government Gazette No. 47526 
5 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 

  CONSERVATION INTELLIGENCE:  

LANDSCAPE EAST 
 

physical 4th Floor, York Park Building, 

 York Street, George, 6530 

website www.capenature.co.za  

enquiries Megan Simons 

telephone  087 087 3060 

email msimons@capenature.co.za  

Reference     LE14/2/6/1/6/2/RE ERVEN 236&237_Linear 
Infrastructure_Herold’s Bay 

date 13 March 2026 

mailto:luanne@sescc.net
https://bgis.sanbi.org/Projects/Detail/2258
http://www.capenature.co.za/


The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature 

Board Members: Mr Tom Blok, Ms Reyhana Gani, Dr Colin Johnson, Ms Ayanda Mvandaba, Prof Nicolaas Olivier, Ms Chwayita Shude-

Mareka, Dr Razeena Omar 

water for the Outeniqua region and serves as a watercourse protection for the South Eastern 

Coastal Belt. CapeNature has reviewed the draft Basic Assessment Report and associated 

specialist assessments, and we have the following comments: 

 

1. The Garden Route Granite Fynbos is one of the seven high risk Critically 

Endangered vegetation types in South Africa (Skowno et al. 2018)6.  While portions of 

the proposal involve upgrading existing infrastructure within previously transformed or 

disturbed areas, several components of the project traverse natural and highly sensitive 

Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBA) and intact natural vegetation. Protection of remaining 

intact examples of this ecosystem is therefore considered a national conservation priority. 

Where feasible, alternative alignments should be considered to reduce disturbance within 

sensitive areas. 

 

2. The remainder of ERF 236 and ERF 237 was presented to CapeNature’s Stewardship 

Review Committee Meeting on 15 September 2022. The Stewardship Review Committee 

solely focusses on assessing the biodiversity value and the potential for protected area 

expansion. The majority of the committee members agreed that based on the biodiversity 

value the site can qualify for Contract Nature Reserve.  
 

3. The Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan identifies priority areas for conservation and 

is a driving principle for the Western Cape Protected Area Expansion Strategy. 

Conserving the site within the protected areas estate is in line with the CBA objectives. 

Declaring the property in terms of NEM:PAA would safeguard the CBA corridor which 

is aligned to the management objectives. In addition to CBA, which is a core criterion for 

protected area expansion, the property meets the following criteria of the Western Cape 

Protected Area Expansion Strategy: 

• Threatened ecosystems: Critically Endangered (Garden Route Granite Fynbos);  

• Under-protected ecosystems and strategic landscapes: Not protected; 

• Essential habitat for priority species: Yes, several Species of Conservation Concern 

were found;  

• Strategic Water Source Areas: Outeniqua SWSA for surface water; and 

• Climate change and connectivity corridors: contributing to the protection of the 

Maalgate River estuary. 

4. Given that the property qualifies for declaration as a Contract Nature Reserve, it is 

important that any development within the proposed conservation area does not 

compromise the long-term conservation objectives of the site. The proposed 

infrastructure should therefore be carefully evaluated in consultation with the landowner 

and the stewardship partners to ensure that: 

• Conservation objectives remain achievable. 

• Development does not compromise the ecological integrity required for formal 

declaration. 

• Long-term management of the site remains feasible. 

 

5. CapeNature recommends that the landowner and stewardship partners be formally 

consulted regarding the proposed development, as the proposed infrastructure may 

influence future conservation planning and management of the site. 

 

6. Previous biodiversity assessments undertaken on the property recorded several species 

of conservation concern, including species classified as Near Threatened (Cullumia 

carlinoides, Erica dispar, Freesia caryophyllacea, Freesia leichtlinii ssp. Alba, Holothrix Pilosa, and 

 
6 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. 



The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature 

Board Members: Mr Tom Blok, Ms Reyhana Gani, Dr Colin Johnson, Ms Ayanda Mvandaba, Prof Nicolaas Olivier, Ms Chwayita Shude-

Mareka, Dr Razeena Omar 

Oxalis pendulifolia), Endangered (Euchaetis albertiniana, Disa hallackii, Lampranthus 

pauciflorus, and Muralta knysnaensis), Vulnerable (Drosanthemum edwardsiae and 

Gladioulus vaginatus). The current botanical assessment only recorded Cullumia carlinoides.  

