SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

PROPOSED ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILITY AND FEEDLOT ON PORTION 6 OF FARM MIDDELBURG 10,
ROBERTSON

DEA&DP: DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NR: 16/3/3/1/B1/14/1004/18

DEA&DP: WASTE MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NR: 19/2/5/1/B1/14/WL0003/18

This section of the report is included in compliance with the Regulations. Public participation is an
integral part of the EIA process, and affords potentially interested and potentially affected parties
(I&APs) an opportunity to participate in the EIA process, or to comment on any aspect of the
development proposals.

Other relevant considerations regarding the public participation process being undertaken for this

project are that:

e The public participation process being undertaken for this project complies with the
requirements of the Regulations.

e The description of the public participation process included in Sections below itemises the steps
and actions undertaken.

An Advert was placed in the following newspapers:
e  Local Paper: The Langeberg Bulletin, on the 03 March 2017.
e  Provincial Paper: Die Burger, on the 03 March 2017.

The notice boards were placed on site from 16 March 2017.

Six (6) notices were sent via registered mail on 23 February 2017 and an additional six (6) notices
were sent via registered mail on 13 July 2017 to owners and occupiers of land adjacent to the site
where the activity is undertaken. The notice requested them to register as Interested and Affective
Parties (I&APs) and invited them to provide written comments together with the above reference
number, their name, contact details and an indication of any direct business, financial, personal or
other interest which they have in the application to the contact person indicated below within 30
days from the date of this notice. The notice also requested the owner to inform all persons residing
on the property. The notice was provided to owners and occupiers in English.

The Pre-Application Basic Assessment Report was sent to the following key Departments:
e Breede-Gouritz Catchment Management Agency

e Cape Winelands District Municipality

e (CapeNature

e (Central Breede River Water User Association (Robertson)
e DEAR&DP: Air Quality Management

DEA&DP: Pollution Management

DEA&DP: Waste Management

Department of Agriculture: Western Cape

Department of Health: Western Cape

e Heritage Western Cape

e langeberg Local Municipality

The Draft Basic Assessment Report will be sent to the following Departments:
e Breede-Gouritz Catchment Management Agency

e Cape Winelands District Municipality

e (CapeNature

Central Breede River Water User Association (Robertson)

Eskom (Western Cape)

DEA&DP: Air Quality Management



e DEA&DP: Pollution Management

o DEA&DP: Waste Management

e Department of Agriculture: Western Cape

e Department of Health: Western Cape

e Heritage Western Cape

e langeberg Local Municipality

e Western Cape Department of Transport and Public Works: Road Network Management

STEPS TAKEN TO NOTIFY POTENTIALLY INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTIES

This section of the report is included in compliance with the Regulations.

Potential I&APs were notified about the project by:

1. Fixing a notice board at the boundary of the site in compliance with the Regulations. All
relevant and required information was displayed on the notice board.

The notice board contained the following minimum information
(Size of Board 70 x 50 cm):

. how to register as an interested and affected party;

. the manner in which representations on the application may be made;

. where further information on the application or activity can be obtained; and

. the contact details of the person(s) to whom representations may be made.

. The fact that the public participation process had commenced, that a basic

assessment process will be followed, the dates within which they can register or send
comments and what the proposed activity constituted, was displayed.

Photos of the notice board are included. The notice board was placed on site from the 16
March 2017.

2. Giving written notice to owners and occupiers of land adjacent to the site where the activity
is to be undertaken, the municipal councillor of the ward within which the site is located, the
local municipality and those organs of state having jurisdiction in respect of any aspect of
the project as required by the Regulations.

Owners and occupiers of land adjacent to the site was identified using CapeFarmMapper:
https://gis.elsenburg.com/apps/cfm/. The website provides a platform to access information
from the Western Cape Surveyor-General farm and cadastre database. As such the
application area was identified to be on the remainder of Farm Middelburg 10. All
landowners adjacent to the application area as identified above were notified. Six (6) notices
were sent on the 23 February 2017 (proof of postage included below).

However the appointed Planner informed us that the application area in terms of this
proposal is actually located on Farm 6/10 Middelburg. This however only came to light after
the circulation of the Pre-Application BAR. Subsequent to the correct identification of the
application area, additional owners and occupiers adjacent to the site were identified.
Following which an additional six (6) notices were sent to these neighbours on 13 July 2017
(proof of postage included below) notifying them of the application as well as informing
them of the availability of the Pre-Application BAR. The additional neighbours were afforded
with the opportunity to register their interest in the project as well as to provide them with
the opportunity to comment of the Pre-Application BAR.

3. Placing an advertisement in a local and national newspaper in compliance with the
Regulations.


https://gis.elsenburg.com/apps/cfm/

An advert was placed in the Langeberg Bulleten on the 03 March 2017; as well as in Die
Burger on the 03 March 2017 notifying the public of the development and inviting them to
register as Interested and Affected Parties within 30 days.

Lists of Identified and Registered Interested and Affected Parties

This section of the report is included in compliance with the Regulations. This list includes
the potential as well as the registered Interested and Affected Parties. The list of parties who
were identified as potential I&APs as per the requirements of the Regulations and the list of
parties who requested registration as an I&AP, and who are registered on the I&AP database
for the project as required in terms of the Regulations were included. A Comments and
Response Report from registered I&AP’s will be included.

Workshop with Key Role players

A site inspection was conducted on 30 March 2017 by an  official from the
Department; Mr. Gary Arendse from the Directorate: Waste Management. Mr. David
Houghton, the Chief Operating Officer, accompanied the Departmental official at the
Facility during the inspection. To respond to a complaint received on 24 March 2017 with
regard to alleged nuisance conditions at the Robertson Abattoir Composting Facility.

The following observations were made:

e On the day of the investigation, irregular odours were not noticed at the Facility.

e The Facility, however, had a large amount of flies evident during the inspection, which
could create a nuisance.

e In order to track how far outside of the Facility flies were still noticeable, two reference
points were selected alongside the dirt road to the Facility, the first reference point
approximately 50m and the second approximately 100m down the road from the
Facility. It was noticed that at the 50m reference point, the amount of flies were
considerably less, while flies were barely noticeable at the 100m reference point.

e The Facility is in the process of applying for a Waste Management Licence (WML), which
will have strict conditions to operate the Facility. The Department will ensure that the
Facility stay compliant with the operating conditions of their licence, should it be
granted, and in so doing, minimize negative impacts on the environment.

The Department recommends the following:

e Mitigation measures must immediately be put in place to prevent odour and fly
nuisances from becoming concerns in future.

e The Chief Operating Officer must supply the Department with monthly feedback in order
to establish whether the implemented mitigation measures are successful.

e Abattoir waste must immediately be covered at the compost facility in order to prevent
it attracting vermin and creating odours.

On 31 March 2017, Mr David Houghton, reported that 19 (nineteen) fly traps were
purchased and will be put up on the boundary of the Facility. They will also meet with Ecolab
and Coopers in order to establish which chemical to use to control the flies on the property.

Public Open Day
Following comments received on the Pre-Application BAR - there was an outpouring from

interested and affected parties at the need for a public meeting to provide them with an
opportunity to air their concerns regarding the application.



A public open day was held on the 26 October 2017. All key departments and interested and
affected were notified of the public meeting on the 17 October 2017.
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Comments Received:
Issues raised by I&APs are the same as those received on the Pre-Application BAR - These have all

been addressed in Table 5 of this report.
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ROBERTS0ON ABATTOIR COMPOSTING FACILITY
PUBLIC MEETING ON 26 OCTOBER 2017
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ROBERTSON ABATTOIR COMPOSTING FACILITY
PUBLIC MEETING ON 26 OCTOBER 2017
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NOTICE SENT TO NEIGHBOURS AND ERECTED ON SITE

ronmental He

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS
PROPOSED ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILITY ON REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDELBURG 10, ROBERTSON
DEA&DP: DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NR: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B1/14/1347/16
DEA&DP: WASTE MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NR: 19/2/5/7/B1/14/WL0013/17

Notice is given of the public participation process commenced by South African Farm Assured Meat Group cc
for the development of a compost facility to recycle and treat abattoir and organic waste to produce compost
on approximately 7.5 ha. Construction of storm water cut-off channels and collection dam to contain and store
all storm water generated on site for reuse and recycling onto the compost rows as part of the treatment and
compost making process. The development of feed lots for the keeping of animals for commercial production.
Location: The proposed development is situated approximately 14km northwest of Robertson, east of the R60.
Listed Activities:

Activity Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Listed Activity(ies) as set out in Listing Notice 1 (GN
No(s): No. R. 983)

The development and related operation of facilities or infrastructure for the concentration of
animals for the purpose of commercial production in densities that exceed -
(i) 20 square metres per large stock unit and more than 500 units per facility;
(i) 8 square meters per small stock unit and;
a. more than 1 000 units per facility excluding pigs where (b) applies; or

4 b. more than 250 pigs per facility excluding piglets that are not yet weaned;
(iii) 30 square metres per crocodile at any level of production, excluding crocodiles younger
than 6 months;
(iv) 3 square metre per rabbit and more than 500 rabbits per facility; or
(v) 250 square metres per ostrich or emu and more than 50 ostriches or emus per facility.
The development and related operation of hatcheries or agri-industrial facilities outside
8 industrial complexes where the development footprint covers an area of 2 000 square metres

or more.

