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1 INTRODUCTION 

 

 

The City of Cape Town (CoCT), the proponent, is the holder of an environmental authorisation 

for an integrated development on Erf 29654 (formerly Portion 2 of the remainder of Farm No. 

451 and incorporating a Portion of Erf 1892) in Bardale, Blue Downs. The site is bound to the 

north by Fountain Village, to the west by Faure Klipfontein Road, and to the east by the Blue 

Downs Municipal Swimming Pool grounds. 

 

The proponent has an approved Environmental Authorisation which authorises the 

construction of single residential units, incremental houses, community facilities, public open 

spaces and two retention ponds. There are two wetlands located on the site, one in the 

northern portion of the site and the other towards the southern portion. Both wetlands are fed 

by groundwater and are heavily degraded due to activities such as dumping, excavation, 

grazing and loss of almost all indigenous vegetation. At the time of the previous study, the two 

wetlands were not identified and as such, not included in the study. The associated listed 

activity was not included in the application form to the Department of Environmental Affairs & 

Development Planning and therefore has not been authorised. The infilling of any material into 

the two aforementioned wetlands triggers Activity 19 of Listing Notice (GNR No. 327 of 2017) 

of the National Environmental Management: Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 

Regulations, as amended.  

 

A basic Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process is required in terms of the National 

Environmental Management Act (NEMA) [Act 107 of 1998], as amended, and the 2014 

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, as amended. Public participation is part 

of the EIA process and is legally required in terms of Chapter 6 of the NEMA: EIA Regulations, 

as amended.  

 

Meaningful and intentional public participation is a requirement of any environmental impact 

assessment process undertaken. Public Participation is a legal requirement in terms of 

Chapter 6 of the National Environmental Management Act (NEMA) [Act 107 of 1998]: 

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulations, as amended, to ensure public and 

stakeholder participation during the basic assessment process. Public participation provides 

an opportunity for Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) to obtain accurate and 

comprehendible information regarding the environmental impacts of the proposed activity and 

to provide comment or input into the environmental assessment. 

 

The intention of this public participation process (PPP) is to disclose information regarding the 

project and allow the public to comment on the project proposal, the assessment of all 

identified impacts and the mitigation measures suggested. Any concerns, comments, and/or 

suggestions from the public are recorded in a comments and responses table. A detailed 
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account of the process followed in complying with the requirements outlined in the 2014 EIA 

Regulations is provided in this report. This PPP report has been compiled to document the 

steps undertaken by the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP) to make the Basic 

Assessment Report (BAR) available for comment to all Interested and Affected Parties 

(I&APs), as well as relevant Organs of State. 
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2 FIRST PUBLIC CONSULTATION PROCESS 

 

 

The first public consultation process for the Basic Assessment Report (BAR) commenced on 

13 November 2020 and ended on 14 December 2020. In terms of Section 41 of the 2014 

NEMA: EIA Regulations, as amended, this PPP Report outlines what has been undertaken 

for the environmental process and consists of the following: 

 

• List of identified I&APs 

• Media notice 

• Site notices 

• Details of the availability of the BAR 

• Information Sheet (summary of the BAR) 

• Proof of distribution of Information Sheet to identified I&APs 

• Proof of distribution of the BAR to Organs of State 

• Comments received on the BAR 

• Comments and Responses Table documenting all queries, comments, and concerns 

raised by I&APs in the commenting period and addressed by the EAP and project 

team, where necessary. 

 

Physical copies of the information sheet were delivered to the Ward Councillor, as well as the 

community leaders on 13 November 2020 to disseminate to local residents. Additionally, an 

opportunity to comment via Whatsapp Messaging Services was availed as an additional 

method of communication. 

 

In accordance with the DEA&DP Directions in Government Notice No. 650 published on 05 

June 2020, a Public Participation Plan was submitted to DEA&DP detailing the public 

participation steps and additional measures proposed for the public participation processes. 

The Public Participation Plan was submitted to DEA&DP on 06 October 2020 and 

correspondence was received on 19 October 2020. The proof is provided below.  
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2.1 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS PLAN SUBMITTED TO DEA&DP  
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2.2 COMMENT RECEIVED ON PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN  
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2.3 LIST OF POTENTIAL INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTIES 

 

As required in terms of Regulation 42 of the 2014 National Environmental Management Act: 

Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, as amended, a register of Interested and 

Affected Parties (I&APs) was opened and maintained for this project. 

 

The list of potential I&APs comprised of the following: 

 

• All relevant Organs of State  

• Key I&APs such as adjacent landowners, the Ward Councillor for Ward 108 and any 

community leaders in the area 

• People who provided written or telephonic comments on the Basic Assessment Report 

(dated November 2020) 

 

The list of potential I&APs is provided below: 

 

Table 1: A table indicating the list of potential Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) that was opened and 

maintained for this project: 

Name Organisation or Nature of Interest 

Organs of State 

Rainer Chambeau 
Department of Environmental Affairs and 
Development Planning 

Azanne Van Wyk 
City of Cape Town: Environmental and Heritage 
Management 

Marius Wheeler CapeNature 

Nelisa Ndobeni / Mzukisi 
Noqhamza 

Department of Water and Sanitation 

Key Interested and Affected Parties: 

Thembisile Batembu Ward 108 Councillor 

Interested and Affected Parties 

Appollis Andre & Appollis Pearl 
Lenora 

Adjacent Landowner 

Blue Downs Municipal Swimming 
Pool 

Adjacent Landowner 

Arries John David Adjacent Landowner 

Alicia Fagan Adjacent Landowner 
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2.4 MEDIA NOTICE  

 

In compliance with Section 41(2)(c) of the 2014 EIA Regulations, a media notice was 

published in the Tygerburger (EersteRiver/Blue Downs), on 11 November 2020. The media 

notice provided the following details: 

 

• A brief description of the project 

• An outline of the applicable legislation 

• Notification that an electronic copy of the BAR was placed on The 

Environmental Partnership’s website (www.enviropart.co.za)  

• The commenting period within which to submit comments 

• Information on how to register as an I&AP 

• Contact details of the EAP 

 

Please see below for a copy of the media notice and proof of publication in TYGERBURGER.  