 

7. It is therefore recommended that consultation be undertaken with the botanists involved 

in the earlier surveys, including Jan Vlok and Bionerds, to confirm survey timing, 

methodology and possible locations of recorded species. 

 

8. Pre-construction walk-down surveys during the appropriate flowering season should be 

undertaken to ensure that species of conservation concern are not impacted. 

 

9. The wastewater treatment and effluent management must be aligned with the long-term 

protection of the surrounding biodiversity and ecological processes. 

 

10. Strict environmental management and rehabilitation measures must be implemented 

during construction, including clear demarcation of no-go areas, minimisation of the 

construction footprint, erosion and sediment control, and rehabilitation using locally 

appropriate indigenous vegetation. 

 

11. Access along the pipeline servitude should be strictly controlled to prevent the creation 

of new informal access routes which could facilitate illegal dumping, wood collection, 

poaching or further disturbance of the natural environment. 

In conclusion, CapeNature understands the need to upgrade essential municipal infrastructure; 

however, given the biodiversity sensitivity and stewardship status of the site, the proposal must 

demonstrate that ecological integrity and conservation objectives will not be compromised. 

 

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 (Conservation Intelligence)  



 

13 March, 2026 

Fynbos Eiendomme (Pty) Ltd. 
Reg. #: 2024/586342/07 
105 Buitenkloof Studios 
8 Kloof Street 
Cape Town 
8001 

Supported by: 
 

 
 
Wilderness Foundation Africa 
94 Main Road  
Walmer 
Port Elizabeth 
6070  

Subject: Comments on the Draft Basic Assessment Report (DBAR) – Proposed Sewer 
Infrastructure Upgrade, Herolds Bay 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the documentation and to provide comments on 
the proposed development and associated specialist studies. 

In principle, we recognise the need to upgrade the existing sewerage infrastructure to 
ensure that the system functions effectively and to minimise the risk of failures that could 
result in environmental or public health impacts.  

However, after reviewing the DBAR and associated documentation, several matters require 
clarification, further assessment, or additional mitigation to ensure that potential 
environmental and social impacts are appropriately addressed. 

Our comments are outlined below. 



 

1. Declaration of Farm 386 as a Nature Reserve 

The Remainder of Farm 386 is currently in the process of being formally declared a Nature 
Reserve through CapeNature. It is important that the Environmental Assessment 
Practitioner (EAP) ensures that the Applicant and relevant specialists are made aware of this 
status so that any project components and potential impacts can be reconsidered where 
necessary. 

Once the declaration is finalised, the provisions of the National Environmental 
Management: Protected Areas Act, 2003 (NEMPAA) will apply. This legislation is currently 
indicated as “not applicable” in the BAR, which may be due to the EAP not being aware that 
the property has been earmarked for proclamation as a nature reserve. 

Following declaration, any activities within the reserve will require approval from the 
management authority and conservation agency (CapeNature), and must comply with the 
approved reserve management plan. It is therefore recommended that formal comment be 
obtained from CapeNature on the proposed development. The Environmental Management 
Programme (EMPr) should also be updated to specify that all activities must comply with 
the reserve management plan once it has been finalised. 

It is further noted that the existing servitude through the proposed nature reserve is not 
sufficiently wide to accommodate the second pipeline and that an additional 4 m servitude 
on the northern side will be required. As this infrastructure will traverse land earmarked for 
declaration as a nature reserve, the necessary approvals must be obtained from the reserve 
management authority for the establishment of the additional servitude. 

Furthermore, as the landowner, we note that no formal approach has yet been made 
regarding this matter. Clarification is requested as to whether landowner consent will be 
required for the additional servitude and when formal consultation with us, the landowner, 
will take place. 

 

2. Screening Tool 

The environmental screening tool report included in the BAR was generated in 2022. It is 
recommended that a new screening tool report be generated to ensure that the 
information reflects the most recent available environmental datasets, i.e. the 2023 version 
of the Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan and Critical Biodiversity Areas database. 

 
 
 
 



3. Site Sensitivity Verification (SSV) Report 

It is noted that the Site Sensitivity Verification (SSV) Report was not appended to the Draft 
BAR for public review. Including this report as part of the public participation 
documentation would have been beneficial, as it would have provided additional clarity 
regarding the screening outcomes and the rationale for certain specialist studies, such as 
the socio-economic assessment, not being undertaken. 

 

4. Need and Desirability and Design Alternatives 

There is a clear need for the upgrading of sewerage infrastructure in Herolds Bay, and the 
importance of ensuring that the system functions effectively is acknowledged. However, the 
location of the proposed pump stations remains a concern to members of the public, as was 
raised during the pre-application public participation process. 

