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COMMENTS AND REPONSE TABLE ON THE BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AND ASSOCIATED 

INFRASTRUCTURE ON A PORTION OF ERF 8270 AND A PORTION OF PORTION 4 OF FARM ONGEGUND NO. 132, VREDENBURG.  

SEC REFERENCE NUMBER: 023089 

DEAD&DP REFERENCE NUMBER: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F4/23/3220/23 

Pre-Application BAR 

ISSUE RAISED BY WHOM (CASE 

OFFICER/DEPARTMENT) 

DATE OF 

COMMENT 

ISSUES RAISED/COMMENTS PROJECT TEAM RESPONSE 

John Geeringh - ESKOM 17-04-2025 TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

 

Eskom requirements for work in or near Eskom 

servitudes. 

 

1. Eskom’s rights and services must be 

acknowledged and respected at all times. 

 

2. Eskom shall at all times retain unobstructed access 

to and egress from its servitudes. 

 

3. Eskom’s consent does not relieve the developer 

from obtaining the necessary statutory, landowner 

or municipal approvals. 

 

4. Any cost incurred by Eskom as a result of non-

compliance to any relevant environmental 

legislation will be charged to the developer. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Noted 

 

 

2. Noted 

 

 

3. Noted 

 

 

 

4. Noted 
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5. If Eskom has to incur any expenditure to comply 

with statutory clearances or other regulations as a 

result of the developer’s activities or because of the 

presence of his equipment or installation within the 

servitude restriction area, the developer shall pay 

such costs to Eskom on demand. 

 

6. The use of explosives of any type within 500 metres 

of Eskom’s services shall only occur with Eskom’s 

previous written permission. If such permission is 

granted the developer must give at least fourteen 

working days prior notice of the commencement of 

blasting. This allows time for arrangements to be 

made for supervision and/or precautionary 

instructions to be issued in terms of the blasting 

process. It is advisable to make an application 

separately in this regard. 

 

7. Changes in ground level may not infringe statutory 

ground to conductor clearances or statutory 

visibility clearances. After any changes in ground 

level, the surface shall be rehabilitated and 

stabilised to prevent erosion. The measures taken 

shall be to Eskom’s satisfaction. 

 

8. Eskom shall not be liable for the death of or injury to 

any person or for the loss of or damage to any 

property whether as a result of the encroachment 

or of the use of the servitude area by the developer, 

his/her agent, contractors, employees, successors 

in title, and assignees. The developer indemnifies 

Eskom against loss, claims or damages including 

claims pertaining to consequential damages by 

 

5. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8. Noted 
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third parties and whether as a result of damage to 

or interruption of or interference with Eskom’s 

services or apparatus or otherwise. Eskom will not be 

held responsible for damage to the developer’s 

equipment. 

 

9. No mechanical equipment, including mechanical 

excavators or high lifting machinery, shall be used 

in the vicinity of Eskom’s apparatus and/or services, 

without prior written permission having been 

granted by Eskom.  If such permission is granted the 

developer must give at least seven working days’ 

notice prior to the commencement of work. This 

allows time for arrangements to be made for 

supervision and/or precautionary instructions to be 

issued by the relevant Eskom Manager. 

 

10. Note: Where and electrical outage is required, at 

least fourteen workdays are required to arrange it. 

 

11. Eskom’s rights and duties in the servitude shall be 

accepted as having prior right at all times and shall 

not be obstructed or interfered with.  

 

12. Under no circumstances shall rubble, earth or other 

material be dumped within the servitude restriction 

area. The developer shall maintain the area 

concerned to Eskom’s satisfaction. The developer 

shall be liable to Eskom for the cost of any remedial 

action which has to be carried out by Eskom. 

 

13. The clearances between Eskom’s live electrical 

equipment and the proposed construction work 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10. Noted 

 

 

11. Noted 

 

 

 

12. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

13. Noted 
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shall be observed as stipulated by Regulation 15 of 

the Electrical Machinery Regulations of the 

Occupational Health and Safety Act, 1993 (Act 85 

of 1993). 

 

14. Equipment shall be regarded electrically live and 

therefore dangerous at all times. 

 

15. In spite of the restrictions stipulated by Regulation 15 

of the Electrical Machinery Regulations of the 

Occupational Health and Safety Act, 1993 (Act 85 

of 1993), as an additional safety precaution, Eskom 

will not approve the erection of houses, or structures 

occupied or frequented by human beings, under 

the power lines or within the servitude restriction 

area. 

 

16. Eskom may stipulate any additional requirements to 

highlight any possible exposure to Customers or 

Public to coming into contact or be exposed to any 

dangers of Eskom plant. 

 

17. It is required of the developer to familiarise himself 

with all safety hazards related to Electrical plant. 

 

18. Any third party servitudes encroaching on Eskom 

servitudes shall be registered against Eskom’s title 

deed at the developer’s own cost.  If such a 

servitude is brought into being, its existence should 

be endorsed on the Eskom servitude deed 

concerned, while the third party’s servitude deed 

must also include the rights of the affected Eskom 

servitude. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

14. Noted 

 

 

15. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

16. Noted 

 

 

 

 

17. Noted 

 

 

 

18. Noted 
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Kraigen Govindasamy – DEAD&DP 15-05-2025 COMMENT ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BASIC 

ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED HOUSING 

DEVELOPMENT AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE ON 

A PORTION OF ERF 8270 AND A PORTION OF PORTION 

4 OF FARM ONGEGUND NO. 132, VREDENBURG. 

 

1. The Notice of Intent (“NOI”) dated 07 November 

2023 and received by this Department via 

electronic mail correspondence on 21 November 

2023, this Directorate’s correspondence dated 01 

December 2023, the additional information 

received by this Department via electronic mail 

correspondence on 23 January 2024, this 

Directorate’s acknowledgment thereof dated 02 

February 2024, this Directorate’s correspondence 

dated 19 February 2024, the pre-application BAR 

dated and received by this Directorate via 

electronic mail correspondence on 17 April 2025 

and this Directorate’s acknowledgement thereof 

dated 25 April 2025, refer.  

 

2. This letter serves as a comment on the pre-

application BAR by this Directorate.  

 

3. Comment on the pre-application BAR is as follows:  

 

3.1. Activity description  

 

3.1.1. The pre-application BAR indicates that 

the proposed development footprint will 

be approximately 7.2575ha in extent 

whereas the Site Development Plan 

(“SDP”) indicates that the development 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.1.1. The correct development footprint will 

be 8.2575ha, this has been amended in the 

BAR.  
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footprint will be approximately 8.2575ha. 

Confirmation of the correct development 

footprint is therefore required.  