  

http://www.enviropart.co.za/
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2.4.1 COPY OF MEDIA NOTICE 

 

 

 

  



Page 18 of 117 

 

2.4.2 MEDIA NOTICE PUBLISHED IN THE TYGERBURGER 
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2.5 SITE NOTICE 

 

In compliance with Section 41(2)(a) and Section 41(3) of the 2014 EIA Regulations, as 

amended, site notices were placed in conspicuous locations along the site boundary as well 

as other strategic locations. The following was included in the site notice: 

 

• A brief description of the proposed activity and location 

• The applicable legislation for the Basic Assessment Process 

• Details on the availability of the report on The Environmental Partnership’s website 

(www.enviropart.co.za)  

• The commenting period within which to submit comments 

• Information on how to register as an I&AP 

• Contact details of the EAP 

 

Below is a copy of the site notice and proof of placement. 

 

  

http://www.enviropart.co.za/


Page 20 of 117 

 

2.5.1 COPY OF SITE NOTICE  

 

 

 

  



Page 21 of 117 

 

2.5.2 PLACEMENT OF SITE NOTICES  

 

Proof of placement of the site notices is provided below.  
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2.6 AVAILABILITY OF REPORT  

 

An electronic copy of the BAR was placed on The Environmental Partnership’s website. The 

report was available for the full duration of the public participation period.  

 

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Public Library was closed at the time of the 

commencement of the public participation process. Therefore, a hardcopy of the BAR could 

not be placed in the public library.  

 

Proof of the BAR on The Environmental Partnership’s (TEP) website is provided below.  

  



Page 26 of 117 

 

 

2.6.1 PROOF OF PROJECT ON TEP WEBSITE  
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2.7 INFORMATION SHEET  

 

An Information Sheet was compiled for the BAR which provided a comprehensive summary 

of the contents of the report. The Information Sheet comprised of the background to the 

project, a description of the project proposal with the alternatives and a summary of the 

assessment undertaken by the EAP. Furthermore, it provides clarity on how to provide a 

comment on the BAR and invites Interested & Affected Parties (I&APs) to participate in the 

Public Participation Process. 

 

The Information Sheet was distributed to the identified I&APs and adjacent landowners. The 

DEA&DP Circular No. 0024/2020 Section 6.3 states that “At all times it must be ensured that 

reasonable opportunity is provided for public participation” therefore, on 13 November 2020, 

the information sheets were delivered to the Councillor of Ward 108 and the community 

leaders to disseminate to community members of Blue Downs. Therefore, no information 

sheets were electronically sent to identified I&APs as the Ward Councillor disseminated to all 

parties.  

 

Below is a copy of the information sheet that was distributed as well as the register.  
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2.7.1 COPY OF THE INFORMATION SHEET  
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2.7.2 PROOF OF DISTRIBUTION OF INFORMATION SHEET  

 

Information sheets were delivered to identified adjacent landowners for the proposed infilling 

of wetlands on Erf 29654. The Councillor of Ward 108 and community leaders were given 

additional information sheets to disseminate to community members of Blue Downs and a 

register was kept thereof. The information sheet was also sent electronically to the identified 

I&APs.  

 

Proof of the above-mentioned is provided below. 
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2.7.2.1 PROOF OF DISTRIBUTION OF INFORMATION SHEET – HAND-DELIVERED  

Please note that the proof of distribution of the information sheet by hand to the Ward Councillor is included in the register below.  
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2.7.2.1 PROOF OF DISTRIBUTION OF INFORMATION SHEETS  
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2.7.2.2 PROOF OF DISTRIBUTION OF INFORMATION SHEET - VIA EMAIL 
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2.8 DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT  

 
Electronic copies of the BAR were distributed to all relevant Organs of State. Due to the 

large size of the files, a WeTransfer Link was sent to each Organ of State. Proof of thereof 

is provided below.  

 
2.8.1 PROOF OF DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT – VIA EMAIL 
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2.8.2 PROOF OF DELIVERY TO ORGANS OF STATE 
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2.8.3 DEA&DP ACKNOWLEDGING RECEIPT OF PRE-APPLICATION BAR 
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2.9 INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTY PARTICIPATION IN THE PUBLIC 
PARTICIPATION PROCESS 

 
2.9.1 COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE FIRST PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS 

 
During the first public consultation Process, comments were received from Organs of State 

and I&APs. These comments are provided below and have also been captured and responded 

to in a comment and response table – Section 2.10 of this report. 
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2.9.1.1 COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE FIRST PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

PROCESS FROM ORGANS OF STATE 
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2.8.1.2 COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE FIRST PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

PROCESS FROM I&APs 
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2.10 COMMENTS AND RESPONSE TABLE 

 

The table below records the comments submitted during the public participation process period (13 November 2020 to 14 December 2020) and the responses 

thereto.  

• Please note The Environmental Partnership – TEP  

 

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TABLE 

PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT ON ERF 29654 (FORMERLY PORTION 2 OF REM. FARM 451 INCORPORATING PORTION 

OF ERF 1892) BARDALE, BLUE DOWNS 

All comments received during the first commenting period (13 November 2020 to 14 December 2020) have been documented in the table 

below. 