While it is understood that alternative locations were investigated and were considered not 
feasible due to engineering and financial constraints, concerns remain regarding the 
placement of the new pump station and the pipeline alignment through the proposed 
nature reserve. 

In particular, concerns relate to the potential impacts associated with the construction, 
operation, and long-term presence of the infrastructure within the reserve, including 
possible maintenance activities, spills, or leaks. 

It is noted that the pipeline will be installed within a 30 m corridor within which the 
botanical specialist identified Species of Conservation Concern (SCCs) and protected trees. 
The recommendation that these sensitive species be avoided during the final alignment of 
the pipeline is supported, and the pipeline should not be installed in areas where such 
vegetation occurs. 

 

5. Listed Activities 

A minor concern relates to the listed activities associated with Pump Station 1 (PS1) on Erf 
RE/95. The upgrade to the existing pump station will result in an expansion of approximately 
46 m². The pump station is located within Coastal Public Property (CPP) and adjacent to a 
Small Temporary Closed Estuary. 

The Draft BAR indicates that, because the expansion is less than 50 m² within CPP, Listing 
Notice 1 Activities 15, 17, 19A and 52 are not triggered. While this may be technically 
correct, it would generally be more precautionary to include these activities given the very 
small margin involved (4 m²). Regulations related to the Coastal Protection Zone (CPZ) need 
to be applied. (CPZ: continuous strip of land, starting from the High-Water Marks and 
extending 100 m inland in developed urban areas zoned as residential, commercial, or 



public open space, or 1 000 m inland in areas that remain undeveloped or that are 
commonly referred to as rural areas. It also includes certain sensitive or at-risk land such as 
estuaries, littoral active zones and protected areas.) 

 

6. Legislation, Management Plans and Frameworks 

The following matters require clarification or further consideration: 

• The Garden Route Environmental Management Framework (EMF) does not appear 
to have been consulted or incorporated in the assessment. 

• The Draft BAR notes that PS1 falls within Coastal Public Property and identifies the 
Integrated Coastal Management Act, 2008 (ICMA) and the Western Cape Provincial 
Coastal Management Programme (2022–2027) as applicable legislation. However, 
the report does not clearly demonstrate how the proposed development aligns with 
these frameworks. 

• Specialists should ensure that the most recent versions of the Western Cape 
Biodiversity Spatial Plan (WCBSP), National Biodiversity Assessment (NBA) datasets 
and the Red List of Ecosystems (RLE) are used prior to submission of the Final BAR. 

• The Comments and Responses Report (CRR) refers to the City of Cape Town in Issues 
22 and 31. These references should be corrected to the George Municipality. 

• Confirmation is required that adequate municipal services (water, electricity, sewage 
and waste management) are available to support the development. This information 
has not been included in the BAR. 

 

7. Coastal and Marine Impacts, Climate Change and Storm Surges 

No marine specialist study appears to have been undertaken as part of this process. As a 
result, potential impacts on the coastal and marine environment have not been specifically 
assessed. 

Although the development is outside marine protected areas, it still occurs within the 
broader coastal environment. Potential environmental health risks associated with sewage 
leaks or spills should therefore be considered. 

While the project aims to reduce existing leaks and spillages, infrastructure failure could still 
occur due to operational faults, erosion or extreme events. Should such failures occur, 
contamination of soils, groundwater, surface water and the marine environment could 
result. 

The BAR indicates that sewage overflow could occur under certain failure scenarios and that 
emergency storage capacity is limited. Given the proximity to a sensitive coastal 
environment that is widely used for recreation, such events could present risks to 
environmental and human health. 



In addition, although the design reportedly considers storm surges and sea level rise 
associated with climate change, the potential impacts of such events on infrastructure 
failure and sewage discharge have not been assessed. 

At a minimum, it is recommended that a Marine Compliance Statement prepared by a 
suitably qualified specialist be included to assess potential risks to the coastal and marine 
environment and to propose appropriate mitigation measures. 

 

8. Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW) Capacity and Implications for Farm 
386 

Considering the upgrades to the pump station (and the bulk sewer infrastructure) will 
increase throughflow volume to the WWTW, can the current WWTW configuration 
(treatment ponds/groundwater infiltration) handle such an increase? This seems unlikely, 
and if groundwater infiltration remains the effluent discharge mechanism (as we 
understand is currently used), it is reasonable to assume that the footprint of the WWTW 
may need to expand to accommodate additional ponds to handle higher volumes. 