Residential, mixed, retail, commercial, industrial or institutional developments where such
land was used for agriculture or afforestation on or after 01 April 1998 and where such
development:

(i) will occur inside an urban area, where the total land to be developed is bigger than 5
28 hectares; or

(ii) will occur outside an urban area, where the total land to be developed is bigger than 1
hectare;

Excluding where such land has already been developed for residential, mixed, retail,
commercial, industrial or institutional purposes.

Activity Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Listed Activity(ies) as set out in Listing Notice 3 (GN

No(s): No. R. 985)

NA

Activity Provide the relevant Scoping and EIR Listed Activity(ies) as set out in Listing Notice 2 (GN No.

No(s): R. 984)

NA

Activity Provide the relevant Category A Waste Management Activity(ies) as set out in List of Waste

No(s): Management Activities (GN No. R. 921)

6 The treatment of general waste using any form of treatment at a facility that has the capacity
to process in excess of 10 tons but less than 100 tons.

12 The construction of a facility for a waste management activity listed in Category A of this
Schedule (not in isolation to associated waste management activity).

Activity Provide the relevant Category B Waste Management Activity(ies) as set out in List of Waste

No(s): Management Activities (GN No. R. 921)

NA

Activity Provide the relevant Category C Waste Management Activity(ies) as set out in List of Waste




No(s): Management Activities (GN No. R. 921)

The storage of general waste at a facility that has the capacity to store in excess of 100m° of
1 general waste at any one time, excluding the storage of waste in lagoons or the temporary
storage of such waste.

The storage of hazardous waste at a facility that has the capacity to store in excess of 80m"> of
2 hazardous waste at any one time, excluding the storage of hazardous waste in lagoons or the
temporary storage of such waste.

Exemption: No application for any exemption is sought.
Opportunity to participate: Interested and Affected Parties are invited to register interest within the process,
or provide written comments to Eco Impact within 30 days of this notice. The project title, your full name,
contact details, plus indication of any direct business, financial, personal or other interest you may have in this
application must please be provided and fully described.

C : L Abrah
Pgn;2§t45(?7uor,e (rillarerrioz:lrzs7735 e C o
Fax: 021 671 9976 l m po CT

Tel: 021 671 1660
Email: admin@ecoimpact.co.za
Date: 03 March 2017

PROOF OF NOTICES ERECTED ON SITE - 16 March 2017
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NOTICE PUBLISHED IN NEWSPAPERS

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS
PROPOSED ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILITY ON REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDELBURG 10, ROBERTSON
DEA&DP: DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NR: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B1/14/1347/16
DEA&DP: WASTE MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NR: 19/2/5/7/B1/14/WL0013/17
Notice is given of the public participation process commenced by South African Farm Assured Meat Group cc
for the development of a compost facility to recycle and treat abattoir and organic waste to produce compost
on approximately 7.5 ha. Construction of storm water cut-off channels and collection dam to contain and store
all storm water generated on site for reuse and recycling onto the compost rows as part of the treatment and
compost making process. The development of feed lots for the keeping of animals for commercial production
on approximately 9 ha.
Location: The proposed development is situated approximately 14km northwest of Robertson, east of the R60.
Listed Activities: GNR 983 Listing Notice 1 - Listed Activities 4, 8, 28. GNR 921 Category A Waste Management
Listed Activities 6, 12. GNR 921 Category C Waste Management Listed Activities 1, 2.
Exemption: No application for any exemption is sought.
Opportunity to participate: Interested and Affected Parties are invited to register interest within the process,
or provide written comments to Eco Impact within 30 days of this notice. The project title, your full name,
contact details, plus indication of any direct business, financial, personal or other interest you may have in this
application must please be provided and fully described.

Contact: Lauren Abrahams e C @

PO Box 45070, Claremont, 7735

Impact
Tel: 021 671 1660 Aronmental Health & Sofely Leoa .
Email: admin@ecoimpact.co.za ' ‘
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PROOF OF NEWSPAPER ADVERT

LANGEBERG BULLETIN - 03 MARCH 2017

§ LANGEBERG BULLETIN 03/03/2017
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION FROCESS | LAERSKOOL SWELLENDAM SPOG

PROPOSED ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILITY ON
REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDLEBERG 10, ROBERTSON MET 5 BOLAN DATLETE
DEAKDP: DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT REFERENCE
NR: 1/336T/1/B1/ 141347716 Saterday, 25 Februarie, het 18 stlete van Laerskool Swellendam
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BULLETIN
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EXCITING OPPORTUNITY FOR PEOPLE WHO WANT TO MAKE A DIFFERENCE

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

SWELLENDAM HOSPITAL

ADMINISTRATION CLERK: SUPPLY CHAIN MANAGEMENT
(PROCUREMENT AND TRANSPORT CLERK)

Remuneration: R142 461 per annum

(1 - VACANCY

For detailed information on the above post/s visit our website at:
www.westerncape.gov.za/jobs

Candidates are welcome to access the website at Cape Gateway address:

Closing date:
4 Dorp Street, Cape Town, Western Cape, South Africa.

24 March 2017

The WCG is guided by the principles

of Employment Equity, Candidates with
disabilities are encouraged to apply and an
indication in this regard would be appreciated.

T2 LGu ke tnt mymecwrdisng Loen
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DIE BURGER - 03 MARCH 2017
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PROOF OF POSTAGE / DELIVERY - NEIGHBOUR NOTICES
SEE ANNEXURE 1

PROOF OF POSTAGE / DELIVERY - ADDITIONAL NEIGHBOUR NOTICES
SEE ANNEXURE 1

PROOF OF POSTAGE / DELIVERY - PRE-APPLCIATION BAR
SEE ANNEXURE 1

PROOF OF POSTAGE / DELIVERY - NOTIFICATION OF PUBLIC OPEN DAY
SEE ANNEXURE 1

PROOF OF POSTAGE / DELIVERY - APPLICATION
SEE ANNEXURE 1
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TABLE 1: LIST OF KEY DEPARTMENTS

STAKEHOLDER CONTACT PERSON TELEPHONE FAX NUMBER EMAIL ADDRESS
Breede-Gouritz Catchment Management | Elkerine Rossouw /| 023 347 8127 NA erossouw@bocma.co.za
Agency Ntombi Feni nfeni@bgcma.co.za

Private Bag X3055

Worcester

6850

Cape Winelands District Municipality Municipal Manager/ | 021 888 5272 /| 021 887 3451 mm @ capewinelands.gov.za

PO Box 100 Mayor / Ward Councillors | 021 888 5130 smclean@capewinelands.gov.za
Stellenbosch Mr. Steven McLean

7599 Mr. Marius Engelbrecht

CapeNature Alana Duffell-Canham 021 866 8000 021 866 1523 aduffell-canham@capenature.co.za

Private Bag X5014
Stellenbosch

7599

Central Breede River Water User | Mr. Louis Bruwer 023 626 2451 023 626 5259 Ibruwer@lando.co.za

Association (Robertson) breewater@Ilando.co.za

PO Box 232

Robertson

6705

DEA&DP: Air Quality Management Peter Harmse / Joy | 0214832888 021 4833254 Peter.Harmse@westerncape.gov.za
Private Bag X9086 Leaner Beverly.Barry@westerncape.gov.za
Cape Town

8000

DEA&DP: Development Management The Director Region 2 / | 021 483 5829 021 483 4372 NA

Private Bag X9086
Cape Town
8000

Mr. D’ mitri Matthews

DEA&DP:
Management
Private Bag X9086
Cape Town

8000

Pollution and Chemical

Ms. W Kloppers

021 483 2752

021 483 3254

Wilna.kloppers@westerncape.gov.za
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DEA&DP: Waste Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Mr. Eddie Hanekom / Mr.
Gary Arendse

021 483 2728

021 483 4425

ehanekom@westerncape.gov.za

Department of Agriculture: Western Cape
Private Bag X1

Elsenburg

7606

Brandon Layman / Corr
van der Walt

021 808 5099

021 808 5092

brandonl@elsenburg.co.za

Department of Health: Western Cape
Cape Winelands and Overberg
Private Bag X3079,

Worcester,

6850

Guillaume Olivier

023 348 8131

023 348 8124

golivier@pgwec.gov.za

ESKOM: Land Development
Po Box 222

Brackenfell

7561

Mr. Antonio Coerecuis

021 980 3404

021 980 3035

NA

Heritage Western Cape
Private Bag X9067
Cape Town

8000

Ms. Waseefa Dhansay

021 483 9533

021 483 9842

waseefa.dhansay@westerncape.gov.za

Langeberg Local Municipality
Private Bag X2

Ashton

6715

Municipal Manager/
Mayor / Ward Councillors

023 615 8001

023 615 2272

mm@langeberg.gov.za

Western Cape: Transport and Public
Works - Road Network Management

PO Box 2603

Cape Town

8000

Chief
Watters
Grace Swanepoel

Director: ML

021 483 4669

Grace.Swanepoel@westerncape.gov.za
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TABLE 2: NEIGHBOURS