 

*Please note that the responses to the comments have been responded by the EAP and project team.  
Table 2: Record of all comments received during the first public consultation period (13 November 2020 to 14 December 2020) and responses thereto. The responses to the 
comments have been responded by the Environmental Assessment Practitioner and project team.  

Name Comments/Issue Response 

WATER USE AUTHORISATION PROCESS 

Rainer Chambeau 

Department of Environmental 

Affairs and Develeopment 

Planing  

(Email; 14 December 2020) 

It was stated that proof of submission of the water use license 

application must be included in the BAR. 

Confirmation has been received from the 

Department of Water and Sanitation that a 

General Authorisation process can be followed. 

Please see Appendix E4(ii) of the BAR. 

WATER AND SANITATION 
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Wayne Davids 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

(Email; 1 December 2020) 

It was noted that the no Wetlands were indicated on Erf 29654, but 

only on Erf 29655 which was also indicated as a detention pond 

that gets stormwater runoff from the above existing development. 

As confirmed and groundtruthed by the 

freshwater specialist, there are two wetlands 

located on Erf 29654. Please see Appendix G1: 

Aquatic Ecosystem’s Report. The stormwater 

from the existing development runs off onto the 

site. This stormwater run-off will be taken into 

account with the planning for the new 

development. 

Zolile Basholo 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

(Email; 28 September 2020) 

It was noted that the proposed site is situated within the “Blue 

Downs” water distribution zone.  

Agreed, also stated in bulk services report. 

It was stated that the surrounding network has sufficient capacity to 

supply the proposed development with 39.44 l/s estimated water 

demand. 

Agreed. 

It was stated that the City’s bulk supply system has sufficient water 

resource, treatment, bulk storage and conveyance capacity to 

supply the estimated annual average daily demand of 820.8kl/day, 

being the total estimated AADD of Phases 1 and 2 of the proposed 

development. 

Agreed. 

It was stated that the existing 250mmØ water main parallel to 

Klipfontein Road fell within the boundary of Erf 29655 and would 

either need to be realigned to fall in a road reserve or would have 

to be protected by registering a services servitude. 

The existing 250mmØ water main will be 

realigned to fall in the road reserve. 

It was stated that there is an existing 100mmØ water main crossing 

Erf 29655 between Aries Drive and Radial Road. 

Agreed, also stated in bulk services report. 
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The subdivision and/or fencing off of portions of the servitude into 

individual erven would not be permitted for reasons of access and 

control. The servitude should remain as one continuous entity.  

Response from planner: 

 

There are no servitudes over the southern 

portion.  

No development should take place, structures erected or services 

installed within the bulk water pipeline servitude or within 6 m of the 

centreline of the bulk water pipeline.  

Agreed, also stated in bulk services report. 

Ground level in the bulk water pipeline servitude or within 6 m of 

the centreline of the bulk water pipeline, whichever is the greatest, 

should not be altered. 

Noted 

 

No construction may take place without a Bulk Water Branch 

wayleave. 

Noted 

 

There is an existing 160mmØ sewer main and a 200mmØ sewer 

main along Great Circle Street and Klipfontein Road respectively 

with sufficient capacity. Thus, there would be sufficient capacity in 

the sewer downstream network to accommodate the proposed 

phased development. 

The existing 200mmØ sewer main will be 

realigned to fall in the Klipfontein Road road 

reserve 

It was stated that the anticipated wastewater flow from the 

proposed development has been calculated to be a total of 738.72 

kl/day.  

Agreed, also stated in bulk services report. 

It was stated that the Zandvliet Works is not able to accommodate 

the development until the upgrade to increase the capacity is 

completed in December 2024.  

Agreed, sewer cannot flow before that date. 

It was stated that Conditions of Servitude should be strictly adhered 

to. 

Noted 
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It was stated that the Bulk Water Branch should always have the 

right uninterrupted access to the bulk water pipeline and servitude 

for operational and maintenance purposes.  

Agreed, also stated in bulk services report. 

It was stated that all backfilling of trenches over the bulk water 

pipelines should be done in accordance with SANS 2001-BEl, and 

should be compacted in 150 mm thick layers to a minimum of 95% 

MOD AASHTO.  

Noted 

 

It was stated that the availability of the required pressure and flow 

from the local water reticulation network, and point of connection off 

the reticulation network to supply the proposed development would 

be confirmed with the relevant Area Manager of the Reticulation 

Branch of the Water and Sanitation Department. 

Noted 

It was stated that the bulk water branch was to confirm whether the 

City of Cape Town’s bulk system has sufficient water supply for the 

proposed development. 

Comment was received from the CoCT bulk 

water branch, dated 12 May 2019, to confirm 

that the bulk system has sufficient water supply 

for the proposed development. An updated 

comment was received indicating capacity. . 

It was stated that the water and sewer capacities allocated would 

not be reserved if not taken up before the lesser of 5 years or the 

approved development period.  

The capacity letter is dated 28 September 2020. 

Thus the applicant has until 2025 to take up the 

reserved capacities which will be done. 

It was stated that the owner was responsible for application for the 

new water metered connection at the standard tariff to the 

Reticulation Regional Operations Manager.  

Water meters to erven will be provided as part 

of the development, either as part of the top 

structure construction or with the installation of 

the wet core. 

Marcel Woodman 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

It was stated that the proposed site is out of this department’s 

ground water protection zones and would therefore have no impact 

on the bulk water wellfields.  

Noted. 
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(Email; 10 December 2020) 

Nichilis Tredoux 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

(Email; 10 December 2020) 

It was noted that there is no Temporary Desalination pipelines on 

Erf 29654.  