 

3.1.1.1. Please note that in the event 

that the development footprint (as 

indicated on the SDP) is incorrect, 

an amended SDP must be provided.  

 

3.1.2. A detailed description of the proposed 

internal roads and road reserve (i.e. width 

and length) must be included in the 

activity description.  

 

3.2. Applicable listed activities 

 

3.2.1. In the absence of a detailed description 

of the proposed internal roads and road 

reserve, the applicability of Activity 24 of 

Listing Notice 1 of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended) cannot 

be confirmed at this stage. Further detail 

is therefore required.  

 

3.2.2. Page 16 of the pre-application BAR 

indicates that “It is unlikely that 1 hectare 

or more of indigenous vegetation will be 

removed as part of this development.” It 

is therefore unclear as to how Activity 27 

of Listing Notice 1 of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended) is 

triggered by the proposed development. 

 

 

 

 

 

3.1.1.1. Noted. The SDP indicated the correct 

development footprint size, and the BAR has 

been subsequently amended.  

 

 

3.1.2. The details of the internal roads and 

road reserve have been outlined in the 

project description and activity descriptions.   

 

 

 

 

3.2.1. The detailed description of the internal 

roads and road reserve has been included – 

Activity 24 of Listing Notice 1 will not be 

triggered by the proposed development.  

 

 

 

 

3.2.2. The BAR has been amended 

according to the amendments made by the 

specialist in the Plant Species Compliance 

Statement. As stated by the specialist, “The 

site is 99% covered with bare soil and grasses. 

The grasses could not be identified. Some 

sparse and scattered Tetragonia fruticose 

and Aizoon paniculatum shrubs were 

recorded on site. The vegetation on site 
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3.2.3. Based on the information provided in the 

pre-application BAR, this Directorate 

notes the proposed site has been 

previously used for agricultural purposes 

after 01 April 1998. Therefore, the 

proposed development will trigger 

Activity 28 of Listing Notice 1 of the NEMA 

EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended).  

 

3.2.4. Based on this Directorate’s 

correspondence dated 19 February 2024, 

it was advised that should the proposed 

site contain indigenous vegetation, the 

proposed development will trigger 

Activity 4 of Listing Notice 3 of the NEMA 

EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended). The 

aforementioned listed activity has not 

been included in the pre-application BAR 

and the pre-application BAR does not 

contain sufficient information to confirm 

the applicability of the aforementioned 

listed activity. You are therefore required 

to provide clarity in this regard.  

 

therefore does not consist of or represent 

Saldanha Flats Strandveld indigenous 

vegetation.” Activity 27 of Listing Notice 1 will 

therefore not be triggered due to the 

absence of indigenous vegetation on site.  

 

 

 

 

3.2.3.  Noted. This listed activity has been 

included under Section D – Applicable Listed 

Activities.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.2.4. Noted. This listed activity has been 

included under Section D – Applicable Listed 

Activities. As stated by the specialist, “The site 

is 99% covered with bare soil and grasses. The 

grasses could not be identified. Some sparse 

and scattered Tetragonia fruticose and 

Aizoon paniculatum shrubs were recorded 

on site. The vegetation on site therefore does 

not consist of or represent Saldanha Flats 

Strandveld indigenous vegetation.” Activity 

27 of Listing Notice 1 will therefore not be 

triggered due to the absence of indigenous 

vegetation on site. 
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3.2.5. According to the Plant Species 

Compliance Statement (compiled by 

Enviro-EAP (Pty) Ltd and dated January 

2024), the vegetation structures and 

species diversity associated with the 

Saldanha Flats Strandveld vegetation 

type is not present on the proposed site. It 

is therefore unclear as to whether Activity 

12 of Listing Notice 3 of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended) will be 

triggered. Further clarification is therefore 

required.  

 

 

 

 

3.3. Site Sensitivity Verification Report (“SSVR”) 

(compiled by Sillito Environmental Consulting 

and dated January 2025):  

 

3.3.1. The SSVR refers to the pre-application BAR 

as the post-application draft BAR. Please 

correct this error.  

 

3.3.2. The SSVR does not include Activity 27 of 

Listing Notice 1 of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended). Please 

ensure that the relevant listed activities 

are included in the SSVR.  

 

3.3.3. The SSVR refers to the Screening Report 

dated 20 October 2023. Please correct 

this error.  

3.2.5. The BAR has been amended 

according to the amendments made by the 

specialist in the Plant Species Compliance 

Statement. As stated by the specialist, “The 

site is 99% covered with bare soil and grasses. 

The grasses could not be identified. Some 

sparse and scattered Tetragonia fruticose 

and Aizoon paniculatum shrubs were 

recorded on site. The vegetation on site 

therefore does not consist of or represent 

Saldanha Flats Strandveld indigenous 

vegetation.” Activity 12 of Listing Notice 3 will 

therefore not be triggered due to the 

absence of indigenous vegetation on site. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.3.1. Corrected.  

 

 

 

3.3.2. Noted. All Activities listed as triggered in 

the Post-Application BAR have been 

included in the SSVR. 

 

 

 

3.3.3. Corrected in the SSVR.  
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3.4. Specialist Inputs  

 

3.4.1. Plant Species Compliance Statement 

(dated January 2024):  

 

3.4.1.1. The Plant Species Compliance 

Statement must be amended to 

indicate what vegetation type is 

present on the site and whether the 

vegetation occurring on site meets 

the definition of indigenous 

vegetation as defined in the NEMA 

EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended) 

(i.e. “vegetation consisting of 

indigenous plant species occurring 

naturally in an area, regardless of 

the level of alien infestation and 

where the topsoil has not been 

lawfully disturbed during the 

preceding ten years”).  

 

3.4.1.2. The extent of indigenous 

vegetation and the classification of 

the type of ecosystem of the 

indigenous vegetation (where 

applicable) that will potentially be 

impacted by the proposed 

development must be provided.  

 

3.4.2. Visual Impact Assessment (“VIA”) 

(compiled by New World Associated Las 

and dated 01 April 2025):  

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.4.1.1. The Plant Species Compliance 

Statement has been amended and the 

specialist states, “The site is 99% covered with 

bare soil and grasses. The grasses could not 

be identified. Some sparse and scattered 

Tetragonia fruticose and Aizoon paniculatum 

shrubs were recorded on site. The vegetation 

on site therefore does not consist of or 

represent Saldanha Flats Strandveld 

indigenous vegetation.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.4.1.2. Noted. Please refer to Point 3.4.1.1. 