FARM/ERF SG CODE REGISTERED OWNER | ADDRESS

MIDDELBURG 6/10 C06500000000001000006 | REBEN TRUST POSBUS 895,
ROBERTSON, 6705

MIDDELBURG 8/10 C06500000000001000008 | NOREE PLASE PTY LTD | POSBUS 7,
ROBERTSON

MIDDELBURG 9/10 C06500000000001000009 | FOUR COUSINS TRUST | POSBUS 19,
KLAASVOOGDS, 6707

MIDDELBURG 7/10 C06500000000001000007 | GLOBAL PACT 13 CHARDONNEY

TRADING 302 PTY LT STREET,

SILWERSTRAND,
ROBERTSON, 6705

GANNABOSCH VLAKTE | C06500000000005100000 | H R GROBBELAAR POSBUS 89,
51 FAMILIE TRU ROBERTSON
RE/2/10 C06500000000001000002 | AS ABOVE AS ABOVE
2/11 C06500000000001100000 | AS ABOVE AS ABOVE
MIDDELBURG 4/10 C06500000000001000004 | PERISSEIA PTY LTD POSBUS 765,
ROBERTSON
NORREE 4/11 C06500000000001100004 | AS ABOVE AS ABOVE
NORREE 1/11 C06500000000001100001 | AS ABOVE AS ABOVE
MIDDELBURG RE/10 C06500000000001000000 | PERISSEIA PTY LTD POSBUS 765,
ROBERTSON
MIDDELBURG 10/10 C06500000000001000010 | CF GERBER POSBUS 837,
WELLINGTON, 7654
VINKE RIVIER 15/8 C06500000000000800015 | DJ MATTHYSER POSBUS 482,
ROBERTSON
VINKE RIVIER FARM C06500000000000800007 | RAPIDOUGH PROP POSBUS 541,
7/8 396 CC ROBERTSON
FARM NO. 4 C06500000000000400000 | D KEYSER POSBUS 845,
ROBERTSON
VINKE RIVIER 22/8 C06500000000000800022 | H CJOOSTE POSBUS 209,
ROBERTSON
VINKE RIVIER RE/8 C06500000000000800000 | J L & ZJORDAAN POSBUS 471,
ROBERTSON
KOMPLATS KOPPEN C06500000000000100000 | AS ABOVE AS ABOVE

RE/1

VOETPADS BERG RE/2

C06500000000000200000

JL & ZJORDAAN

MADEBA PLAAS,
ROBERTSON
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TABLE 3: LIST OF KEY DEPARTMENTS AND REGSITERED INTERESTED & AFFECTED PARTIES

STAKEHOLDER CONTACT PERSON TELEPHONE FAX NUMBER EMAIL ADDRESS
Breede-Gouritz Catchment Management | Elkerine Rossouw 023 347 8127 NA erossouw@bocma.co.za;
Agency nfeni@bgcma.co.za
Private Bag X3055

Worcester

6850

Cape Winelands District Municipality

Municipal Manager/

021 888 5272 /

021 887 3451

mm@ capewinelands.gov.za

PO Box 100 Mayor / Ward Councillors | 021 888 5130

Stellenbosch Mr. Steven MclLean

7599 Mr. Marius Engelbrecht

CapeNature Alana Duffell-Canham 021 866 8000 021 866 1523 aduffell-canham@capenature.co.za

Private Bag X5014
Stellenbosch
7599

Central Breede River Water User
Association (Robertson)

PO Box 232

Robertson

6705

Mr Louis Bruwer

023 626 2451

023 626 5259

Ibruwer@lando.co.za
breewater@lando.co.za

DEA&DP: Air Quality Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Peter
Leaner

Harmse / Joy

021 483 2888

021 4833254

Peter.Harmse@westerncape.gov.za

DEA&DP: Development Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

The Director Region 2 /
Mr. D’mitri Matthews

021 483 5829

021 483 4372

D’mitri.Matthews@westerncape.gov.za

DEA&DP:
Management
Private Bag X9086
Cape Town

8000

Pollution and Chemical

Ms. W Kloppers
Shehaam Brinkhuis

021 483 2752

021 483 3254

Wilna.kloppers@westerncape.gov.za

Shehaam.brinkhuis@westerncape.gov.za
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DEA&DP: Waste Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Mr. Eddie Hanekom / Mr.
Gary Arendse

021 483 2728

021 483 4425

ehanekom@westerncape.gov.za
Gary.Arendse@westerncape.gov.za

Department of Agriculture: Western Cape
Private Bag X1

Elsenburg

7606

Brandon Layman / Corr
van der Walt

021 808 5099

021 808 5092

brandonl@elsenburg.co.za;
LandUse.Elsenburg@elsenberg.com

Department of Health: Western Cape
Cape Winelands and Overberg
Private Bag X3079,

Worcester,

6850

Guillaume Olivier

023 348 8131

023 348 8124

golivier@pgwec.gov.za

ESKOM: Land Development
Po Box 222

Brackenfell

7561

Mr. Antonio Coerecuis

021 980 3404

021 980 3035

NA

Heritage Western Cape
Private Bag X9067
Cape Town

8000

Ms. Waseefa Dhansay

021 483 9533

021 483 9842

waseefa.dhansay@westerncape.gov.za

Langeberg Local Municipality
Private Bag X2

Ashton

6715

Municipal Manager/
Mayor / Ward Councillors
Tracey Brunings

023 615 8001

023 615 2272

mm@langeberg.gov.za;
tbrunings@langeberg.gov.za

Western Cape: Transport and Public
Works - Road Network Management

PO Box 2603

Cape Town

8000

Chief
Watters
Grace Swanepoel

Director: ML

021 483 4669

Grace.Swanepoel@westerncape.gov.za
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REGISTERED I&APs

P.A. GERBER
P.0.BOX 837
WELLINGTON
7654

P.A. GERBER
Please don’t register it
because we live on a
farm and can’t receive
mail by day.

082-2136120

gerberl@vodamail.co.za

GRAHAM BECK WINES - ROBERTSON

Mossie Basson 0236261214

023 626 5164

Mossie@grahambeckwines.co.za

PO Box 724 Pre-App BAR to be sent

Robertson via email

6705

Perisseia (Pty) Ltd Le Roux Fourie 082 454 9191 035 789 1892 leroux@dmvrb.co.za
P.O. Box 374

Richards Bay

3900

GRAHAM BECK WINES - ROBERTSON Louis Jordaan 083 676 3606 louis@grahambeckenterprises.co.za
PO Box 724 Operations Manager

Robertson

6705

Doornkloof Private Nature Reserve

Hanneré Jooste

hannere@gmail.com

Christo Reeders Attorneys on behalf of
Perisseia (Pty) Ltd

PO Box 1138

Houghton

2041

Tel: 0878090406
Cell:0828820826

Attorney

Christo Reeders
Perisseia (Pty) Ltd
Mr. Johan Fourie, and
Mr. Le Roux Fourie

christo.reeders@crattorneys.co.za

Sunday Times

Mr. Bobby Jordan 021 4881782

083 925 8358

jordanb@sundaytimes.co.za

Amandelhof
Posbus 482
Robertson
6705

D. J. Matthyser

308win@hotmail.co.za
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TABLE 4: COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TABLE — REGISTRATION PERIOD

STAKEHOLDER/IAP

DATE

COMMENT

RESPONSE

Le Roux Fourie
leroux@dmvrb.co.z

a

17/03/2017

| am one of the parties representing Perisseia (Pty)
Ltd whom owns various properties directly
adjacent, bordering onto, as well as in close
proximity to the Remainder of Farm Middelburg 10

e Part of Remainder of Middelburg 10 and
various others: Le Roux Fourie Vignerons Wine
Cellars & Wine Tasting Room, Function Venue,
Vineyards, 2 Directors Houses planned above
vineyards, Planned renovation of 3 existing
Dams for water storage and tourism.

e 51haacross the road — to be Game Fenced with
permanent Tented Camp next to the River.

e It should be noted that a long term Eco Farm
Housing Development Project (40 Luxury Units
in 8 low-density clusters) have been planned
for this farm.

e Other activities include but not limited -
Pristine Birding on the Farm and in Kloof,
Mountain Biking, Trail Running, Hiking Trails,
Wine Tasting, Hands on harvesting & Wine
making events, Picnic Hikes, Star Gazing, God
with Us Ministries (International Students)

e Portion 3 van 10 Middelburg - Planned
Labourers Cottages & BBBEE Development.

e Langvlei Farm 52 PTE 16 — Le Roux & Fourie
Vignerons Wine Shoppe, Coffee Shoppe,
Tourism Flag Project, Future Boutique Wine

We hereby acknowledge your registration as an
interested and affected party, as well as the list of
planned activities on property in close proximity to
the proposed development.

It is the intention of the developer to mitigate
negative impacts as a result of the proposed
activities. These have been discussed in the Basic
Assessment Report, which will be sent to you for
the regulatory 30 days commenting.