The other alternative considered is constructing sewage conveyance infrastructure through 
ERF 386 to discharge treated effluent offshore or at a location other than through the 
WWTW ponds. Could the Applicant clarify what measures are planned to manage the 
increased sewage volumes resulting from the proposed upgrades, and how the treated 
effluent will be managed or discharged.  

As owners of ERF 386, we are particularly concerned about the potential implications of 
increased WWTW capacity and the associated impacts on terrestrial habitats, groundwater, 
and the coastal or marine environment, should the treated effluent ultimately be discharged 
offshore. It is essential for the BAR to provide clarity on how these increased volumes and 
associated infrastructure requirements are being addressed. Have the impacts associated 
with this been assessed? 

Reference must also be made in terms of possible risks to the nearby Maalgate River 
Estuary. (Refer to the ‘Maalgate River Estuarine Management Plan, 2019’  

 

9. Specialist Studies 

Faunal Assessment 

The faunal assessment appears comprehensive and methodologically sound. However: 

• Spatial datasets should be updated where necessary to reflect the most recent 
biodiversity planning information. 

• The EMPr should specify that search-and-rescue or relocation of animals during site 
preparation must be undertaken by a suitably qualified specialist. 



• Operational risks such as leaks, spills and long-term environmental impacts should 
be assessed more fully. 

Floral Assessment 

The botanical assessment is also considered robust, but several improvements are 
recommended: 

• Updated spatial datasets should be used. 
• A clear distinction should be made between confirmed and potentially occurring 

SCCs. 
• A comprehensive list of potential SCCs should be provided based on habitat 

suitability. 
• A formal Site Ecological Importance (SEI) evaluation would improve transparency. 
• The EMPr should require specialist supervision for plant rescue, marking of 

protected trees, and rehabilitation activities. 
• Alien and invasive species clearing should follow a formal management plan. 
• A detailed rehabilitation plan should be prepared and implemented by a specialist. 

Terrestrial Biodiversity Assessment 

The terrestrial biodiversity assessment focuses largely on flora and does not include fauna. 
Incorporating faunal aspects and ecological interactions would provide a more 
comprehensive assessment. 

The assessment should also consider terrestrial habitats associated with the Strategic Water 
Source Area (SWSA) and include a formal combined SEI evaluation. 

 

10. Operational Noise 

The BAR states that there will be no operational noise impacts, although the basis for this 
conclusion is not clearly explained. 

The recommendation that generator noise levels remain below 60 dBA at 7 m is supported. 
Mitigation measures such as acoustic louvres, enclosure of the generator and sound-
absorbing materials should be implemented. 

Clarification is also requested regarding the procedures the Municipality will implement to 
address legitimate noise complaints from nearby residents once the infrastructure becomes 
operational. 

 

 



11. Odour 

The proposed odour control upgrades at Pump Station 1 and the installation of a system at 
Pump Station 4 are noted. 

However, the service life of the filtration media is uncertain because no hydrogen sulphide 
(H₂S) study has been undertaken. It is therefore recommended that either an H₂S study be 
conducted or that the system be regularly monitored and proactively maintained to ensure 
effective odour control. 

Clarification is also requested regarding procedures for responding to odour complaints 
from nearby residents. 

 

12. Socio-Economic and Health Impacts 

No dedicated socio-economic impact assessment appears to have been undertaken. 

While the BAR discusses positive socio-economic benefits, potential negative impacts are 
not adequately addressed. These should at least be acknowledged and assessed. 

Key issues that warrant further consideration include: 

• Impacts on neighbouring landowners; 
• Effects on the recreational and amenity value of Herolds Bay, including its Blue Flag 

Beach status; 
• Public health risks associated with sewage spills; and 
• Broader community concerns. 

A risk assessment or health impact assessment should be undertaken to evaluate potential 
public health implications should sewage reach the beach or surrounding environment. 

 

13. Operational Risks and Long-Term Risk Management 

Operational risks such as system failures, leaks, spills and potential sewage discharge to the 
environment have not been fully addressed in the BAR or EMPr. 

While emergency preparedness during construction is described, operational emergency 
procedures have not been clearly defined. 

Potential impacts on soils, groundwater, surface water, the marine environment and 
terrestrial ecosystems should be assessed and appropriate mitigation measures included in 
the EMPr. 