(Above). 
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3.4.2.1. This Directorate notes that the 

recommendations of the specialist 

will be implementation where 

possible. In the event that the 

recommendations (i.e. tree planting, 

green corridors, retention of existing 

vegetation and vertical greening) 

are not possible, the significance 

rating of the potential visual impacts 

must be reported on. In addition, an 

indication as to whether the 

potential visual impacts (in the event 

that the recommendations are not 

possible) are acceptable from a 

visual perspective must be provided.  

 

3.4.3. The Motivational Report: Revision 1 

(compiled by CK Rumboll and dated 

February 2025) attached as Appendix K 

of the pre-application BAR states that “A 

Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) was done 

by UDS Development Solutions and 

attached as Annexure I”. Please ensure 

that a copy of the aforementioned Traffic 

Impact Assessment is included in the BAR.  

 

3.4.4. Section 7.5 of the Geotechnical 

Investigation Report (compiled by Casper 

Badenhorst dated 23 January 2024) states 

that “Most sidewalls collapsed, while 

some remained stable. Excavations on 

site needs to be battered or protected to 

 

3.4.2.1. This has been included in the 

specialist’s report under the PLOMP rating 

which both includes and excludes mitigation 

measures.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.4.3. Noted. The TIA has been amended to 

the Post-Application BAR submission folder 

under Appendix G8.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.4.4. The specialist’s report has been 

amended by updating section 8.5 to 

correctly indicate that the sidewalls 

collapsed during the site investigation. 
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avoid injuries during construction” 

whereas section 8.5 of the Geotechnical 

Investigation Report states that 

“Excavations were all stable and no side 

walls collapsed”. Clarity is therefore 

required.  

 

3.5. Need and Desirability  

 

3.5.1. The pre-application BAR indicates that 

there is no Environmental Management 

Framework (“EMF”) applicable to the 

proposed site. Please note that the EMF 

for the Greater Saldanha Area (2021) is 

applicable and must be considered and 

reported on in the BAR.  

 

3.5.2. In addition, the pre-application BAR refers 

to the Provincial Spatial Development 

Framework (“PSDF”) (2009). Please ensure 

that the latest PSDF and related planning 

policies and guidelines are referred to in 

the BAR.  

 

3.6. Alternatives  

 

3.6.1. This Directorate notes that the Animal 

Species Compliance Statement 

(compiled by Enviro-EAP (Pty) Ltd and 

dated December 2023), the Plant Species 

Compliance Statement (dated January 

2024) and the Terrestrial Biodiversity 

Compliance Statement (compiled by 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.5.1. Noted. The EMF for the Greater 

Saldanha Area has been incorporated into 

the BAR. 

 

 

 

 

 

3.5.2. Noted. The 2014 Provincial Spatial 

Development Framework (PSDF”) has been 

incorporated into the BAR.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.6.1. Noted. The specialist has amended his 

reports to depict the correct proposed 

development description. 
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Enviro-EAP (Pty) Ltd and dated December 

2023) describe the proposed 

development as a “low-income housing 

development consisting of approximately 

600 residential erven and associated road 

and service infrastructure”. However, an 

alternative related to the proposed 

development of 600 residential erven has 

not been described in the pre-application 

BAR. Please provide a description of the 

relevant alternative and provide reasons 

as to why the alternative is not deemed 

the Preferred Alternative.  

 

3.6.2. The pre-application BAR states that no 

layout alternatives were considered. 

However, Section H.1.3 indicates that 

several revisions to the SDP were 

undertaken. Clarity is therefore required in 

respect of whether other layout 

alternatives were considered.  

 

3.6.3. This Directorate notes that the preferred 

layout depicts residential erven on the 

edge of the site and toward 

undeveloped land. An indication as to 

how the preferred layout limits urban 

sprawl must be provided.  

 

3.7. BAR considerations  

 

3.7.1. Section G of the pre-application BAR 

indicates that a groundwater specialist 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.6.2. Only the proposed layout was 

considered – the SDP was revised to ensure 

the correct layout was depicted and was 

finalised once all parties were satisfied with 

the proposed representation of the 

development.  

 

 

3.6.3. Noted. Impact measures to limit urban 

sprawl has been included in the BAR. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.7.1. Noted. The findings of the 

Geotechnical study completed have been 

included under Section G.  
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study was undertaken, but no further 

reference to such study is provided. 

Clarity is therefore required.  

 

3.7.2. Section 6 of the pre-application BAR (i.e. 

Protocols) is incomplete and does not 

explain how the proposed development 

complies with the requirements of the 

Protocols. Please complete section 6 

accordingly.  

 

 

3.8. Confirmation of services  

 

3.8.1. This Directorate notes that confirmation of 

750kVA of electricity supply has been 

confirmed by the Saldanha Bay 

Municipality (in their correspondence 

dated 06 August 2024) and is available 

until 30 June 2025. Please note that an 

updated confirmation of the electricity 

supply for the number of residential erven 

proposed must be included in the BAR.  

 

3.8.2. This Directorate notes that confirmation of 

solid waste management services in 

respect of the proposed development 

has been provided by the Saldanha Bay 

Municipality (in their correspondence 

date 14 August 2024).  

 

3.8.3. Be advised that confirmation of services 

for water supply, stormwater 

 

 

 

 

3.7.2. This has been completed and updated 

in the BAR.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.8.1. This has been updated and amended 

to the BAR under Appendix E16.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.8.2. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.8.3. At present, there are bulk upgrades 

required for this development which is 
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management and sewage treatment 

and disposal must be obtained and 

included in the BAR.  

 

 

 

3.9. Public Participation  

 

3.9.1. Kindly note that the correct contact 

person for this Department’s Directorate: 

Waste Management is Mr. Saliem Haider. 

Accordingly, all waste management 

queries must be directed to 

Saliem.Haider@westerncape.gov.za.  

 

3.9.2. Section G of the pre-application BAR 

indicates that a NID was submitted to 

Heritage Western Cape (“HWC”) and 

further indicates that HWC confirmed that 

no further assessment is required. 

However, this Directorate notes that a 

copy of HWC’s response to the NID was 

not provided in the pre-application BAR. 

Be advised that a copy of HWC's 

correspondence must be included in the 

BAR.  

 

3.9.3. Please be reminded that comments from 

the Department of Water and Sanitation, 

the Western Cape Department of 

Agriculture and Cape Nature.  

 

 

captured in the SBM Water and Sewer 

Masterplan.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.9.1. Noted. This has been amended in the 

BAR and Registered I&AP Table.  