Noted. 

SOLID WASTE MANAGAEMENT  

Anela Kondlo 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

(Email; 03 December 2020) 

It was requested that the contractor ensure that they comply with 

the Integrated Waste Management By-law 2009 as amended. 

This by-law has been included in the 

Construction-Phase Environmental 

Management Programme. Please see page 10. 

It was stated that the applicant must submit an Integrated Waste 

Management Plan for building waste generators before the 

commencement of construction. 

Noted, this condition has been added as part of 

the EAP’s recommendations and the 

Environmental Management Programme. 

Please see page 45 of the BAR and 18 of the 

EMPr respectively. 

It was requested that the service provider that would be 

transporting builder’s rubble during the construction phase must be 

accredited by the City of Cape Town. 

This has been included in the Construction-

Phase Environmental Management Programme. 

Please see page 18. 

 

SCREENING TOOL REPORT, ENVIRONMENTAL THEMES,  PROTOCOLS AND SPECIALIST ASSESSMENTS 

Rainer Chambeau 

Department of Environmental 

Affairs and Develeopment 

Planing  

(Email; 14 December 2020) 

It was stated that the latest Screening Report (dated 09 September 

2020) must be included in the BAR. 

The latest screening tool report dated 09 

September 2020 was included in the submission 

and is included in the BAR being distributed for 

a second Public Participation Process. Please 

see Appendix I(i) of the BAR. 
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It was noted that the agriculture sensitivity identified as high 

sensitivity by the screening tool was disputed based on the fact that 

the proposed site is not used for agriculture. This Directorate 

agreed with this. Thus, no further assessment was required.  

Noted. 

It was stated that the animal species sensitivity identified as 

medium sensitivity by the screening tool was disputed based on the 

site sensitivity verification report that indicated that the site does not 

host any indigenous vegetation or faunal species.  

Noted. 

It was stated that the the aquatic biodiversity sensitivity identified as 

low sensitivity by the screening tool was disputed based on the 

findings of the freshwater specialist assessment which found that 

the wetland had moderate to low importance. This Directorate 

agreed an Aquatic Biodiversity Specialist Assessment was 

undertaken. 

Noted. 

It was stated that the archaeological and cultural heritage sensitivity 

identified as medium sensitivity by the screening tool was disputed 

based on the fact that a Notice of Intent to Develop was compiled 

and submitted to Heritage Western Cape. 

 

It was stated that an updated comment from Heritage Western 

Cape must be obtained and included in the BAR. 

Noted.  

 

 

 

 

An updated comment was received from 

Heritage Western Cape and has been added to 

the appendices of the Basic Assessment Report 

being distributed for a second Public 

Participation Process. Please see Appendix 

E1(ii): Heritage Western Cape confirmation of 

comment validity. 
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It was stated that the civil aviation sensitivity identified as high 

sensitivity by the screening tool was disputed based on the fact that 

the proposed residential dwellings will not exceed 10m in height. 

The Directorate agreed that no further assessment was required. 

Nevertheless, structures in the Single 

Residential 1 or Single Residential 2 erven will 

not exceed the threshold height (See Appendix 

I(ii)). It thus stands that no further assessment 

will be required in this regard. 

It was stated that the plant species sensitivity identified as medium 

sensitivity was disputed.  

Noted. 

It was stated that that the Defence sensitivity identified as medium 

sensitivity by the screening tool was disputed based on the fact that 

development on the site has been approved. This Directorate 

agreed that no further assessment was required. 

Noted. 

It was stated that the terrestrial biodiversity sensitivity identified as 

very high by the screening tool was disputed based on the findings 

of the botanical specialist indicating that the site was highly 

degraded and therefore, of low terrestrial biodiversity sensitivity. 

This Directorate agreed that no further assessment was required.  

Noted. 

 

It was stated that an indication confirming or disputing the animal 

species sensitivity must be provided in the draft BAR. 

 

It was stated that an indication confirming or disputing the animal 

species sensitivity must be provided in the draft BAR. 

 

It was stated that a Terrestrial Animal Species Compliance 

Statement must be submitted. 

This has been included in the revised Site 

Sensitivity Verification Report (see Appendix I(ii) 

of the BAR). 

 

It was stated that the following specialist studies must be 

undertaken: a Landscape/ Visual Impact Assessment, an 

Archaeological and Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment, a 

Noted 
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Palaeontology Impact Assessment, a Terrestrial Biodiversity Impact 

Assessment, a Aquatic Biodiversity Impact Assessment, a 

Hydrology Assessment, a Socio-Economic Assessment, a Plant 

Species Assessment and an Animal Species Assessment. 

 

It was stated that motivation as to why the landscape/visual impact 

assessment, hydrology assessment and socio-economic 

assessment would not be conducted as part of the EIA process 

must be provided. 

 

It was stated that a geotechnical assessment and/or hydrology 

assessment would be required to determine whether the proposed 

infilling of the wetlands on site would be suitable for the proposed 

residential development 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This motivation is included in the revised Site 

Sensitivity Verification Report (see Appendix I(ii) 

of the BAR). 

 

 

The geotechnical assessment was updated and 

is included as an appendix to the Basic 

Assessment Report being distributed for a 

second Public Participation Process. Please see 

Appendix G4: Geotechnical Assessment (See 

Appendix G5). The statement indicated that the 

proposed infilling would be suitable for 

development.  

IMPACTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT ON THE SURROUNDING COMMUNITY  

Alicia Fagan-Witbooi 

Interested and Affected 

Parties 

(Email; 17 November 2020) 

Stated that the community had never been involved with any of the 

developments occurring around them. 