Additional safeguards such as telemetry alarms, automatic shutdown systems, secondary 
containment and expanded monitoring programmes should be considered. 

The monitoring programme should also extend beyond the pump stations to include 
appropriate locations along the pipeline route. Monitoring frequency and reporting 
procedures should be clearly defined. 

 

14. Long-Term Maintenance 

The potential environmental impacts associated with long-term maintenance activities have 
not been addressed. 

Maintenance activities may involve excavation, disturbance of vegetation and wildlife, noise 
generation and possible spills. The EMPr should clearly outline the expected frequency of 
maintenance and associated mitigation measures during the operational phase. 

 

15. Geotechnical Assessment 

A geotechnical investigation has been undertaken, but it was not circulated as part of the 
public participation process. 

The investigation indicates that shoring, sheet piling and dewatering will be required at 
Pump Station 1 and that chemical rock splitting will be used at Pump Station 4. 

Potential environmental impacts associated with these excavation activities, particularly in a 
coastal environment with shallow groundwater and unconsolidated sediments, should be 
assessed. Appropriate mitigation measures should also be included. 

 

16. Public Participation 

It is noted that comments have been requested but not yet received from several 
authorities. Feedback should be obtained from the following prior to submission of the Final 
BAR: 

• Garden Route District Municipality 
• Western Cape Department of Agriculture 
• CapeNature 
• Western Cape Department of Transport and Public Works 
• DFFE: Oceans and Coasts – Coastal Development and Protection 
• DEA&DP: Pollution Management 
• DEA&DP: Waste Management 



• DEA&DP: Biodiversity 
• DEA&DP: Coastal Management 

In particular, input from CapeNature and coastal management authorities will be important 
given the environmental sensitivity of the area and the pipeline alignment through the 
proposed nature reserve. 

 

Conclusion 

Overall, the assessment process and specialist studies appear to broadly follow applicable 
legislative requirements and environmental assessment guidelines. The proposed 
infrastructure upgrade is necessary to ensure the effective functioning of the sewer system 
and to reduce the risk of failures that could result in more severe environmental and 
community impacts. 

However, several potential risks and impacts have, in our view, not been sufficiently 
assessed. Additional clarification, further assessment and the incorporation of appropriate 
mitigation and management measures into the BAR and EMPr are therefore recommended 
to ensure that potential environmental, social and health impacts are adequately addressed. 

We trust that these comments will assist in strengthening the final assessment and ensuring 
that the proposed development proceeds in an environmentally responsible manner. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Jan Vreken 
Director: Fynbos Eiendomme (Pty) Ltd. 
Owners of Farm 386: Vrij Heerlikheid 
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Sharples Environmental Services cc 

PO Box 9087 

GEORGE 

6530 

 

Attention: Ms L Beets 

 

Dear Madam 

 

DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT: PROPOSED UPGRADING OF THE HEROLD’S BAY SEWAGE 

PUMP STATION 1 AND ASSOCIATED RISING MAIN AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF PUMP STATION 4 

AND NEW ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE: ERF 116, ERF 110, ERF 113, ERF 114, REMAINDER OF 

ERF 95, FARM 386, REMAINDER OF FARM 236, REMAINDER OF FARM 237, PORTION 0 OF FARM 

BRAKFONTEIN 236, PORTION 10 OF FARM BRAKFONTEIN 236, PORTION 35 OF FARM 

BRAKFONTEIN 236 AND PORTION 37 OF FARM BRAKFONTEIN 236, HEROLDS BAY, GEORGE 

MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE 

 

1. The following refer: 

 

1.1 This Branch’s letter DOI/CFS/RN/LU/WLWP-12/19 (Application No: 2025-01-0030) dated 

26 March 2025 to Confluent Environmental. 

 

1.2 Your draft basic assessment report 14/HBPS/GM/04/23 dated 23 January 2026. 

 

2. Like this Branch’s comments to Confluent Environmental will Main Road 347 (MR00347; 

R404) and Minor Road 6876 (OP06876), both roads for which this Branch is the Road 

Authority, only be affected in terms of temporary construction access. 

 

3. This Branch offers no objection to the proposed construction activities, provided that 

the appointed civil engineering professional accepts a handover of the affected 

road sections from the offices of the District Roads Engineer (DRE) once the DRE 

approved that professional’s temporary traffic accommodation plans. 