 

 

 

 

 

3.9.2.  Noted. HWC’s comment has been 

included under Appendix E1.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.9.3. Comments were requested from these 

Departments regarding the Pre-Application 

BAR. A follow-up email has been sent and 

comments on the Post-Application BAR will 

be requested.  
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3.9.4. Please be reminded that the Public 

Participation Process must fulfil the 

requirements outlined in Chapter 6 of the 

EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended), and 

must take into account any applicable 

guidelines published in terms of Section 

24J of the National Environmental 

Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 

1998), this Department’s Circular EADP 

0028/2014 on the “One Environmental 

Management System” and the EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended), as well 

as any other guidance provided by this 

Department.  

 

3.9.5. You are reminded that all comments 

received on the pre-application BAR must 

be adequately addressed, responded to 

and included in the BAR.  

 

3.10. Environmental Management 

Programme  

 

3.10.1. Maintenance management activities 

for the management of the open space 

areas must be included in the EMPr.  

 

3.10.2. Please be reminded that the contents 

of the EMPr must meet the requirements 

outlined in Section 24N of the NEMA (as 

amended) and Appendix 4 of the EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended). The 

 

 

3.9.4. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.9.5. Noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.10.1. Noted. This has been incorporated 

into the EMP under Section 10.  

 

 

 

3.10.2. Noted. 
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EMPr must address the potential 

environmental impacts of the activity 

throughout the project life cycle, 

including an assessment of the 

effectiveness of monitoring and 

management arrangements after 

implementation (auditing).  

 

3.10.3. All specialists’ recommendations must 

be included in the EMPr.  

 

 

 

 

3.11. General  

 

3.11.1. The site co-ordinates depicted in the 

pre-application BAR are incorrect. Be 

advised that the correct co-ordinates 

must be provided in the BAR.  

 

3.11.2. In addition to the above requirements, 

you must clearly show how the proposed 

development complies with the principles 

contained in Section 2 of the NEMA and 

must also show how the proposed 

development meets the requirements of 

sustainable development.  

 

3.11.3. You are hereby advised that the BAR 

must contain all the information outlined 

in Appendix 1 of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended), and 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.10.3. Noted. All specialist’s 

recommendations have been considered, 

and all specialist mitigation measures have 

been incorporated into the BAR.  

 

 

 

 

3.11.1. Noted. This has been amended in the 

BAR.  

 

 

 

3.11.2. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.11.3. Noted. 
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must also include the information 

requested in this letter. Omission of any of 

the said information may result in the 

refusal of Environmental Authorisation.  

 

 

4. This Directorate awaits the submission of 

application for environmental authorisation.  

 

5. Please note that the activity may not commence 

prior to obtaining an Environmental Authorisation. 

It is an offence for a person to commence with a 

listed activity unless the competent authority has 

granted an Environmental Authorisation for the 

undertaking of the activity.  

 

6. This Department reserves the right to revise or 

withdraw comments or request further information 

based on any information received. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4. Noted. 

 

 

5. Noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6. Noted. 

 

Ismat Adams – Cape Nature 20-05-2025 RE: THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF APROXIMATELY 

324 LOW INCOME HOMES IN VREDENBURG, SALDANHA 

BAY, SALDANHA BAY MUNICIPALITY, WESTERN CAPE 

 

1. Based on the botanical, terrestrial biodiversity and 

faunal compliance statements it is clear that the 

development site has been transformed and no 

longer contains representative Saldanha Flats 

Strandveld.  

 

2. The terrestrial biodiversity specialist indication of 

CBA objectives on the site is partially correct. The 

 

 

 

 

1. Noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Noted. 
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CBA and ESA mapped on site is associated with 

protection of Saldanha Flats Strandveld and 

watercourse protection. As demonstrated in the 

botanical, faunal, and terrestrial biodiversity 

compliance statements, the site is essentially highly 

degraded to transformed indicating that the 

management objectives for CBA and ESA on site 

have already been undermined.  

 

3. The botanical specialist has given an indication of 

the ecological condition of the site but has not 

indicated the existing vegetation on site. Other 

than the afore and abovementioned, the 

botanical, faunal and terrestrial biodiversity 

compliance statements are supported.  

 

4. The EAP is requested to complete and submit the 

attached forms to cba@capenature.co.za for 

CapeNature to keep record of potential 

discrepancies in CBA mapping. The relevant 

specialist assessments should also be attached 

with submission of the form.  

 

5. The freshwater specialist has identified a wetland 

feature about 120m from the site but not on the 

development site. The specialist should indicate 

the potential indirect impacts of the development 

on the wetland features and any required 

mitigation actions.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Noted. The Botanical Specialist has 

amended his reports to indicate the 

existing vegetation on site.  

 

 

 

 

4. The relevant specialist has committed 

to completing and submitting this 

report to Cape Nature. 

 

 

 

 

5. The freshwater specialist has 

amended his report to include the 

potential indirect impacts the 

development could have on wetland 

features as well as the proposed 

mitigation measures.  
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Post-Application BAR & Application Form 

ISSUE RAISED BY WHOM (CASE 

OFFICER/DEPARTMENT) 

DATE OF 

COMMENT 

ISSUES RAISED/COMMENTS PROJECT TEAM RESPONSE 

Vanessa Stoffels – WCG: Road Use 

Management 

25-07-2025 No proclaimed roads are directly affected by this 

proposal. Accordingly, this Branch offers no objection 

to the issuing of environmental authorisation. 

 

Noted 

Keagan-Leigh Adriaanse – 

DEAD&DP: Development 

Management (Region 1)  

28-07-2025  

1. The application form dated 30 June 2025, and the 

draft Basic Assessment Report dated June 2025 

and received by this Directorate via electronic 

mail correspondence on 17 July 2025, refers.  

 

2. This letter serves as an acknowledgement of 

receipt of the aforementioned documents by this 

Directorate.  

 

3. Activity description  

 

3.1. A detailed description of the proposed 

associated service infrastructure must be 

provided.  

 

 

 

 

4. Applicable listed activities  

 

 

1. Noted 

 

 

 

 

2. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

3.1. This has been provided under Appendix 

E16 which includes the preliminary design 

report for the proposed upgrades to the 

internal services infrastructure.  
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4.1. Since the proposed site is zoned agriculture 

and is not serviced, the proposed site is 

considered to be outside an urban area. The 

following listed activities may be applicable:  

 

4.1.1. Activities 9 and 10 of Listing Notice 1 of 

the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014 (as 

amended).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4.2. You are reminded that only those activities 

applied for will be considered for 

authorisation. The onus is on the applicant to 

ensure that all of the applicable listed 

activities are applied for and assessed as part 

of the EIA process. Failure to include any 

applicable listed activities may invalidate the 

application.  