 

 

 

The Basic Assessment Report distributed for 

public comment was only for the infilling of 

wetlands on Erf 29654. No development has yet 

been undertaking on Erf 29654.  

 

Noted. The residents will gain access through 

the existing roads (e.g. Faure Klipfontein) and 
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Stated that theirs was a small community who work hard and 

endeavour to protect their belongings. It was asked how the new 

residents would gain access in and out of the area? 

 

 

It was asked how the development would affect their areas as a 

whole. A concern was raised about the impact of the development 

on value of the surrounding properties, crime, safety of families.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Commented that the quiet and peaceful area in which the approved 

development will occur will no longer be quiet and peaceful. 

 

 

 

Asked how the government can do this to the community by 

building RDP houses next to the existing community while the 

community is paying bonds for their properties. It was further stated 

that this is not fair.  

 

 

the new internal road network which will be 

constructed.  

 

Parts of the site are currently overgrown and 

possibly dangerous – the area will be formalised 

with roads and services. The proposed land use 

is in keeping with land uses in the area. 

Furthermore, the negative impact on property 

values is to be weighed against the need for 

housing in the Mfuleni area. The applicant has 

proposed that conditions for the proposed 

development be implemented to “soften” the 

impact on property values. 

 

The BAR distributed for comment was for the 

infilling of wetlands on the site. Development on 

Erf 29654 has already been approved. Thus, 

noise concerns have already been addressed. 

 

The area surrounding the site consists of high 

density residential development and transport 

routes. The development on Erf 29654 will be a 

similar form of development and is not expected 

to contribute to high levels of noise. 

 

Fencing will not be installed around the entire 

site for the development (Erf 29654). In fact, no 
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It was stated that, based on the layout, it appears as though the 

development will not be fenced from the surrounding community. It 

was stated that instead, the new houses will form part of Nile 

Street. More clarity on the matter was requested so that the 

community could know what to expect. 

 

fencing will be installed between the 

development and Nile Street. 

Interested and Affected 

Parties  

(Whatsapp; 16 November 

2020) 

Inquired about the effects of the proposed development on property 

value.  

Parts of the site are currently overgrown and 

possibly dangerous – the area will be formalised 

with roads and services. The proposed land use 

is in keeping with land uses in the area. 

Furthermore, the negative impact on property 

values is to be weighed against the need for 

housing in the Mfuleni area. This development 

would help address housing backlogs. 

ALTERNATIVES   

Rainer Chambeau 

Department of Environmental 

Affairs and Develeopment 

Planing  

(Email; 14 December 2020) 

It was stated that alternatives for the proposed development must 

be reported on. 

In a subsequent meeting held with Rainer 

Chambeau and Keagan-Leigh Adriaanse, it was 

stated that the EAP could provide motivation for 

the exclusion of alternatives. No alternatives 

were presented as the current Basic 

Assessment Report is only for the infilling of 

wetlands on the site. The residential 

development has already been approved by 

DEA&DP. Alternatives would thus be redundant. 

Motivation for this is included in the BAR being 
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distributed for public comment. Please see 

pages 33-34 of the BAR. 

It was stated that reasons why the wetlands cannot be avoided (as 

an alternative layout) must be provided in the BAR. 

Please see response above as well as pages 

33-34 of the BAR. 

 

 

 

SERVICES 

Zolile Basholo 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

(Email; 28 September 2020) 

A table showing estimated water and sewer demands was 

included.  

Noted. 

It was recommended that the developer incorporate water saving 

measures in the development in case of drought conditions where 

low pressure could be expected.  

Noted 

It was requested that a proposed site development plan (SDP) 

and/or subdivision plan be submitted to the Bulk Water Branch for 

acceptance prior to finalisation.  

The 2016 approved plan is being considered for 

the southern site. Please see Appendix B1. 

It was requested that drawings showing the layout and level details 

of the proposed platforms, roads and civil engineering services that 

are planned to cross over and/or be installed adjacent to the bulk 

water pipeline and/or servitudes be submitted to the Bulk Water 

Branch for prior acceptance.  

Drawings will be submitted to the municipality 

and distributed within the City of Cape Town for 

comment as is the procedure.  

It was stated that cognisance should be taken of the bulk water 

pipeline servitude, bulk water pipeline and its appurtenance as no 

changes to the bulk water pipeline infrastructure would be 

considered. 

Noted 
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It was noted that due to the strategic importance of the bulk water 

pipeline no disruption could be entertained. 

Noted 

It was advised that no roads should cross the bulk water pipeline 

servitude if possible. If unavoidable, then road construction works 

or the installation of civil engineering and other services in the 

vicinity of the bulk water pipeline servitude might require certain 

physical protective measures to be taken to ensure safety of the 

bulk water pipeline.  

Noted 

It was stated that following acceptance by the City's Bulk Water 

Branch of the SDP, full details of any proposed services and 

development in the immediate vicinity of the bulk water pipeline and 

servitude should be submitted to the Bulk Water Branch for prior 

acceptance.  

It has been confirmed that this will be done. 

It was stated that only light compacting plants (1,5 - 2,0 tonne eg. 

Bomag BW 80, 90, 100) should be used in the vicinity of the bulk 

water pipeline until 800 mm compacted cover has been obtained. 

All compacting plant should be operated in low amplitude/low 

frequency mode in the vicinity of the bulk water pipeline.  

This requirement forms part of the 

Environmental Management Programme. 

Please see page 21. 

It was stated that services that cross above the bulk water pipeline 

should cross perpendicular to the bulk water pipeline.  