The Basic Assessment Report will include
appendices such as layout, locality, and site
photographs. Please feel free to provide any

additional comments on the documents provided
to you.
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Cellar Wine Shoppe.
e Langvlei Farm 52 PTE 17.

Your advertisement calls for comment, yet provide
no details relating to specific activities, location
layout etc, so it's not possible to provide
comments at this stage.

Graham Beck Wines

/ Rooiberg
Breederivier Conse
rvancy

Mossie Basson

17/03/2017

| refer to notice on Farm Gate, Middleberg 10. ref
DEA/DP 16/3/3/6/7/1 B1 14/1347/16 and DEA/DP
waste  Management Ref 19/2/5/7/ Bl
/14/WLoo13/17 and would like to have detailed
information regarding this development to refer to
our Conservancy (Rooiberg
Breederivier Conservancy) management
committee regarding possible input towards said
development.

The Pre-Application Basic Assessment Report will
be sent to all registered 1&APs who will be given
the opportunity to provide comments on the
proposed development.

Cape Winelands
District Municipality
Steven McLean

Good morning Mr Arendse,

This Department has just received a complaint
regarding the composting plant — Vinkrivier,
Robertson — Abattoir waste:

e Bad odours — smells up to 1,5 km from the
composting plant are being experienced;

e Alleged dumping of Abattoir waste on a Friday
at approx.. 18h00...being left uncovered till the
Monday —flies and odours;

e Attracting wild pigs;

e Neighbouring wine cellar

are expressing

Good Afternoon Steven,

Please be assured that | will carry out a full
investigation of the concerns listed below on
Thursday when | am back on site. In the mean time
| thought | would give you an update on some of
the points.

1. Bad Odours and Smells up to 1.5Km away.
Obviously this is a subjective matter and whilst we
can’t provide you with a detailed assessment
without knowing the exact location, and when it
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concerns regarding odours causing product
damage(wine-making process being
affected,etc);

Cyclists have complained \ enquired regarding
bad odours

may be down wind of the site (worse case scenario)
| can assure you that this is something we all keep a
close eye on when visiting the site. Obviously there
is a level of odour generated during the process,
but we ensure this is kept to a minimum by
insisting that when any abattoir by product is
brought to the site it is covered immediately.
Except for blood, which we allow to soak into a
window for 1 hour before turning and covering.
Initially we did have a problem with the smell
generated by the blood, but this was before your
site visit in February. We established that this was
caused by us waiting for the tanker to be full before
we brought it. We have now changed this practice
to bringing blood every day, no matter the fill level
of the tanker. We also top up with water at the
abattoir. This has reduced the smell considerably.
On site there is not a smell that could be
considered obnoxious at all, even so close. We also
ensure that we control the C:N ratio to prevent
ammonia being produced (too high Nitrogen) by
the composting process which produces the smell
that would be objectionable. This costs us a
considerable amount as our main control method is
the use of wood chips which we buy in. | have
attached results from our first test we have done
which shows we are producing a good quality
compost with a desirable C:N ratio.

2. When we first started we did deliver one truck of
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stomach contents late one afternoon which was
not covered until the next day. This was outside our
standard operating procedure even at such an early
stage of our site development. This was down to
poor communication between the abattoir and the
site which has now been rectified. We now ensure
that no deliveries leave the abattoir after 15:30 so
that it can be received and covered before the end
of shift on the farm. Everyone concerned has been
given clear instructions and informed of the
consequences of not following them. The covering
of the by-product immediately has definitely
helped with the numbers of flies.

3. This is the first time that we have been made
aware of the supposed attraction of wild pigs, and
if it is caused by the composting site. We have
never spotted the pigs on the farm in the past. |
have instructed our site manager to keep an eye
out for any signs of wild pigs and to instruct the
night time staff to be extra vigilant. It would be
useful if the complainant could provide photos so
that we could establish the type, kind, size and sex
of the pigs as this would give us some information
on how best to manage any potential problem.

4. We take on board the wine cellars concerns and
obviously do not wish to get into conflict with them
being our neighbours. However these are
unsubstantiated concerns at present and again we
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would be grateful if they could provide us with any
evidence so that we could look at possible control
methods. | would like to mention that a number of
local wine and fruit farms are using products similar
to our compost, whether it is manure, chicken
litter, compost or all 3 on their vineyards / fruit
farms in order to maintain soil quality. We have
also noticed another composting facility in the local
area which is actually on a wine farm itself,
although a small facility this also needs to be
considered as well.

5. With regards to the cyclists complaining about
the odours | would refer to my original answer in
point 1, but would like to add that it is not an
offensive smell and not dissimilar to the smell
coming from any dairy, beef, or lamb farm that can
be found in and around Robertson.

Hope the above answers your concerns / queries
but | will provide further feedback this Thursday
when | am onsite.

Regards
David Houghton
Chief Operations Officer (SA Meat Assured)
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TABLE 5: COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TABLE — PRE-APPLICATION BAR

STAKEHOLDER/IAP | DATE COMMENT RESPONSE

CapeNature 11/07/2017 | Compost Facility Site: 1. The classification provided by CapeNature in
Allana Duffel- 1. The site was historically covered by Breede terms of the vegetation status is noted.
Canham Alluvium Renosterveld. Although Breede

Alluvium Renosterveld is listed as Vulnerable
according to the list of threatened ecosystems
published in 2011, a recent analysis by
CapeNature’s conservation planner, using far
more recent groundcover imagery than that
used for the 2011 listings, has shown that only
42% of the original extent of this ecosystem is
remaining. Thus it now qualifies as Endangered
under criterion Al (remaining extent).

2. A portion of the site has been determined as
Critical Biodiversity Area (CBA). Whilst we note
that this classification is disputed due to the
area being previously disturbed and most of
the natural vegetation being removed, the
presence of natural vegetation was not the
only reason that the western portion of the site
was determined as CBA and one of the other
reasons includes watercourse protection. Due
to the level of disturbance the more correct
classification would probably have been CBA 2
which acknowledges that the site is degraded
but should be rehabilitated. It is apparent from
an examination of current and historical aerial
images that drainage lines are present on site

2. A detailed site development plan including
storm water management plan has been
included in Appendix B1 of the BAR. Please also
see the Freshwater Ecological Impact
Assessment and Risk Assessment Matrix in
relation to the activities on the sensitive aquatic
areas in close proximity.
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and the site has been prone to erosion in the
past which indicates that water does flow
through the site occasionally. This means that
there may be a risk of compost washing off site
and into watercourses after a heavy rainfall
event. Therefore the size of the facility should
be reduced to allow larger buffers between it
and the watercourses north and west of the
site.

Although the site purportedly has a high clay
content and the risk of infiltration is therefore
deemed to be low, we would still like
confirmation from a geohydrologist in this
regard.

Linked to points 2 and 3, input from a
geohydrologist should also be obtained
regarding the need for mitigation measures
(such as berms, cut-off drains, retention pond
etc.) to control run-off and infiltration.

Feedlot Site:
5.

The feedlot site was also historically covered by
Breede Alluvium Renosterveld. Although this
site has been cleared of natural vegetation, the
feedlot does also pose a risk to the nearby
watercourse especially if nutrient rich runoff
from the site is able to enter the river. A
substantial buffer should also be allowed for
(>50m) between the edge of the feedlot and
the riparian zone. Erosion on site must also be
strictly monitored and controlled.

The determination in terms of the high clay
content was based on a soil study conducted at
the site location (Please see Appendix G3).
Additional studies to determine the potential
affect to water resources has been conducted
in Appendix G1 and G2 respectively.

A storm water management plan has been
included in the site development plan in
Appendix B1. This has been informed by the
specialist input in Appendices G1 - 3, as well as
the natural topography of the site.

The impacts have been assessed in the
Appendix J of the BAR, Freshwater Ecological
Impact Assessment as well as in the Risk
Assessment Matrix. Recommendations to
mitigate negative impacts have been included
in the BAR and EMP.
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For both sites the EMPr must stipulate buffers
between activities and the watercourses.
Although some standard operating procedures
have been provided for several activities on site
(for example delivery, turning in of animal
products, temperature and pH recording etc.)
there are no requirements stipulated for
monitoring and ensuring contaminants do not
leave the site and this requires further
consideration.

6. Please refer to the recommendations in the
Freshwater Ecological Assessment and Risk
Assessment Matrix - which has been
incorporated into the BAR and EMP.

DEA&DP: Air Quality
Management
Peter Harmse

12/07/2017

Dust and Noise Control Regulations

1.1. Dust and noise may be generated during
the construction phase of the project.

1.2. In this regard. the operation must comply
with the following:

e National Environmental Management: Air
Qualify Act (NEM: AQA), National Dust
Control Regulations (Notice 827 of 2013);

e Western Cape Noise Control Regulations
(P.N. 200/2013).

Odour Impact Management

2.1. The D: AQM is aware that the composting
process generates a certain level of odour,
but the Directorate has noted that the
facility has received complaints regarding
alleged  excessive  odour  emissions
emanating from the composting plant. The
facility must investigate best practice
measures to minimise or avoid offensive
odours.