 

Yours Sincerely 

 

 

DD FORTUIN  

For DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL: TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE BRANCH 

DATE: 12 MARCH 2026 
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ENDORSEMENTS 

 

1. Sharples Environmental Services cc 

Attention: Ms L Beets (e-mail: luanne@sescc.net) 

 

2. Confluent Environmental 

Attention: Dr J Dabrowski (e-mail: james@confluent.co.za) 

 

3. District Roads Engineer  

Oudtshoorn 

 

4. Mr E Burger (e-mail) 

 

5. Mr DD Fortuin (e-mail) 

 

6. Mr M Steyn (e-mail) 
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Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning | Directorate: Development Management (Region 3) 

George Regional Office:  4th Floor, York Park Building, 93 York Street, George, 6529 

Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning 

Dorien Werth 

Directorate: Development Management, Region 3 

Dorien.werth@westerncape.gov.za | Tel: 044 814 2005 

REFERENCE:   16/3/3/6/7/1/D2/29/0229/23 

DATE:  07 November 2024 

 

The Municipal Manager 

George Municipality: Water & Sanitation: Civil Engineering Services 

PO Box 19 

GEORGE  

6530 

 

Attention: Johanns Fransiscus Koegelenberg   Tell: 044 801 1565 

E-mail: Jkoegelenberg@george.gov.za  

 

COMMENT ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT SUBMITTED IN TERMS OF 

THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS, 2014 (AS AMENDED) FOR THE PROPOSED HEROLD’S BAY 

SEWAGE PUMP STATION 1 AND ASSOCIATED SEWER RISING MAIN AND THE DEVELOPMENT 

OF NEW ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE ON ERF 116, ERF 113, ERF 110, REMAINDER OF ERF 

95, REMAINDER OF FARMS 236 AND 237 AND PORTIONS 10, 35 AND 37 OF FARM 

BRAKFONTEIN NO. 236, HEROLDS BAY, GEORGE MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE 
 

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

(Region 3), hereinafter referred to as “this Directorate” via electronic mail on 18 September 

2024 refers. 

 

2. This Directorate reviewed the documents and comment as follows: 

 

2.1. It is noted from the “Construction of a New Sewage Pumpstation and Rising Main in 

Herolds Bay, Western Cape, Specialist Aquatic Assessment Dated: 13 May 2024”, that 

the watercourse adjacent to the new pumpstation and rising main is a non-perennial 

watercourse which has been moderately modified. Please obtain comments from 

Breede-Olifants Catchment Management Agency to confirm this statement. 

Furthermore, confirmation from BOCMA is required to confirm the applicability of the 

National Water Act.  

 

2.2. The Botanical Study, Proposed upgrading of the Herold’s Bay pump station and sewer 

pipelines: Dated March 2024. The report indicated that a 30m wide corridor will be 

required for the installation of the pipelines. Please provide more clarity on the need and 

desirability of the proposed 30m wide corridor that will be required for the installation 

and maintenace.  

 

http://www.westerncape.gov.za/
mailto:Jkoegelenberg@george.gov.za
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2.3. Further to the above please provide a detailed map for the proposal inclusive of the 

maintenance road and working footprint. 

 

2.4. According to the Botanical report and relevant aerial imagery, which were reviewed by 

this Directorate, it is noted that the proposed development footprint will be within a 

Critically Endangered and Endangered Ecosystems, namely Garden Route Granite 

fynbos and Groot Brak Dune Strandveld.  

 

Please obtain comments from Cape Nature on the proposal and include these 

comments in the Basic Assessment report.  

 

2.5. It is noted that the developed is proposed on a site with steep slopes, please provide a 

detailed map of the proposed development with the gradient of the site.  

 

3. This Directorate awaits the submission of the application for Environmental Authorisation.  

 

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

being granted by this Directorate. 

 

5. This Department reserves the right to revise or withdraw initial comments or request further 

information from you based on any new or revised information received. 