Noted 

 

It was stated that a minimum vertical clearance of l 00 mm should 

be allowed between the services and the pipeline where open cut 

trenching is proposed. 

Noted 

 

It was stated that no activity that would result in vibrations with 

peak particle velocities exceeding 15 mm/s at the bulk water 

pipeline would be permitted.  

Noted 
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It was stated that the method of supporting the bulk water pipeline 

should be submitted to for the acceptance should it be necessary to 

cross below the bulk water pipeline. 

Noted 

 

It was stated that should use of thrust boring or directional drilling 

be proposed in the vicinity of the bulk water pipeline full details for 

this operation should be submitted for prior acceptance.  

Noted 

 

It was stated that existing sewer connections to be blanked off 

subject to building plan approval 

Noted 

 

It was stated that the developer was to install, at his cost, pre-paid 

water consumption meters at all the subdivide units, to the 

satisfaction of the Water & Sanitation Department.  

Noted 

 

It was stated that existing water connections were to be cut-out and 

an application to be made for bulk water connections subject to 

building plan approval. 

Noted 

 

It was stated that the applicant must advise this Directorate when 

all conditions have been complied with, in order to have the work 

inspected. 

Noted 

 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR THE BAR, EMPR, AND APPENDICES 

Rainer Chambeau 

Department of Environmental 

Affairs and Develeopment 

Planing  

(Email; 14 December 2020) 

It was stated that the project description in the EMPr must be 

updated accordingly. 

Noted. The project description has been 

updated in the EMPr. Please see page 4. 

It was advised that the application for environmental authorisation 

include the authorised development and the associated listed 

activities in order for the Environmental Authorisation (Ref. No. 

E12/2/3/1-A4/53-0988/10) and associated amended Environmental 

Authorisations to be replaced with a new Environmental 

Authorisation and Environmental Management Programme. 

This item was discussed at a subsequent 

meeting with Rainer Chambeau and Keagan-

Leigh Adriaanse wherein Rainer indicated that 

this comment was a recommendation. The EAP 

thus indicated this recommendation would not 

be implemented. 
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It was stated that the size of each wetland to be infilled must be 

provided and included in the draft BAR.  

Noted, please see page 31 of the BAR 

indicating the sizes of the wetlands. 

It was stated that the reporting of each wetland should be labelled 

W1 and W2 for ease of reference. 

Noted, please see page 31 of the BAR with the 

wetlands labelled as indicated on the Sensitivity 

Map (Appendix A2). 

It was stated that an indication of how the authorized layout will be 

affected by the proposed stormwater infrastructure must be 

provided in the activity description. 

As stated on page 31 of the BAR, both of the 

wetlands on the site will be lost and infilled. As a 

result, the approved layout will not be affected 

by the wetlands on the site as the proposed 

stormwater infrastructure will take on the 

functions currently performed by the wetlands 

on the site. 

It was stated that Appendix K (Needs and Desirability) had not 

been included in the draft BAR.  

Appendix K (Need and Desirability) formed part 

of the appendices that were distributed for 

public participation with the Basic Assessment 

Report. Appendix K is also appended to the 

BAR being distributed for public comment again. 

It was requested that the commenting period for the pre-application 

draft BAR indicated as from 07 November 2020 to 07 December 

2020 be corrected. 

Noted. This has been corrected. As stated on 

page 15 of the BAR, the initial commenting 

period was from 13 November 2020 to 14 

December 2020. 

It was stated that proof of the Public Participation Process 

conducted must be included in the BAR to be submitted to the 

competent authority.  

Please see Appendix F3: Public Participation 

Process Report. 

It was requested that the site co-ordinates for the proposed site and 

the 2 wetlands to be infilled be included in the EMPr. 

Noted. The co-ordinates of the two wetlands 

have been included on page 31 of the BAR and 
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page 4 of the EMPr (also see Appendix J of the 

BAR). 

It was required that a Maintenance Management Plan for the 

remaining portion of the wetland and the stormwater infrastructure 

be included in the EMPr. 

In a meeting held with Rainer Chambeau and 

Keagan-Leigh Adriaanse, it was decided that a 

Maintenance Management Plan would not be 

required since an Environmental Management 

Plan had been compiled and Stormwater 

Management Plan had been compiled for the 

stormwater ponds.  

It was reminded that all comments received on the pre-application 

draft BAR must be adequately addressed and responded to. 

Please see Appendix F2: Public Participation 

Process Report. 

Wayne Davids 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

(Email; 1 December 2020) 

It was requested that a cross-section drawing layouts of the 

proposed detention ponds for each North and South side 

development be incorporated into the proposed Stormwater 

Management Plan. 

A cross section of the ponds on Erf 29654 is 

included in the Stormwater Management Plan 

(See Appendix G3 of the BAR). 

Interested and Affected 

Parties  

(Whatsapp; 16 November 

2020) 

Inquired about the type of houses proposed for the proposed 

development and how this housing would affect their property 

values. 

Noted. The Environmental Authorisation that 

has been received for residential development 

on Erf 29654 authorises the construction of 

Breaking New Ground single residential houses 

and incremental housing typologies. BNG 

Housing permits the construction of 

structures/buildings i.e. housing with roofs while 

incremental housing permits shelters. 

Bill Jones  It was stated that the developer must obtain written permission 

from the Railway Authority to construct London Way Extension over 

their respective railway reserve.  

Noted. 
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City of Cape Town: 

Integrated Transport 

Planning Department  

(Email; 17 November 2020) 

It was requested that appropriate fencing/walling for those erven 

abut/front onto the future Blue Downs Rail Corridor be provided at 

the developer’s cost.  