1. Dust and Noise Control Regulations
1.1. Noted.
1.2. Noted. This has been emphasised in the
EMP.
2. Odour Impact Management
2.1.SOP’'s have been developed and
implemented at the facility which aims to
greatly reduce any offensive odours which
may come from activities at the facility. It
must be noted that the facility will be
associated with odours however through
the implementation of best practice
methods and the SOP’s the odours should
not be overly offensive and would be
similar to that which may come from any
beef, dairy or lamb farm in and around
Robertson. See the EMP in Appendix H for
operation control for the mitigation of flies.
3. Environmental Management Programme (EMP)
3.1. Noted. This has been included for
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"In terms of Section 35 (2) of the NEM: AQA
(Act No. 39 of 2004), the occupier of the
premises must take all reasonable steps to
prevent the emission of any offensive
odour caused by any activity on such
premises."
3. Environmental Management Programme
(EMP)
3.1.The proposed Standard Operating

Procedures (SOP's) mentioned in the Pre-
Application BAR should be instituted and
maintained in the daily operational
production process. The EMP should
include, but not be limited to the following
considerations related to the
abovementioned SOP's

e The composting facility lies 60km away
from the Robertson Abattoir, therefore
it is important to revise measures to
effectively transport abattoir waste to
the composting facility as to reduce
and or mitigate spillage.

e Blood should be removed from the
abattoir every day to reduce the
potential for odour release.

e High temperatures may pose a fire risk,
therefore the windrows and bulk
storage areas should be monitored for
temperature spikes.

e Carbon and nitrogen ratios must be at

consideration in the EMP.
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the required level as to abate potential
odour release.

DEA&DP:
Management
Mr. Gary Arendse

Waste

13/07/2017

The Department has no objection to the above-
mentioned application subject to the following
conditions:

2.1. Please note that all alternatives must be

properly assessed in terms of the

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)

Regulations and the National

Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act

No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA) as stated below:

2.1.1. Be advised that in terms of the EIA
Regulations and NEMA the
investigation of  alternatives s
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
a waste management licence for an
alternative as if it has been applied for
or may grant a waste management
licence in respect of all or part of the
activity applied for.

2.1.2. Alternatives are not limited to
activity alternatives, but include layout
alternatives, design, activity,
operational and technology
alternatives. You are hereby reminded
that it is mandatory to investigate and

2. The Departments comments and conditions are
duly noted.

2.1.

2.2

2.3.

2.4.

2.5.

2.6.

2.7.

Noted. Due consideration as required in
terms of the EIA Regulations, 2014 as
amended has been included in the BAR and
EMP.

. This has been included as such in the EMP.

The only waste that will go to landfill will
be waste that cannot be composted.

Waste minimisation measures have been
included in the EMP.

SOPs have been developed for
implementation to ensure that the facility
is operated in such a manner that no health
hazard or nuisance conditions occur, such
as noise, odour, vectors and windblown
litter.

Please see the SOP developed and
implemented to prevent such an
occurrence.

Compliance in terms of the National Norms

and Standards for Storage of Waste has
been included as a performance parameter
for the facility.

Noted. See attached maps included in
Appendix D2 indicating the relevant land
uses within a 2km and 5km radius of the
development site.
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assess the option of not proceeding
with the proposed activity (i.o.w. the
"no-go" option) in addition to other
alternatives identified. Every EIA
process must therefore identity and
investigates alternatives, with feasible
and reasonable alternatives to be
comparatively assessed. 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 option of not
proceeding, 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 option and
the no-go option exist must be
provided to the Department.

2.2. The disposal of waste should be considered
as a last resort after having considered the
re-use and recycling of waste during the
construction phase.

2.3. Waste minimisation should be
implemented, such as the avoidance,

2.8. Please see the recommendations as per the
Soil Study in Appendix G3.
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2.4.

2.5.

2.6.

2.7.

2.8.

reduction, re-use and recycling of waste
during construction, before considering the
disposal of such waste.

The composting area and waste storage
area shall be operated in such a manner
that no health hazard or nuisance
conditions occur, such as noise, odour,
vectors and windblown litter.

Please note that no waste from infectious
animals, including blood from infectious
animals may be used for composting at the
Facility.

Please adhere to the National Norms and
Standards for the Storage of Waste in
terms of Government Notice (GN) No. 926
of 29 November 2013, if the volumes of
waste stored exceeds 80m? for hazardous
waste and/or 100m? for general waste.

The closest residential area/houses must
also be indicated, together with the
prevailing wind direction per season.
Please note that composting should be
conducted on an impermeable surface.

Langeberg
Municipality: Town
Planning
Department

Tracy Brunings

18/07/2017

The following preliminary comments are provided

from a land use planning point of view:

1. The property in question is zoned Agricultural
Zone | in terms of the Section 8 Zoning Scheme
regulations. The proposed uses, namely:
Compost Facility (from abattoir waste) and
Feedlot, are not primary uses in the Agricultural

1. An application is in process of being prepared
by Umsiza Planning for a rezoning and consent
use application in terms of Section 15 of the
Langeberg Municipal Land Use Planning Bylaw,
2015. The penalty fee will be paid together
with the application fee. Please see Section D
page37 for details regarding the zoning.
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Zone |. An application must therefore be
lodged in terms of Section 15 of the Langeberg
Municipal Land Use Planning Bylaw, 2015. It is
noted that the use of the compost facility has
already commenced which is in contravention
of the Zoning Scheme and a penalty fee is
payable.

In terms of the Langeberg Spatial Development
Framework, 2015 (SDF) the proposed
development site falls within “Core”, “Buffer”
and “Transformed” Spatial Planning
Categories. There is no objection to
development within the Transformed and
Buffer areas subject to the sustainable
management of land use activities. However,
development of the compost facility within the
identified  “Core” SPC adjoining the
Middelstekloof River is not consistent with the
Desired Management Objectives for this land,
namely: to maintain natural land, rehabilitate
degraded land and maintain ecological
processes. This Core SPC forms an integral part
of an important north-south environmental link
between the Langeberge and the Breede River
and connectivity must be maintained. In this
regard, natural buffer areas and no-go areas
must be identified and complied with to the
satisfaction of Cape Nature, BGCMA and the
CBR WUA. The proposed boundaries of the
compost facility must be amended accordingly.

2. Please see the Location Plan (in Appendix A).

The application site is not located in the Core
Area, but adjacent to the Middelstekloof
River/CBA. Only a part of the feedlot will be
located within 100 meters from the river, while
the compost facility will be located approx.
300m from the river.

The building mentioned is a basic roofed
structure used for storage of farm equipment
(Please see Site Development Plan - Appendix
B). The building is not directly associated with
the proposed development and as such is not
included for consideration in this application.
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3. It is noted that there is an existing shed on the
site. From google earth, it appears that this
shed was built between 2010 and 2014. This
office has no records of building plans having
been submitted in terms of the National
Building Regulations and Building Standards Act
No 103 of 1977.

Le Roux Fourie 10/07/2017 | Can you please inform me when the Public | A public meeting was scheduled for the 26 October
Meeting will be held? As | have numerous | 2017. All key departments and interested and
guestions to ask. affected parties were notified on the 17 October

2017.
Doornkloof Nature | 17/07/2017 | My property, being Portion 22 of Farm Vinke Rivier | 1. The mapping site that we used to identify

Reserve
Mrs. Hanneré Jooste

Number 8 in the Langeberg Municipality Division of
Robertson, Province of the Western Cape, is
directly adjacent to the "proposed" compost
facility and feedlot in a private nature reserve,
where a small Airbnb is my sole source of income.
These "proposed" developments are a matter of
extreme concern. | use quotation marks because
the compost facility is already in use and has been
for months. The most salient points of
consequence are:

1. The proposed feedlot where you want to keep
6000+ lambs is DIRECTLY ADJACENT TO A
NATURE RESERVE where predators like leopard
and caracal roam freely. Not only have you
failed to address this potential critical conflict,
but you explicitly deny the fact that you are

adjacent neighbours (CapeFarmMapper:
https://gis.elsenburg.com/apps/cfm/).  Which
provides functionality to the Western Cape
Surveyor-General farm and cadastre database -
has the incorrect property boundaries for Farm
Middelburg delineated on their website. As
such the application area was identified to be
on the remainder of Farm Middelburg 10.
However the appointed Planner has indicated
that the application area in terms of this
application is actually located on Farm 6/10
Middelburg. This however only came to light
after the circulation of the Pre-Application BAR
- as such point 1 in your comment is valid and
duly noted. We will amend the report to reflect
the correct information.
2. Noted. The impacts

on adjacent tourism

33



https://gis.elsenburg.com/apps/cfm/

near any nature conservation area.

My very livelihood, being derived from a
tourism and hospitality facility inside a nature
reserve, is dependent on the pristine nature of
the immediate environment and the wild
animals contained in and by it. The latter
includes Cape Leopard (Panthera pardus),
Caracal (Caracal caracal), Large-spotted genet
(Genetta tigrina) and African  bushpig
(Potamochoerus larvatus).