 

  

 

pp___________________ 

HEAD OF DEPARTMENT 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MANAGEMENT SERVICES: REGION 3 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS AND DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 

 
Copied to:  EAP: Michael Bennett     E-mail: michael@sescc.net     

  George Municipality: Lauren Josias  E-mail:   Ljosias@george.gov.za    

 

Francois Naude
Digitally signed by Francois 
Naude 
Date: 2024.11.07 15:03:10 
+02'00'

http://www.westerncape.gov.za/
mailto:michael@sescc.net
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FORESTR Y WESTER N CA PE:  Private Bag X 12, Knysna 6570 

Reference: EIA-WC-GR-0019-2024-25 
                               Enquiries:  M Koen/ Tel: (044) 302 6900/ Fax: (044) 382 5461/ E-mail:  MKoen@dffe.gov.za 

 

Sharples Environmenta l  

Attention:  Luanne Beets    

Email: luanne@sescc.net 

Cell /  Te l :  044 873  4923   

 

COMMENTS ON PRE-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED 

UPGRADING OF THE HEROLD’S BAY SEWAGE PUMP STATION 1 AND ASSOCIATED RISING MAIN 

AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF NEW ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE, ON ERF 116, ERF 110, ERF 

113, REMAINDER OF ERF 95, REMAINDER OF FARMS 236 AND 237 AND PORTIONS 10, 35 AND 37 OF 

FARM BRAKFONTEIN NO. 236, HEROLDS BAY:  

 
1 Forestry is responsible for the implementation and the enforcement of the National Forest Act (NFA), Act 84 of 1998 as amended and the National Veld and 

Forest Fire Act, Act 101 of 1998 as amended (NVFFA). Thank you for giving Forestry this opportunity to comment on above application. 

 

2 Forestry studied the supporting documents for the above mentioned application and the following points related to Forestry’s mandate i.e. the 

implementation of the NFA are applicable 

a. Forestry has no objection on above proposed sewage pump station 1 and associated rising main upgrade 
b. Forestry request that off-sets be looked into where protected/ indigenous trees will be affected- upon NFA licence application. 

c. Indigenous forest as well as protected trees are protected under the National Forest Act (NFA) (Act No. 84 of 1998) as amended. 

d. This letter is not a NFA licence. 

 
3 Forestry reserves the right to revise initial comment based on any additional information that may be received 

Yours Faithfully 

 

  

pp. AREA MANAGER FORESTRY: WESTERN CAPE  
14/10/24 

mailto:MKoen@dffe.gov.za
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Department of Environmental Affairs and Development Planning 

Gunther Frantz 

Directorate: Pollution and Chemicals Management 

Gunther.Frantz@westerncape.gov.za | Tel: 021 483 2975 

D: PCM REFERENCE NUMBER: 19/3/2/4/D2/29/PMIM014/24 

ENQUIRIES:                  Gunther Frantz 

 

DATE: 18 October 2024 

 

The Director 

Sharples Environmental Services 

P.O. Box 9087 

GEORGE 

6530 

 

For Attention: Ms Lu-anne Beets                                    Tel: 044 873 4923 

                     Email: luanne@sescc.net.co.za  

 

PER EMAIL 

 

Dear Madam 

 

COMMENT ON THE DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED UPGRADING OF THE 

HEROLD’S BAY SEWAGE PUMP STATION 1 AND ASSOCIATED RISING MAIN AND THE DEVELOPMENT 

OF NEW ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE, HEROLD’S BAY 

 

The Directorate: Pollution and Chemicals Management (D: PCM) acknowledges receipt of the Draft Basic 

Assessment Report (DBAR) on 12 September 2024. Please find comment from the D: PCM as follows: 

 

1. With reference to pump station 1 (PS1) and associated emergency storage tank and sump, it is 

mentioned on page 15 of 119 of the DBAR that “All the access points will be covered by removable 

precast concrete panels or hinged access covers. These covers are designed to minimize the airflow in 

and out to reduce odour issues. Access manholes will be provided for entry. The access cover will be 

too heavy for a single person to open and will require mechanical hoisting to reduce the possibility of 

unplanned entry.” In addition to these access points restricting unauthorized access and controlling 

odour, they should also be designed to restrict seawater ingress during high tides, spring tides or storm 

surges caused by extreme weather events.  

2. In addition to the above, the D: PCM recommends that backup generator/s at PS1 also be protected 

against extreme ocean tidal or storm surge events, to prevent diesel spillages from generator fuel tanks.   

http://www.westerncape.gov.za/
mailto:luanne@sescc.net.co.za
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3. Where backup generators housing diesel fuel tanks are situated on or next to the beachfront, 

appropriate design measures (i.e. bunds) should be incorporated to prevent diesel spillages from 

occurring during re-fueling events. Such measures should be incorporated during the upgrading of PS1. 