 

5. Screening Report, Protocols and Specialist 

Assessments  

 

4.1. Noted 

 

 

 

 

4.1.1. The proposed internal upgrades 

associated with the residential development 

will remain below the legislated thresholds of 

Activities 9 and 10 of Listing Notice 1 and will 

be confined to the road reserve to be 

established. The recommended upgrades to 

the bulk service infrastructure do not form 

part of this application. The Saldanha Bay 

Municipality will be responsible for 

undertaking a separate Basic Assessment 

application, if required. 

 

 

 

4.2. Noted 
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5.1. This Directorate notes that a Screening Report 

(dated 17 February 2025) has been submitted 

as part of the application form.  

 

5.2. Based on the aforementioned Screening 

Report (dated 17 February 2025), it is noted 

that the proposed site is located within a 

medium sensitivity area from an agricultural 

perspective, a low sensitivity area from an 

animal species perspective, a low sensitivity 

area from an aquatic biodiversity perspective, 

a low sensitivity area from an archaeological 

and cultural heritage perspective, a high 

sensitivity area from a civil aviation 

perspective, a medium sensitivity area from a 

defence perspective, a very high sensitivity 

area from a palaeontology perspective, a 

medium sensitivity area from a plant species 

perspective and a very high sensitivity area 

from a terrestrial biodiversity perspective.  

 

5.3. In addition, the Screening Report further 

identified the following specialist studies to be 

undertaken:  

 

5.3.1. A Landscape/ Visual Impact Assessment;  

5.3.2. An Agricultural Impact Assessment;  

5.3.3. An Archaeological and Cultural Heritage 

Impact Assessment;  

5.3.4. A Palaeontology Impact Assessment;  

5.3.5. A Terrestrial Biodiversity Impact 

Assessment;  

5.1. Noted 

 

 

 

5.2. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.3. Noted 

 

 

 

5.3.1. Noted 

5.3.2. Noted 

5.3.3. Noted 

 

5.3.4. Noted 

5.3.5. Noted 

 

5.3.6. Noted 
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5.3.6. An Aquatic Biodiversity Impact 

Assessment;  

5.3.7. A Hydrology Assessment;  

5.3.8. A Socio-Economic Assessment;  

5.3.9. A Plant Species Assessment; and,  

5.3.10. An Animal Species Assessment.  

 

5.4. This Directorate notes that a Site Sensitivity 

Verification Report (“SSVR”) (dated June 2025) 

has been submitted as part of the application 

form on 17 July 2025.  

 

5.5. This Directorate notes that a Geotechnical 

Assessment, Traffic Impact Assessment, Visual 

Impact Assessment, Agricultural Compliance 

Statement, Aquatic Biodiversity Assessment, 

Terrestrial Biodiversity Compliance Statement, 

Plant Species Compliance Statement and 

Animal Species Compliance Statement have 

been conducted and were included with the 

application form. Please be advised that 

copies of the above specialist studies must be 

included in the BAR.  

 

5.6. Please note that where a specialist assessment 

is required, but no specific environmental 

theme protocol has been prescribed, the level 

of assessment must be based on the findings 

of the SSVR and must comply with Appendix 6 

of the EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended).  

 

6. Exemptions  

 

5.3.7. Noted 

5.3.8. Noted 

5.3.9. Noted 

5.3.10. Noted 

 

 

 

5.4. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

5.5. Noted – these specialist studies 

have all been included in the 

BAR. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5.6. Noted 
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6.1. It is evident that you do not intend to apply for 

exemption from any provisions contained in 

the NEMA or the EIA Regulations, 2014 (as 

amended).  

 

7. Content of a Basic Assessment Report (“BAR”)  

 

7.1. You are referred to Appendix 1 of the NEMA 

EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended) for the 

requirements with respect to the ‘Content of 

basic assessment reports’.  

 

8. Alternatives 

 

8.1. Be advised that in terms of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended) and the 

NEMA the investigation of alternatives is 

mandatory. All alternatives identified must 

therefore be investigated to determine if they 

are feasible and reasonable. In this regard it 

must be noted that the Department may 

grant authorisation for an alternative as if it 

has been applied for or may grant 

authorisation in respect of all or part of the 

activity applied for as specified in Regulation 

20 of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014 (as 

amended). Alternatives are not limited to 

activity alternatives, but include layout 

alternatives, design, activity, operational and 

technology alternatives. Every EIA process 

must therefore identify and investigate 

alternatives, with feasible and reasonable 

alternatives to be comparatively assessed.  

6.1. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

7.1. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

8.1. Noted 
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8.2. If, however, after having identified and 

investigated alternatives, no feasible and 

reasonable alternatives were found, no 

comparative assessment of alternatives, 

beyond the comparative assessment of the 

preferred alternative and the “no-go” 

alternative, is required during the assessment. 

What would, however, be required in this 

instance is that proof of the investigation 

undertaken and motivation indicating that no 

reasonable or feasible alternatives other than 

the preferred and the “no-go” alternatives 

exist must be provided to the Directorate. 

 

9. Public Participation  

 

9.1. Heritage Western Cape’s (“HWC’s”) response 

to the Notice of Intent to Develop only refers 

to Portion 4 of Farm No. 132, Vredenburg and 

not a portion of Erf 8270, Vredenburg. Please 

obtain a revised comment from HWC in this 

regard.  

 

9.2. Please be advised that the requirements of 

the Public Participation Process (“PPP”) are 

specified in Regulation 41(2) of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended).  

 

9.3. The BAR must be made available to the 

Interested and Affected Parties (“I&APs”), 

including all the relevant State Departments 

that administer laws relating to a matter 

 

8.2. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9.1. This has been amended under Appendix 

E1.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

9.2. Noted. 

 

 

 

 

9.3. Noted.  
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affecting the environment, for comment for a 

period of 30 days. The applicant/EAP is 

required to inform this Directorate in writing 

upon submission of the report to the relevant 

State Departments. This Directorate notes that 

a copy of the draft BAR has been provided to 

this Directorate for commenting purposes.  

 

9.4. Please note that all proof of having 

conducted the Public Participation Process in 

terms of Chapter 6 of the Environmental 

Impact Assessment (“EIA”) Regulations, 2014 

(as amended) must be supplied to this 

Department.  

 

9.5. Please be reminded that the Public 

Participation Process must fulfil the 

requirements outlined in Chapter 6 of the EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended), and must 

take into account any applicable guidelines 

published in terms of Section 24J of the 

National Environmental Management Act, 

1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998), this Department’s 

Circular EADP 0028/2014 on the “One 

Environmental Management System” and the 

EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended), as well as 

any other guidance provided by this 

Department.  

 

10. Guidelines  

 

10.1. When undertaking the EIA process, the 

EAP must take into account all applicable 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9.4. Noted. All proof of public participation 

conducted has been included in the BAR. 