In fact, Middelburg Farm is sandwiched
between two tourism-dependent neighbours,
bordered as it is by Buitenstekloof Mountain
Cottages on the eastern side and exacerbating
the importance of the existing fly-, odour-,
noise- and traffic- and aesthetic problems. | am
financially dependent on visitors to the reserve
being able to do hiking, trail running and
birdwatching in situ and on the scenic and
natural beauty of the environment remaining
intact.

Under item 7. LAND USE CHARACTER OF
SURROUNDING AREA on page 15 of the The
Pre-application Basic Assessment Report you
were supposed to "highlight the current land
uses and/or prominent features that occur
within +/- 500m radius of the site and
neighbouring properties if these are located
beyond 500m of the site", yet you crossed out

activities will be assessed and your concerns
will be included in the impact tables in
Appendix J of the BAR.

| refer to the explanation provided in point 1
above. The section / item indicated as per your
comment will be corrected to reflect the
correct land use character of the surrounding
area.

We await feedback from BGCMA with regard to
the activity in relation to the watercourse.
Noted. The current Economic Dimension of
Ward 6 as described in the Langeberg
Municipality IDP 2017 has indicated that in the
ward there are 3859 employed people.
However employment is greatly dependant on
the time of year due to the nature of work
associated with the surrounding farms offering
employment. Apart from agricultural activities
providing employment opportunities the ward
also boasts Cape Lime, a number of wineries
with  restaurants and shops providing
employment opportunities to persons in the
low-skilled up to skilled working sectors.
Workers that will be employed for the
proposed development will be similar to those
currently employed in the ward. Safety and
security in the area will thus be unchanged as a
result, and may result in less crime due to a
more sustainable employment opportunity
offered by the proposed development.
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both "Nature conservation area" AND "Tourism
& Hospitality facility" among others. THIS
NEEDS TO BE RECTIFIED. Your statement that
"The development site is surrounded by
agricultural activities such as cultivation of
crops as well as livestock farming." is therefore
erroneous. The development site is, in fact,
sandwiched between two hospitality facilities
and bordering a Nature Reserve. THIS NEEDS
TO BE RECTIFIED.

Your concern for the proximity of the facility to
the watercourse (page 24) is noted and we
await the outcome of your Water Use Licence
application.

Another cause for legitimate concern is the
potential influx of contract workers/job seekers
to the site (page 37). Besides the littering
foreseen in the report, it causes a safety risk to
my person as | live alone.

In attempted mitigation of the noise factor, the
report states that "adjacent land users/owners
are a considerable distance from the proposed
development site and the noise from
construction activities may be negligible" (page
38). This is misleading. Sound carries extremely
effectively in the quiet of a nature reserve and
will be heard by the guests who come here
specifically for the quiet and on whom | depend
for anincome.

Offensive odours (page 41) emanating from the

10.

Noted. However this will only occur during the
construction phase of the activity, which will be
done in accordance with the EMP. The noise
during operation would be similar to that which
may be expected on a working farm which
contributes to most of the wards land use
activities. Please see refer to the impact tables
in Appendix J and the EMP in Appendix H for
details regarding the mitigation of noise during
all phases of the development.

Noted. Best practice measures are in the
process of being investigated to mitigate and
minimise offensive odours from the facility.
Please refer to the impact tables in Appendix J
and the EMP in Appendix H for details regarding
the mitigation of flies during the operational
phase for the compost facility and feedlot.

The facility will be fenced which will provide a
barrier in terms of wild pigs and caracal in the
area. Please refer to the EMP for mitigation
controls in  terms of  human/wildlife
interactions.

Noted. Additional information has been added
to the BAR.

A public meeting was scheduled for the 26
October 2017. All key departments and
interested and affected parties were notified on
the 17 October 2017.
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compost site reach the gate to Doornkloof
Private Nature Reserve on a regular basis. | -
and, more importantly, my guests - have to
stop to unlock and re-lock two gates to enter
and leave the reserve (automatic gates are not
an option), during which time it is often
necessary to hold one's breath for the stench. A
large proportion of my guests are cyclists, who
are affected by the smell when they use the
public road that runs past the compost rows.

As for "the attraction of... wild pigs" mentioned
on page 42: Doornkloof is home to a family of
bushpigs regularly photographed on our trail
cameras. As with the leopard and caracal,
please explain your management plan for
these.

Lastly, the following paragraph (page 41) needs
explication too:

Effluent in the form of sludge / compost tea
resulting from the composting process will be
generated. The effluent is expected to drain
into the constructed cut-off storm water
channels which will be stored in the collection
dam. The effluent collected in the dam will then
be reused in the composting process by
spraying the effluent onto the windrows /
mounds. This process is considered as disposal
of waste that could have a detrimental effect
on the environment, which an authorisation in
terms of section 21 of the NWA would be
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required.

10. | therefore urge a public meeting to address
issues including, but not limited to, the
aforementioned concerns.

Mr. P.A. Gerber

| refer to the 193 page document, on CD,(which |
had printed), which deals with the above matter.

1. From the start, | want to put it on record that |
find it totally unacceptable that, as a
neighbour, | had to accidently read about the
application in the media. Meanwhile, other
neighbours, further away from the application-
site, have been consulted and listed as affected
parties. I.O.W. your process started flawed.

| would like to comment on a page-by-page basis.

2. On page 3 of the Basic Assessment Report of
the DEAPP under “SUMMARY OF
ALTERNATIVES” it is mentioned that this site is
the only site available to SAFAM. This is
nonsensical as there are many other properties
more suitable for sale for the purpose of a
compost facility. | also find it devious that the
application is actually dual and that it would be
wiser to split the application into 2 separate
application. There are hundreds of abattoirs all
over SA, so this problem of waste is not unique.

3. On page 4 reference is made of a “NO-GO
OPTION” and attempts are made to create the

The mapping site that we used to identify
adjacent neighbours (CapeFarmMapper:
https://gis.elsenburg.com/apps/cfm/).  Which
provides functionality to the Western Cape
Surveyor-General farm and cadastre database -
has the incorrect property boundaries for Farm
Middelburg delineated on their website. As
such the application area was identified to be
on the remainder of Farm Middelburg 10.
However the appointed Planner has indicated
that the application area in terms of this
application is actually located on Farm 6/10
Middelburg. This however only came to light
after the circulation of the Pre-Application BAR.
All additional neighbours have been identified.
Those whom have registered have been
afforded with an opportunity to comment on
the Pre-Applications BAR and Appendices. The
notice is placed in the newspaper as part of the
public participation to encourage stakeholder
engagement.

In terms of Circular: EADP 0028/2017 the
following was decided:

“Following an agreement between the Ministers
responsible for environmental affairs, water and
sanitation, and mineral resources, amendments
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perception  that the subject property is
“underutilized Agricultural land unsuitable for
the cultivation of commercial crops.” This is
very wrong as the property has excellent
agriculture potential, and that it only needs
water for irrigation. As there are surplus water
in the Breede River and water technology. The
statement that if the proposed development
did not continue, SAFAM might cease
operations, is not acceptable and irrelevant to
the land. l.o.w., if other abattoirs don’t have
their own compost-facilities , they would all
cease all over S.A.? “A negative impact on the
market,” = What market?

On page 9, at the question regarding
(Processing  activities(e.g. manufacturing,
storage ,distribution), the answer is “NO”. This
is incorrect. There will definitely be storage of
compost. This is the case at all compost plants
and there is no reason why this one would be
different.

. The next question regarding storage facilities, is

also answered “NO”. This again is wrong. Of
course raw materials will be stockpiled as they
are not always available every day.

On page 10, at number 2, reference is made to
the size of the property, being 402,19 hectares.
Why then does the applicant want to place the
plant next to the road?

On page 11, at the bottom, reference is made

have been made to the Mineral and Petroleum
Resources Development Act, 2002 (Act No. 28 of
2002) (“MPRDA”), the National Environmental
Management: Air Quality Act, 2004 (Act No. 39
of 2004) (“NEMAQA”), National Environmental
Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998)
(“NEMA”), the National Water Act, 1998 (Act
No. 36 of 1998) (“NWA”), and the National
Environmental Management: Waste Act, 2008
(Act No. 59 of 2008) (NEMWA) to give effect to
“One Environmental System” for South Africa.
The date of effect of the last of the amended
provisions was 8 December 2014.”

As such an integrated approach and application
process is encouraged.

Please see the Soil Study (Appendix G3) which
details the soil potential of the proposed site.
The reserve determination in terms of potential
water available in the system can only be made
by the Department of Water and Sanitation as it
has to take into account all current water users
and pending applications. Abattoir waste and
by-product used to be accepted by the Local
Municipality Landfill, this has subsequently
ceased as the Municipality no longer accepts
such waste. SAFAM had to find an alternative
way of dealing with the waste and the
composting facility is the most feasible solution
(in terms of the feasibility study and
investigations). Should the application be
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10.

11.

about the close proximity of the Vinkriver. The
proposed plant is dangerously close to this
river. We have owned our property for 36 years
and over these 4 decades we have seen serious
water flooding, which makes the application
site totally unacceptable.

On page 12 under “3”, there are a few “NO”
answers which should be affirmative such as
steep slopes, seasonal wet soils, erosion, etc.
Furthermore, there is also doubt whether the
whole site is high in clay content.