This is a requirement in terms of Condition 2 of 

the existing rezoning approval. 

It was stated that the developer will be responsible for preparing a 

traffic calming management plan for the entire Aloe Ridge South 

Development and provide an implementation programme intended 

for implementation of the identified calming devices for each phase, 

where applicable at their cost.  

A traffic calming management plan will be 

prepared and submitted for approval.  

Peter Gossman 

City of Cape Town: City 

Health  

(Email; 03 Dcember 2020) 

Referenced the Noise Control PN 200/2013 regulation 4. It was 

stated that the Urban District: Outdoors Daytime Rating: 55 dBA; 

night time 45 dBA levels for noise should be adhered with. 

Noted. This will be adhered to. 

It was stated that the residual noise level must not be exceeded by 

5dBA or more as per regulation 4(3).  

Noted. 

TRANSPORT 

Bill Jones  

City of Cape Town: 

Integrated Transport 

Planning Department  

(Email; 17 November 2020) 

It was requested that the proposed development be 

capped/restricted to 691 units (53 units Single Residential (BGN) 

and 638 units Single Residential Incremental). 

This is acceptable, as this is what is indicated 

on the approved southern site subdivision plan. 

It was requested that right turn lanes on both the north western and 

south eastern approach of Faure Klipfontein Road at the Faure 

Klipfontein Road/London Way Extension Intersection be provided 

at the developer’s cost. 

This will be added to the road design for the 

development.  

It was requested that a shared through and left-turn lane as well as 

an exclusive right-turn lane on the west bound approach of London 

Way Extension at the Faure Klipfontein Road/London Way 

Extension Intersection be provided at the developer’s cost. 

This will be added to the road design for the 

development as the future London Way 

extension forms part of the scope of the 

professional team.  
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It was requested that right turn lanes on both the west and east 

approach of London Way Extension at the London Way 

Extension/Great Circle Road Intersection be provided at the 

developer’s costs.  

This will be added to the road design for the 

development as the future London Way 

extension forms part of the scope of the 

professional team. 

It was requested that a 2 metre sidewalk on both sides of Great 

Circle Road between London Way extension and Nile Road be 

constructed at the developer’s cost. 

This will be considered in detail design.   

It was requested that a 2 metre sidewalk along the full frontage of 

Faure Klipfontein Road be constructed at the developer’ cost.  

Noted by the engineers. 

It was requested that the area of land to be incorporated into the 

road reserve of Faure Klipfontein Road be sub-divided and rezoned 

as Transport Zone 2.  

This will be undertaken as the road layout 

remains unchanged from the existing approval. 

It was requested that the portion over the existing future Blue 

Downs Rail Corridor be included when constructing the London 

Way Extension and be connected with the existing portion of 

London Way Extension 

Noted by the engineers.  

It was requested that a 2 metre sidewalk on both sides of London 

Way Extension, commencing from Faure Klipfontein Road up to the 

existing portion of London Way extension that was constructed by 

the “Nuwe Begin” Development be constructed at the developer’s 

cost.  

This forms part of Condition 24 of the existing 

rezoning approval. 

It was requested that street lighting throughout the proposed Aloe 

Ridge South Development be provided at the developer’s cost.  

This has been confirmed with the project team. 

It was requested that street names in accordance with the 

standards prescribed by the City of Cape Town throughout the 

proposed Aloe Ridge South Development at the developer’s cost.  

This was anticipated as a possible request and 

will be addressed in the town planners’ 

communications with the City.  
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It was stated that that no vehicular access be permitted to erven 

adjacent/abutting the portion of London Way Extension widened to 

accommodate the bridge over rail for the future Blue Downs Rail 

Corridor.  

These erven will be accessed via internal roads. 

It was stated that section 137 clearance for the entire Aloe Ridge 

South Development would only be provided once the construction 

of all external road improvements mentioned in Erf 29665 of the 

Aloe Ridge North Development have been completed in their 

entirety. 

All bulk services for Northern and Southern Site 

to be completed prior to Section 137 clearance. 

It was stated that section 137 clearance for the entire Aloe Ridge 

South Development would only be provided on completion of all 

civil engineering services specified for the Aloe Ridge South 

Development, which includes London Way Extension have been 

completed in their entirety.  

Noted. This is Condition 26 in the existing 

rezoning approval. 

OTHER 

OPINIONS / SUPPORT   

Wayne Davids 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

(Email; 1 December 2020) 

It was stated that the Department supports the BAR submitted. Noted. 

Zolile Basholo 

City of Cape Town Water and 

Sanitation Department 

(Email; 28 September 2020) 

It was stated that the Bulk Water branch has no "in principle" 

objection to the proposed development.  

Noted. 
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Bill Jones  

City of Cape Town: 

Integrated Transport 

Planning Department  

(Email; 17 November 2020) 

It was stated that this department in principle supports both 

alternatives, as well as the proposed development application 

subject to stated conditions.  

Noted. 

Peter Gossman 

City of Cape Town: City 

Health  

(Email; 03 Dcember 2020) 

It was stated that this department supports the proposed 

development subject to the abovementioned conditions. 

Noted. 

MISCELLANEOUS  

Sarah Ludik 

Interested and Affected 

Parties 

(Email; 29 October 2020) 

It was requested that Delro Village, Hindle Park and Quentrell Park 

(areas closest to the proposed development) residents be involved 

in future plans. 

Noted, additional telephonic communication by 

a representative of the group in the comment 

was received, see below. 