 

 

 

 

 

9.5. Noted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10.1. Noted – these guidelines have been 

utilised throughout the projects lifecycle to 

inform the EIA process.  
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guidelines, including the guidelines developed 

by this Department. These can be 

downloaded from the Department's website 

(http http://www.westerncape.gov.za/eadp). 

In particular, the guidelines that may be 

applicable to the proposed development 

include, inter alia, the following:  

 

 Guideline for Environmental Management 

Plans.  

 Guideline on Alternatives.  

 Guideline on Need and Desirability. 

  

11. Need and Desirability  

 

11.1. In terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 

2014 (as amended), when considering an 

application, the Directorate must take into 

account a number of specific considerations 

including, inter alia, the need for and 

desirability of any proposed development. As 

such, the need for and desirability of the 

proposed activity must be considered and 

reported on in the BAR. The BAR must reflect 

how the strategic context of the site in relation 

to the broader surrounding area, has been 

considered in addressing need and 

desirability.  

 

12. Environmental Management Programme (“EMPr”) 

 

12.1. In accordance with Section 24N of the 

NEMA and Regulation 19 of the NEMA EIA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.1. Noted – the Need and Desirability of the 

proposed development has been outlined 

under Appendix K and within Section E of the 

BAR. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12.1. Noted. The EMPr has been included as 

Appendix H. 
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Regulations, 2014 (as amended) the 

Directorate requires the submission of an EMPr. 

The contents of such an EMPr must meet the 

requirements outlined in Section 24N of the 

NEMA (as amended) and Appendix 4 of the 

NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended). 

The EMPr must address the potential 

environmental impacts of the activity 

throughout the project life cycle, including an 

assessment of the effectiveness of monitoring 

and management arrangements after 

implementation (auditing). The EMPr must be 

submitted together with the BAR.  

 

13. Social and Gender Considerations  

 

13.1. You are reminded that the social 

context of the proposed development must 

always be considered. This includes the 

impact that the development proposal may 

have on the prevalence of HIV/AIDS, sexually 

transmitted infections (“STI”) and Tuberculosis 

(“TB”), as well as equity and gender related 

concerns.  

 

14. General  

 

14.1. In addition to the above requirements, 

you must clearly show how the proposed 

development complies with the principles 

contained in Section 2 of the NEMA and must 

also show how the proposed development 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

13.1. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

14.1. Noted.  
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meets the requirements of sustainable 

development.  

 

14.2. In accordance with Regulation 19(1) of 

the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014 (as 

amended), the final BAR must be submitted 

within 90 days of receipt of the application by 

the Department, calculated from 17 July 2025. 

Further note, in terms of Regulation 45 of the 

NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended), an 

application in terms of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended) lapses and 

the competent authority will deem the 

application as having lapsed, if the applicant 

fails to meet any of the timeframes prescribed 

in terms of these Regulations, unless extension 

has been granted in terms of Regulation 3(7).  

 

14.3. Please note that the activity may not 

commence prior to obtaining an 

Environmental Authorisation. It is an offence 

for a person to commence with a listed 

activity unless the competent authority has 

granted an Environmental Authorisation for 

the undertaking of the activity.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

14.2. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

14.3. Noted 

 

 

Keagan-Leigh Adriaanse – 

DEAD&DP: Development 

Management (Region 1)  

18-08-2025  

1. The application form dated 30 June 2025 and the 

draft Basic Assessment Report (“BAR”) dated June 

2025 and received by this Directorate via 

electronic mail correspondence on 17 July 2025 

 

1. Noted. 
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and this Directorate’s correspondence dated 28 

July 2025, refer.  

 

2. Comment on the draft BAR is as follows:  

 

2.1. Activity description  

 

2.1.1. The comments and responses report 

indicates that the proposed development 

footprint will be approximately 8.2575ha in 

extent. However, the Site Development 

Plan (“SDP”) still reflects the proposed 

development footprint as 7.2575ha. It is 

therefore re-iterated that the 

development footprint as depicted on 

the SDP is amended accordingly. 

 

2.2. Applicable listed activities  

 

2.2.1. This Directorate notes that according to 

the Plant Species Compliance Statement 

(compiled by Enviro-EAP (Pty) Ltd and 

dated May 2025), the proposed site does 

not contain indigenous vegetation. As 

such, the following listed activities are not 

triggered by the proposed development: 

 

2.2.1.1. Activities 24 and 27 of Listing 

Notice 1 of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended); 

and  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.1.1 The SDP has been amended under 

Appendix B1 to reflect the correct footprint 

size of 8.2575Ha.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.2.1.1. Noted.  
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2.2.1.2. Activities 4 and 12 of Listing 

Notice 3 of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended).  

 

2.2.2.  Be advised that the listed activities not 

triggered by the proposed development 

must be excluded from the BAR.  

 

2.2.3. You are further reminded that only those 

activities applied for will be considered for 

authorisation. The onus is on the applicant 

to ensure that all of the applicable listed 

activities are applied for and assessed as 

part of the EIA process. Failure to include 

any applicable listed activities may 

invalidate the application.  

 

 

2.3. Need and Desirability 

 

2.3.1. Page 19 of the draft BAR indicates “The 

following PSDF’s key transitions are 

complied with by the proposed 

development of St Helena Bay:” Please 

correct this error.  

 

2.3.2. The draft BAR refers to the Provincial 

Spatial Development Framework (“PSDF”) 

(2009). Please ensure that the latest PSDF 

and related planning policies and 

guidelines, inclusive of the dates, are 

referred to in the BAR.  

 

2.2.1.2. Noted.  

 

 

 

2.2.2. Noted – these listed activities 

have been removed from the 

BAR.  

 

2.2.3. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.3.1. Noted – this section has been 

amended in the BAR.  

 

 

 

 

2.3.2. Noted. The 2014 Provincial SDF has 

been considered and included in the BAR.  
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2.4. Specialist Inputs 

 

2.4.1. Aquatic Biodiversity Compliance 

Statement (compiled by Enviro-EAP (Pty) 

Ltd and dated May 2025):  

 

2.4.1.1. Based on the “Procedures for 

the Assessment and Minimum 

Criteria for Reporting on identified 

Environmental Themes in terms of 

Section 24(5) (a) and (h) and 44 of 

the National Environmental 

Management Act, 1998, when 

applying for Environmental 

Authorisation” (“the Protocols”) 

(Government Notice No. 320 as 

published in Government Gazette 

No. 43110 on 20 March 2020, which 

came into effect on 09 May 2020 

and Government Notice No. 1150 as 

published in Government Gazette 

No. 43855 on 30 October 2020, 

which came into effect on the same 

date), the protocols require that an 

aquatic biodiversity compliance 

statement must be prepared by a 

suitably qualified specialist registered 

with SACNASP, with expertise in the 

field of aquatic sciences. This 

Directorate notes that the specialist 

is registered with SACNASP in the 

field of Ecology. Furthermore, it is 

noted that the specialist is registered 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.4.1.1. Noted – the specialist’s expertise has 

been attached under Appendix G9. 
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as a candidate scientist in the field 

of aquatic science and 

conservation science. It is unclear as 

to whether the specialist has 

expertise within the field of aquatic 

sciences to compile the 

aforementioned compliance 

statement. Clarity is therefore 

required in this regard.  