On page 15, under number “7”, there are a
characters of the surrounding area which has
been wrongly deleted such as,
“UNTRANSFORMED AREA”; “ TOURISM &
HOSPITALITY FACILITY” ; “SPORT FACILITIES”;
“NATURE CONSERVATION AREA”;
“MOUNTAIN,KOPPIE OR RIDGE”. It was
mischievous and misleading to have omitted
these “CHARACTERISTICS”.

On page 16, reference is made to “TOURISM
OPPORTUNITIES”, but the application-area is
alive with tourism such as Mountain bikers
every weekend cycling past and over the
properties adjacent. This terrible odour will
have a very negative effect. The increase in the
associated traffic on the road, which is already
too narrow for 2 trucks to pass each other, will
be very dangerous for cyclists.

On page 18, wunder “10” , regarding

rejected operations may cease at SAFAM as
alternative waste management solutions are
not feasible. According to the Langeberg
Municipality IDP 2017 the “Primary Sector”
contributes R641.5 million (14.3%) of the
Municipalities GDP (2015). There are only 2 Red
Meat Abattoirs in the Municipality which
contributes 3.6% in terms of the Western
Cape’s Infrastructure.

Processing activities are not triggered in terms
of this application. Please see the section on
“Storage and Treatment facilities for solid waste
and effluent generated by the project” in the
same table of the BAR.
Noted, raw material
described in the BAR.
The site is chosen based on the environmental
constraints (i.e. the mountain catchment are
located north on the proposed area) as well as
accessibility. Please refer to the Section E in the
BAR for further details relating to the locality of
the application area.

An application to BGCMA (regional competent
authority in terms of water use applications)
has been made, who will provide guidance in
terms of the facility in relation to the
watercourse. Please see the Freshwater
Ecological Impact Assessment and Risk
Assessment Matrix in Appendix G1 and G2
respectively.

storage areas to be
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12

13.

14.

15.

16.

“APPLICABLE LEGISLATION”, it is stated that the
National Health Act, Act 61 of 2003, the
Constitution of S.A., 1996 and the National
Building Regulations and Building Standards Act
103 of 1977 (NBRBSA) and the relevant
regulations are all not applicable. This is totally
untrue.

. On page 19, it would be appreciated if it could

be explained which “GUIDELINES ON PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION” were used that was
responsible for not informing me as a
neighbour, but the neighbour on the other
side, further away from the subject property?
On page 20 it was answered “YES” at question
1.(iii). This was obviously not the case as | have
pointed out.

On page 21 mention is made of the fact that no
public meetings were held. This is a serious
flaw.

On page 23, item 6, it is stated that electricity
will be obtained from ESKOM, however the
supplier of electricity there is the Municipality
itself. Furthermore, the increase in trucks and
other vehicles will cause more road
maintenance. Under item nr. 9, | have already
indicated the incorrectness of the statement
that “the soil was determined to be unsuitable
for the cultivation of commercial crops.”

Under item 10, the only concern mentioned is
the watercourse, whereas nothing is

10.

11.

12.
13.
14.

Noted. The responses in the table has been
informed by specialist input included in
Appendices G1-3 of the BAR.

Noted, please see my response above (point 1).
The table will be amended accordingly.

Noted. SOP’s have been developed and
implemented at the facility which aims to
greatly reduce any offensive odours which may
come from activities at the facility. It must be
noted that the facility will be associated with
odours however through the implementation of
best practice methods and the SOP’s the odours
should not be overly offensive and would be
similar to that which may come from any beef,
dairy or lamb farm in and around Robertson. It
is also noted that there are a number of
livestock farms, dairies and a brewery located
within 5km from the facility all of which would
contribute to odours associated with these
activities. Please see impact tables in Appendix
J as well as the EMP in Appendix H for
mitigation controls associated with the impacts
identified.

Section 10 of the BAR refers to obtaining
permits / authorisations under the legislation
listed in that table. Thus the use of “Not
Applicable”.

Please see response above listed number 1.

As above.

A public meeting was scheduled for the 26
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17.

18.

19.

mentioned about the natural area, etc.

Under item 11, it is mentioned that “Odours
and flies may become problematic,” yet no
details are provided to stop this. The noise
increase will also be apparently “during the
construction phase.”, yet further on in the
application mention is made of all the extra
traffic that will be generated by farmers bring
animals to the feedlot, other loads of compost-
components and raw material, etcetera. The
visual effect mentioned is only the feedlot, yet
the compost facility is right next to the main
road which is increasing daily with tourist,
whether by car, horses, cycles, etc. The
disastrous effect of the compost plant adjacent
to the Slent Road, between Paarl and
Klipheuwel, is a classic example.

Under item 12, the application is very
economical with the truth regarding the impact
on the surrounding land users impact costs.
Under 13, regarding the positive and negative
impacts, the only positive impact of the project
will be the waste management solution for the
abattoir. Nobody else. The fact that farmers
can sell their livestock to the feedlot has
nothing to do with the disastrous compost
facility. The negative impacts are seriously
downplayed by referring to the source of
nuisance, impact on natural and cultural
resources and aquatic environments as,

15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

October 2017. All key departments and
interested and affected parties were notified on
the 17 October 2017.

Noted. Please see Soil Study in appendix G3.
Please refer to the impact tables in Appendix J
as well as the EMP in Appendix H which
includes mitigation measures that must be
implemented to reduce the potential impact on
the receiving environment.

Please refer to the impact tables in Appendix J
as well as the EMP in Appendix H which
includes mitigation measures that must be
implemented to reduce the potential impact on
the receiving environment. More details will be
included to ensure that all the potential impacts
are listed and fully described.

As above SOPs have been developed for
implementation to reduce potential negative
impacts that may affect the opportunity costs
of neighbouring land users.

Section 13 merely lists the negative and positive
impacts. Please see the impact tables in
Appendix J for details of impacts assessed.
According to the Waste Minimisation Guideline
for Municipalities, 2015: “South Africa takes the
management of organic waste seriously and
considers it a high priority waste. The
Department of Environmental Affairs have
developed a National Organic Waste Strategy
with the intention to divert this waste from
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

POTENTIAL IMPACTS !!!

Under item 14 it is stated that the composting
facility is the “best practicable environmental
option for the land”. This is such a flawed
statement and is rejected with disdain.

The “benefits to society” referred to under
item 14, is only to the abattoir. There are many
other buyers for lambs and other livestock.
Under “SECTION E: ALTERNATIVES”, on page
26, the wrong statement regarding the
potential of the land is again repeated. The
6000-6500 animals in the feedlot will be fed
“nutritious feed”, which again will generate
traffic to the area. These 2 activities, namely
the compost facility as well as the feedlot are
proposed as the only location available to
SAFAM is rejected.

On page 29, mention is made that “SAFAM is in
the initial stage of composting production.” On
inspection of the property it was observed that
composting activities was already in production
and occurring and there was also signboards
indicating as such at the locked gate of the
farm. It would also be of importance to know if
there are not already abattoir waste being used
in the processing. For instance, where are the
blood of the abattoir currently being dumped?
The “NO-GO OPTION” referred to on page 30, is
overplayed by the concealed threat that the
abattoir might close. This is disingenuous, as

landfills and manage them more appropriately,
through composting. A variety of technics are
available for processing organics into compost.
See Table 12 below.”

21.

22.

23.

Nw.environment Qov.za

Find out about the National Organic Waste

Strategy at the links below:
http://sawic.environment.gov.za/documents/1

824.pdf
http://sawic.environment.gov.za/documents/1

825.pdf

Noted. A more detailed motivation to be
included in this section.

Noted. Please see the soil study in Appendix G3
of the BAR. Traffic impacts will be assessed in
the impact tables in Appendix J. Your rejection
in terms of location of the facility is noted.
Composting activities are currently conducted
at the facility. The facility is currently operating
under the threshold that would require a
Licence whilst SAFAM obtain the required
authorisations in terms of NEMA, NEMWA and
NWA. Please see SOP 1 - 3 which details current
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25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

the gaps in the market will always be filled by
other operators.

On page 32 you are already affirming the
drainage line feeding into the Vinkriver which is
totally too risky. We have owned our property
since 1980, i.o.w. 37 vyears, and we have
witnessed various flooding over these decades,
making your application site too risky for any
such intended composting activities.

On page 33, under 2 (b) it is stated that the
activity will not produce emissions into the
atmosphere. This is not true, as the both the
facilities and the compost facility in particular,
will definitely produce stinking emissions, as is
the case in all other such facilities.

On the same page, under 3, regarding “ WATER
USE”, it is mentioned that only water from a
“river, stream, dam ,lake” will be used. It is
doubtful whether the facility could run a 100%
without the supplementing of
borehole/underground water.

On page 37 under the “Cumulative impacts:” ,
mention is made of the “relatively low impact”
on traffic. This is not true as the road traffic has
consistently increased over the past few years
and the width of the road is also problematic.
On page 38 mention is made of the “little”
noise impact of the project. This is also untrue
as our property is just over a 1000 meters from
the site and we hear vehicles, never mind

24.

25

26.

27.