TELEPHONE COMMENTS 

Mrs Eyssen 

Interested and Affected Party 

(Tel: 0652823013) 

Requested updates regarding the status of the project.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Basic Assessment Report was revised and 

is being distributed for second Public 

Participation Process from 25 May 2021 to 25 

June 2021. A reminder that the Basic 

Assessment Report being distributed for public 

comment is only for the infilling of wetlands on 

Erf 29654. Residential development on the site 

has already been approved by DEA&DP.  

 

The Project Steering Committee will be formed 

from representatives from the identified source 
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Stated that some backyarders were unsettled by rumours that 

some of the surrounding communities would not be beneficiaries of 

the development. Stated that, as a result, several backyarders were 

wanting to invade the site and establish their homes.  

area and beneficiaries will be identified from the 

housing waiting list. 
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2.11 PROOF OF ADHERENCE TO EIA REGULATIONS 

 

In compliance with Section 41(2) of the 2014 EIA Regulations, the following was undertaken for the Public Participation Process for the proposed 

infilling of wetlands on Erf 29654, Blue Downs. 

 

ITEM FIRST PUBLIC CONSULTATION PROCESS 

List of Interested & 

Affected Parties 

A register of Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) was opened 

and maintained for this project. 

Completed see Section 2.3 of Public Participation 

Process Report 

Media notice 
Media notice was published in the local newspaper, published in 

TYGERBURGER on 27 August 2020. 

Completed see Section 2.4 of Public Participation 

Process Report 

Site notice 
Site notices were placed in conspicuous locations along the site 

boundary as well as other strategic locations. 

Completed see Section 2.5 of Public Participation 

Process Report  

Availability of 

Basic Assessment 

Report  

An electronic copy of the Basic Assessment Report was placed 

on The Environmental Partnership’s website. 

Completed see Section 2.6 of Public Participation 

Process Report 

Written notice  

Compilation of an Information Sheet for the Basic Assessment 

Report which provided a summary of the report.  

Completed see Section 2.7.1 of Public Participation 

Process Report 

Distribution of the Information sheet via email 
Completed see Section 2.7.2 of Public Participation 

Process Report 

Distribution of 

Basic Assessment 

Report  

Distribution of the Basic Assessment Report  
Completed see Section 2.8 of Public Participation 

Process Report 

Comments 

received during the 

first public 

consultation 

process 

During the first public participation consultation, comments were 

received from Organs of State and I&APs, this was documented 

in a Comments & Response Table. 

Completed see Section 2.10 of Public Participation 

Process Report 
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3 SECOND PUBLIC CONSULTATION PROCESS 

 

 

A revised Basic Assessment Report is being made available for a 30-day commenting period 

to registered I&APs and relevant Organs of State for their perusal and comment from 25 May 

2021 to 25 June 2021. At the end of the commenting period, all comments will be captured 

and addressed in a Comments Table which will be included in a finalised Basic Assessment 

Report and submitted to the regulatory authority, the Department of Environmental Affairs and 

Development Planning (DEA&DP), for decision.  

 

Comments on this report may be submitted on or before 25 June 2021 to: 

 

The Environmental Partnership 

P O Box 945, Cape Town, 8000 

Tel: 021 422 0999; Fax: 021 422 0998 

Email: comments@enviropart.co.za 

Whatsapp (messages only): 068 493 5890 

 

According to the COVID-19 Directions in Government Notice No. 650 published on 05 June 

2020, a Public Participation Plan should be submitted to DEA&DP detailing the public 

participation steps and additional measures proposed for the public participation processes. 

A Public Participation Plan was submitted to DEA&DP on 07 May 2021. The proof is 

provided below. 

 

 

  

mailto:comments@enviropart.co.za
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3.1 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN SUBMITTED TO DEA&DP FOR SECOND 

CONSULTATION 
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3.2 LIST OF REGISTERED INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTIES 

 

As required in terms of Regulation 42 of the 2014 National Environmental Management Act: 

Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations, as amended, (hereafter referred to as the 

NEMA: EIA Regulations (as amended), a register of Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) 

was opened and maintained for this project. 

 

The list of registered I&APs comprised of the following: 

 

• All relevant Organs of State  

• People who have requested to become registered I&APs by email, in writing, by 

facsimile or by telephone  

• People who provided written or telephonic comments on the previous Basic 

Assessment Report.  

 

The list of registered I&APs is provided below: 

 

 

Table 3: A table indicating the list of registered Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) that was opened and 
maintained for this project. 

Name Organisation or Nature of Interest 

Organs of State 

Rainer Chambeau 
Department of Environmental Affairs and 
Development Planning 

Azanne Van Wyk 
City of Cape Town: Environmental and 
Heritage Management 

Marius Wheeler CapeNature 

Nelisa Ndobeni / Mzukisi 
Noqhamza 

Department of Water and Sanitation 

Key Interested and Affected Parties: 

Thembisile Batembu Ward 108 Councillor 

Registered Interested and Affected Parties 

Sarah Ludik Interested and affected individual 

Unnamed individual Interested and affected individual 

Unnamed individual Interested and affected individual 

Alicia Fagan Interested and affected individual 

Anele   

Madikane    
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Sindiswa Simonga   

Luvuyo Simanya   

Siya    

Dina Eyssen   

M M Bude   

Robson    

Charmaine    

Sarah Ludick    

Botham Alexander   

Tembela Mntaya   

Zoleka Bula    

Bonga    

Rene Minnie   

Charlene Jacobs   

Rodney Cottee   

Natasha Smitt   

Bongi    

Lorian    

P.L Appollis    

N Pat Afrika    

Vinlem Erasam   

Ann Damon    

Prisalla Bartie   

Graham    

Raahiq Mandest    

Candice    

Gabriel    

Pieter George    

Natasha    

Aisha    

Jan    

Faye   

Damian    

 