 

2.4.1.2. It is unclear as to why an 

Aquatic Biodiversity Compliance 

Statement was undertaken as the 

proposed site contains no aquatic 

resources. Clarity is therefore 

required.  

 

2.4.1.3. This Directorate notes that there 

is a 2-year gap between when the 

site visit was conducted and when 

the report was compiled. It is unclear 

as why the site was not recently 

visited as it appears that the need 

for an Aquatic Biodiversity 

Compliance Statement was 

required after the site visit was 

conducted in December 2023. 

Clarity is therefore required.  

 

2.4.1.4. The “description of the 

assumptions made and any 

uncertainties or gaps in knowledge 

or data” as presented in the Aquatic 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.4.1.2. An Aquatic Biodiversity Compliance 

Statement was compiled to confirm there 

are no NFEPA Wetlands present on site and 

to assess the state of the NFEPA wetland 

120m Northwest of the proposed site.  

 

 

 

2.4.1.3. The site visit was carried out on the 6th 

of December 2023, and the Aquatic 

Biodiversity Compliance Statement was 

provided in January 2024. Due to the minor 

amendments made by the specialist as part 

of the comments received on the Pre-

Application BAR – the reports date was 

updated.  

 

 

 

2.4.1.4. This has been amended in the 

specialist’s report attached as Appendix G2. 
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Biodiversity Compliance Statement 

refers to botanical information such 

as botanical species, timing of 

survey and accuracy of botanical 

findings. Please correct this error. 

 

2.4.1.5. This Directorate notes that the 

Aquatic Biodiversity Compliance 

Statement contains no findings or 

recommendations with respect to 

the potential impacts (both direct 

and indirect) on freshwater 

resources. The Aquatic Biodiversity 

Compliance Statement must 

therefore be revised to incorporate 

these aspects.  

 

2.4.2. Traffic Impact Assessment (“TIA”) 

(compiled by UDS dated 21 August 2024): 

 

2.4.2.1. This Directorate notes that the 

aforementioned TIA is based on 284 

residential units being developed. 

An updated Traffic Impact 

Assessment based on 325 residential 

units must be compiled and 

appended to the BAR.  

 

2.4.2.2. It is unclear as to which 

recommendations of the TIA will be 

implemented. Clarification is 

therefore required.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.4.1.5. This has been amended in the 

specialist’s report attached as Appendix G2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.4.2.1. The updated TIA has been provided 

under Appendix G8. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.4.2.2. This has been amended to Page 18 & 

Page 19 of the EMP. 
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2.4.3. You are reminded that where a specialist 

assessment is required, but no specific 

environmental theme protocol has been 

prescribed, the level of assessment must 

be based on the findings of the site 

sensitivity verification and must comply 

with Appendix 6 of the NEMA EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended).  

 

2.5. Confirmation of services  

 

2.5.1.  This Directorate notes that confirmation 

of 750kVA of electricity supply has been 

confirmed by the Saldanha Bay 

Municipality (in their correspondence 

dated 16 June 2025) for a total of 292 

erven and is available until 30 June 2026. 

Please note that a revised confirmation of 

the electricity supply for the total number 

of residential erven proposed must be 

included in the BAR.  

 

2.5.2.  This Directorate notes that confirmation 

of solid waste management services in 

respect of the proposed development 

has been provided by the Saldanha Bay 

Municipality (in their correspondence 

date 16 June 2025).  

 

2.5.3.  This Directorate notes that confirmation 

of sufficient, spare and unallocated Bulk 

Water and Sewer capacity to service 284 

residential erven has been provided by 

 

2.4.3. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.5.1. This has been amended to the Final 

BAR as Appendix E16. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.5.2. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.5.3. This has been updated by SBM under 

Appendix E16. 
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the Saldanha Bay Municipality (in their 

correspondence date 16 June 2025). 

Please note that an updated 

confirmation of sufficient, spare and 

unallocated Bulk Water and Sewer 

capacity for the total number of 

residential erven proposed must be 

included in the BAR.  

 

2.6. Public Participation  

 

2.6.1. Although proof of written notification 

letters via a site contact was included in 

the BAR, the BAR does not provide the 

following:  

 

2.6.1.1. A list of the neighbours that 

were notified.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.6.1.2. Confirmation from the site 

contact that the notices were hand 

delivered to the relevant neighbours.  

 

2.6.1.3. The list of registered Interested 

and Affected Parties does not 

include a list of neighbours.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.6.1.1. Neighbours were notified via a 

community representative from the church – 

this is due to the lack of postal addresses 

within the surrounding informal settlement 

and the high risk of having a representative 

from our team walk from door to door within 

the community.  

 

 

 

2.6.1.2. This has been amended to Appendix 

F3 of the Final BAR 

 

 

2.6.1.3. This is based on the fact that the 

community representative distributed the 

letters to those residing in the neighbouring 
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2.6.2.  Please be advised that the location and 

date that the site notice was placed must 

be provided in the BAR.  

 

2.6.3. Heritage Western Cape’s (“HWC’s”) 

correspondence only refers to Portion 4 of 

Farm No. 132, Vredenburg. Be advised 

that HWC’s comment on Erf 8270, 

Vredenburg must also be obtained.  

 

2.6.4. This Directorate notes that an undated 

correspondence titled “Eskom 

requirements for work in or near Eskom 

servitudes” has been included in the draft 

BAR.  

 

2.6.4.1. It is unclear as to whether the 

aforementioned correspondence 

has been provided by Eskom as the 

correspondence is not on Eskom’s 

letterhead.  

 

2.6.4.2. It is further unclear as to whether 

the aforementioned 

correspondence is related to the 

proposed development as the draft 

BAR does not indicate work to be 

area. Notification letters could not be 

distributed via the post office due to the 

absence of postal addresses within the 

community.  

 

 

2.6.2. This has been amended to the BAR 

under Appendix F5. 