4. The following general recommendations are provided to prevent and manage the potential 

contamination emanating from the site during the construction, operational and decommissioning 

phases and should be incorporated into the Environmental Management Programme (EMPr): 

4.1. The responsible management of hazardous chemicals should be practiced at all times and storage 

or handling of chemicals must not take place within close proximity of the beach area/littoral zone. 

4.2. The refuelling and/or repair of heavy earth moving vehicles should not take place within the beach 

area and should be conducted within a dedicated impervious area on site.  

4.3. All heavy earth-moving and transport vehicles must be in good working condition with no leaking 

hydrocarbon fuel, fluids or lubricant emanating from these vehicles.  

4.4. The storage of hazardous substances (i.e. petrol, diesel, and lubricants etc.) should be located on 

impervious bases within bunds (to accommodate 110% of the volume) to contain any fugitive 

spillages and/or leakages. 

4.5. No discharge of effluents or the wash water from cement batching areas should be allowed to 

enter the littoral zone/beach area. Runoff must be strictly controlled in the vicinity of any cement 

batching areas.  

 

Please direct any enquiries to Gunther Frantz should you require clarity on the comments provided.  

 

The Department reserves the right to revise or withdraw comments or request further information based on 

any information received. 

 

Yours faithfully, 

 

 

pp.      

MS NATASHA DAVIS-WOLMARANS 

DIRECTOR: POLLUTION AND CHEMICALS MANAGEMENT 

 

CC: Dorien Werth (DEA&DP – Directorate: Development Management (Region 3)) 

            Email: Dorien.Werth@westerncape.gov.za   

 

 

Arabel 
McClelland

Digitally signed by 
Arabel McClelland 
Date: 2024.10.19 
00:41:21 +02'00'

http://www.westerncape.gov.za/
mailto:Dorien.Werth@westerncape.gov.za


Our Ref: HM/ EDEN / GEORGE / HEROLDS BAY / RE FARM 236 BRAKFONTEIN,  
FARM 10/236 BRAKFONTEIN, RE FARM 237, ERF 116, ERF 113, 
REMAINDER OF 95, PORTION 37 OF FARM 236, PORTION 35 OF FARM 236 
AND PORTION 36 OF FARM 236 

Case No: HWC24041004SB0410 
Enquiries: Stephanie Barnardt 

E-mail: Stephanie.Barnardt@westerncape.gov.za 
Tel: 021 829 3315 

Applicant: George Municipality 
E-mail: mgeyer@george.gov.za;  Jkoegelenberg@george.gov.za;  and peter@carm.co.za

NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP: THE PROPOSED UPGRADING OF THE HEROLD’S BAY PUMP STATION AND 
ASSOCIATED RISING MAIN AS WELL AS THE DEVELOPMENT OF NEW ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE, ON RE FARM 236 
BRAKFONTEIN, FARM 10/236 BRAKFONTEIN, RE FARM 237, ERF 116, ERF 113, REMAINDER OF 95, PORTION 37 OF FARM 
236, PORTION 35 OF FARM 236 AND PORTION 36 OF FARM 236, HEROLD’S BAY, GEORGE, SUBMITTED IN TERMS OF 
SECTION 38(1) OF THE NATIONAL HERITAGE RESOURCES ACT (ACT 25 OF 1999) 

The matter above has reference. 

Heritage Western Cape is in receipt of the above matter received. This matter was discussed at the Heritage 
Officers meeting held on 22 April 2024  

You are hereby notified that, since there is no reason to believe that the proposed upgrading of the Herold’s Bay 
Pump Station and Associated Rising Main As Well As The Development Of New Associated Infrastructure, On Re 
Farm 236 Brakfontein, Farm 10/236 Brakfontein, Re Farm 237, Erf 116, Erf 113, Remainder Of 95, Portion 37 Of Farm 
236, Portion 35 Of Farm 236 And Portion 36 Of Farm 236, Herold’s Bay, George will impact on heritage resources, 
no further action under Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999) is required. HWC 
Chance Find Producer to be included in the environmental authorization.  

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. 

…………………………………… 
Waseefa Dhansay 
Assistant Director: Professional Services 

RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP: FINAL 
In terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999) and the Western Cape 

Provincial Gazette 6061, Notice 298 of 2003 
 

mailto:mgeyer@george.gov.za
mailto:Jkoegelenberg@george.gov.za
mailto:peter@carm.co.za


    



   



   

   

   

 



   



   



  



    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Comment from Ken Field. 

Part 1 of 3. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Part 2 of 3. 
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