 

 

2.6.3. This has been amended under 

Appendix E1 of the Final BAR.  

 

 

 

 

2.6.4. A copy of the email received from 

Eskom’s representative has been amended 

to Appendix E16.   

 

 

 

2.6.4.1. The email received detailing Eskom 

requirements has been amended to the BAR 

under Appendix E16. 

 

 

 

2.6.4.2. This correspondence was a standard 

notification issued in the event that the 

proposed development fell within or in 

proximity to the Eskom servitude. It is, 

however, confirmed that the proposed 
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undertaken in or near an Eskom 

servitude. Clarification is therefore 

required.  

 

2.6.5. Please be reminded that comments from 

the Department of Water and Sanitation 

and the Western Cape Department of 

Agriculture should be obtained.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.6.6.  Please be reminded that all proof of 

having conducted the Public 

Participation Process in terms of Chapter 6 

of the Environmental Impact Assessment 

(“EIA”) Regulations, 2014 (as amended) 

must be supplied to this Department. This 

includes proof of the placing of the 

newspaper advertisement, proof of the 

placing of site notices and proof of the 

notification and engagement with 

Interested and Affected Parties and must 

be included in the BAR.  

 

2.6.7. Please be reminded that the Public 

Participation Process must fulfil the 

requirements outlined in Chapter 6 of the 

EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended), and 

must take into account any applicable 

guidelines published in terms of Section 

development will not affect Eskom’s 

infrastructure or servitude in any way. 

 

 

2.6.5. Comments from the relevant 

Departments were requested as part of the 

public participation process undertaken for 

both the Pre-Application and Post-

Application BAR. A further attempt to obtain 

comments from these Departments was 

made on 21 August 2025. 

 

 

 

2.6.6. Noted. Proof of Public Participation has 

been attached as Appendix F.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.6.7. Noted.  
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24J of the National Environmental 

Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 

1998), this Department’s Circular EADP 

0028/2014 on the “One Environmental 

Management System” and the EIA 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended), as well 

as any other guidance provided by this 

Department.  

 

2.6.8. You are reminded that all comments 

received on the draft BAR must be 

included in the BAR and adequately 

addressed and responded to.  

 

2.7. Environmental Management Programme 

(“EMPr”) 

 

2.7.1. Please be reminded that the contents of 

the EMPr must meet the requirements 

outlined in Section 24N of the NEMA (as 

amended) and Appendix 4 of the NEMA 

EIA Regulations, 2014 (as amended). The 

EMPr must address the potential 

environmental impacts of the activity 

throughout the project life cycle, 

including an assessment of the 

effectiveness of monitoring and 

management arrangements after 

implementation (auditing).  

 

2.7.2. Be advised that the recommendations of 

the Geotechnical Investigation (compiled 

by Steyn-Wilson Laboratories and dated 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.6.8. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.7.1. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.7.2. This has been amended to Page 19 of 

the EMP. 
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29 May 2025) must be included in the 

EMPr.  

 

3. The BAR to be submitted to the competent 

authority for decision making must be submitted 

via email to this Directorate (i.e. 

DEADPEIAAdmin@westerncape.gov.za), with 

attached pdf versions of the report or, if too large 

to attach to an email, to be made available via 

an electronic link provided in the email that is 

accessible by the Directorate.  

 

4. Please note that the final BAR must be submitted 

within 90 days of receipt of the application by the 

Department, calculated from 17 July 2025. Should 

the final BAR not be submitted within this 

timeframe your application will lapse and a new 

application in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations, 

2014 (as amended) will need to be submitted to 

this Directorate if you wish to pursue the proposed 

development.  

 

5. 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.  

 

 

 

 

 

3. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5. Noted.  
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6. Please note that the activity may not commence 

prior to obtaining an Environmental Authorisation. 

It is an offence for a person to commence with a 

listed activity unless the competent authority has 

granted an Environmental Authorisation for the 

undertaking of the activity.  

 

7. Kindly quote the above-mentioned reference 

number in any future correspondence regarding 

this application.  

 

 

6. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

7. Noted.  

 

 

 

 

FINAL BAR 

ISSUE RAISED BY WHOM (CASE 

OFFICER/DEPARTMENT) 

DATE OF 

COMMENT 

ISSUES RAISED/COMMENTS PROJECT TEAM RESPONSE 

Keagan-leigh Adriaanse  03-10-2025 Dear Chantel, Jonathan and Norman, 

 

Herewith a brief summary of the meeting held earlier 

via MS Teams between a Norman van der Merwe, 

yourselves and officials of this Directorate as follows: 

 

1. This Directorate notes that the final BAR for the 

abovementioned project was submitted to this 

Directorate on 01 October 2025. 

2. Upon a check for completeness of the final 

BAR, this Directorate notes that the animal 

species compliance statement and the 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Noted. 

 

 

2. Noted.  
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aquatic biodiversity compliance statement 

was undertaken by a specialist who does not 

meet the requirements of the protocols. 

3. Based on the discussion, it is understood that a 

review of the aforementioned compliance 

statements will be required and that the BAR 

submitted to this Directorate on 01 October 

2025 cannot be considered as a final 

document for decision making. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Following engagement with the 

Directorate, Sillito Environmental 

Consulting consulted with the original 

specialist, Mr Nicolaas Hanekom, who 

agreed that the compliance 

statements should be reviewed by 

appropriately qualified specialists. A 

peer review of the Animal Species 

Compliance Statement was 

undertaken by Mr Jan Venter (Wildlife 

Conservation Decision Support), and 

all recommended amendments were 

incorporated into the revised Animal 

Species Compliance Statement. In 

addition, Enviro Swift was appointed 

to prepare an updated Aquatic 

Biodiversity Compliance Statement, 

which has been completed and 

included in the final submission 

documentation. The revised 

compliance statements have been 

updated to align with the applicable 

protocol requirements and form part 

of the amended BAR submitted for 

consideration. 
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In light of the above, the following options were 

proposed by this Directorate: 

 

1. A written notification for a 50 day extension 

may be provided to this Directorate (which is 

not the preferred way forward). 

2. A request for a Regulation 3(7) extension be 

submitted to this Directorate for consideration 

prior to the lapsing of the application on 17 

October 2025 (the preferred way forward). 

 

In addition, a retraction of the final BAR submitted to 

this Directorate on 01 October 2025 should be 

provided by the EAP in the event that a Regulation 

3(7) extension be the preferred way forward. 

 

Should any changes by required to the summary or 

way forward mentioned above, please reply to this 

email thread. 

 

 

 

 

1 & 2. A Reg 3(7) Extension was applied for 

and granted by the DEAD&DP. 

 