28.
29.

processes implemented at the facility. A
process flow of the composting conducted at
the facility is included in SOP 1.

Please refer to my response in point 3 above.

. We are in the process of engaging with BGCMA

and an application to them will be lodged.
Please refer to my response in point 7 above.
The emissions as referred to in that section is in
terms NEMAQA. In this instance yes there will
be odours which will be mitigated through the
implementation of SOPs and through sound
management practices at the facility.

An application will be lodged with BGCMA for
all applicable water uses for the facility.
Information on the progress and the status of
the application with BGCMA will be provided in
subsequent reports which will be circulated to
all interested and affected parties.

Noted, this will be reviewed.

The noise impact will be similar to what is
currently experience in the area. Taking into to
account the number of businesses located west
of the facility that uses the gravel road to access
their sites. An SOP has been developed to limit
the delivery of material to the facility. This
reduces the potential impact of traffic and noise
as a result. This also assists improved site
operations and site hygiene as it ensures that
raw materials brought for composting is
handled immediately in terms of the relevant
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30.

31.

32.

33.

trucks, further away.

On page 40, the “Mitigation” proposed to
rectify the “Cumulative impacts:” re adjacent
aquatic habitats, are not enough to avoid a
catastrophy in times of flooding and other
extreme weather events.

On page 41, the impact of offensive odours are
grossly underplayed and understated. To
further try to dilute the effect of this stench
with that of an ordinary feedlot, is truly under-
estimating the intelligence of all the other
affected parties. Bring me one of these
composting plants that don’t stink and stench.
On page 42 the “Health risks” is under-played
as there are a lot more animals than wild pigs
and flies that will be attracted to this open-air
restaurant. No plan developed yet.

On page 48 of 62 in “Appendix 1” it is
confirmed what is the biggest complaint and
fear of allowing such a composting facility. In
the second-last sentence it is stipulated that,
“Other materials used will be chicken litter,...”
This chicken litter could also include dead
chickens and Worcester is surrounded by
chicken farms. There is no guarantee that the
abattoir in Worcester will not start delivering
their dead carcases, blood, etc. and other
abattoir waste to this compost facility, as other
municipalities are getting much stricter with
abattoirs.

SOP for the material received. This will decrease
the risk of odour and pests at the facility.

30. The impacts on the water resource will be

31.

32

33.

further investigated through the application
with BGCMA. Please see the Freshwater
Ecological impact Assessment and the Risk
Assessment Matric in Appendix G1 and G2
respectively, as well as the impact tables in
Appendix J.

As | have stated in points above the facility is
implementing SOPs and practices to greatly
reduce the smell from the facility. There
however will be a level of odour as a result of
the composting process, , but would like to add
that it is not an offensive smell and not
dissimilar to the smell coming from any dairy,
beef, or lamb farm that can be found in and
around Robertson. The facility takes all
complaints lodged seriously and all complaints
are recorded and investigated as best as
reasonably possible.

. The facility is required to be fenced and locked

to ensure that unauthorised persons do not
enter the facility. The fence will adequate to
keep out naturally occurring game / animals in
the region. Aspects from the “Human Wildlife
Conflict” guideline published by CapeNature
has been included in the EMP should such a
situation occur at the facility.

The Waste Licence will be issued with strict
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34. On page 2 of the “SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC

35.

PARTICIPATION PROCESS”, under 5, bullet 2,
mention is already made of the large amount of
flies present.

As there are more processes that still has to be
followed, | send you these comments, which
contains some of my serious concerns
regarding this compost facility.

34.

35.

conditions that SAFAM must comply with. Any
change to the licence and its conditions would
result in the applicant having to go through an
amendment application process.

Your concern as well as other interested and
affected parties concern regarding the flies has
been duly noted. A number of SOP’s have been
developed and are included in the EMP for
implementation during operation. The SOP’s
provide strict control of site activities to
mitigate the presence of pests. An anti-fly
programme has been implemented to eradicate
fly larvae, and a number of pest control
measures such as the application of Baycidal
and Neoprex and the installation of flytraps
around the facility have been implemented to
control the number of flies. Please see the
operational controls for the control of flies in
the EMP in Appendix H for details.

Noted, Thank you.

Christo Reeders
Attorneys

Perisseia (Pty) Ltd

We represent Perisseia (Pty) Ltd, which is an
interested and affected party for purposes of
the application prepared for South African
Farm Assured Meat Group CC in respect of the
proposed Robertson Abattoir Compost Facility
and Feedlot. We also represent the individual
.representatives of that company, namely Mr
Johan Fourie and Mr Le Roux Fourie
(collectively "our clients"). Our clients are all
interested and affected parties and their

| hereby acknowledge your representations on
behalf of your clients as listed.
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concerns regarding your client's application
have previously been communicated to you.
On behalf of our clients, we summarise the
multiple concerns our clients have regarding
the application for environmental authorisation
and waste management licence for the
proposed Robertson Abattoir Compost Facility
and Feedlot and the documents to be
submitted in support thereof. Based on the
information contained below, we believe it
would be prudent for you, as the independent
environmental assessment practitioner, to
propose that the application be commenced
afresh in order to address the numerous short
comings that have been identified.
Previous complaints demonstrating likely
inability of applicant to effect sound
environmental management practices
3.1. As evinced by our clients' previous
complaints in this regard, there are
frequently unsavoury and nauseating
smells present in the area; all emanating
from rotten meat that occurs from the
current activities conducted on the
property. These smells occur during
various weather conditions, though they
are particularly bad during high
temperature periods and arise at various
times of the day. The smells are
particularly prevalent on the farm which is

Please note that we are currently in the PRE-
APPLICATION phase. The pre-application phase
allows for Public Participation as well as
obtaining guidance and feedback from Key
Departments, Stakeholders and all registered
interested and affected parties. This provides a
platform to resolve issues raised by the
department, stakeholders and interested and
affected parties PRIOR to the submission of the
formal Applications. Please note that the formal
applications have not been submitted to allow
for adequate Public Participation regarding the
applications. It is through this Pre-Application
phase that we would like to “address the
numerous shortcomings” as indicated in your
letter.
Previous complaints _demonstrating likely
inability of applicant to effect sound
environmental management practices
3.1. Odour responsePlease see the SOPs
implemented at the facility in the EMP. The
monitoring and control of specific
parameters such as pH balance,
temperature, air, moisture are critical to
ensure the correct fermentation or
digestions of the windrows. Procedures for
the handling of raw material deliveries as
we as implementing a delivery schedule
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situated directly adjacent to the site (i.e.

on the eastern side of the property and on

the cycle route which exists on the Van

Loveren Farm located South of this

property). Our clients have also

experienced the smells whilst out walking

early in the mornings approximately 1.2

km away from the property.

3.2. Foul odours have also been reported as
follows:

3.2.1. by the Cellar Master, Kobus van der
Merwe, at the Cellar at various times
of the day. These odours were noted
as well by Johan Fourie and German
wine buyers when visiting the Cellar;

3.2.2. by Kaysha Bucher from America and
Barbarah Horsch from Germany in
February 2017 whilst using the Cycle
Route on the adjacent Van Loveren
Farm; and

3.2.3. by our clients' farm labourers at a
distance of approximately 1km from
the Buitenstekloof Main Entrance
which in turn is approximately 800m
from the Existing Facility - their
accommodation is affected.

3.3. Clearly, the existing activities conducted on
the property on which the proposed
activity is to take place are poorly
managed. To introduce additional activities

has ensured that the facility is sufficiently
prepared to process raw materials for
composting on arrival. Through the
implementation of the SOPs the process is
monitored to maintain an effective and
stabilised composting process, without
causing overly offensive odours through
lack of oxygen.

3.2. Same as above

3.3. The complaints received have been duly
noted and have been investigated by the
Department of Environmental Affairs and
Development: Waste Management as well
as the relevant health officials. The
outcome of that visit and investigation can
be found on pages 2 - 3 of this document.
Please see the Standard Operating
Procedure’s (SOPs) in the EMP developed
and implemented at the facility to ensure
that the operation of the facility does not
impose any health hazard or nuisance
conditions, such as noise, odour, vectors
and windblown litter. It is the prerogative
of the competent authority to which the
applications are made to grant or reject the
applications. Please note that although the
Department of Health: Western Cape is a
Key Department and has been provided
with all the information we have yet to
receive a formal response to our
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3.4.

3.5.

would, it is submitted, be environmentally
irresponsible and clearly result in
infringements of our clients' rights to an
environment which is not harmful to their
health and wellbeing. It is submitted 'that
in  considering the application, the
Department must consider the applicant's
existing activities, impacts and failures.
Clearly the applicant is not conducting its
activities in @  manner which s
demonstrative of sound environmental
management practices. On this basis, our
clients vehemently object to any further
activities being undertaken by the
applicant.

It is noted in Annexure F (the summary of
the public participation process) that a site
inspection was conducted by the
authorities in response to a complaint with
regard to alleged nuisance conditions at
the Robertson Abattoir Composting
Facility. Evidently irregular odours were
not detected though flies were noted. It is
submitted that further site inspections
must be conducted.

We also refer to our concerns below
regarding the very real possibility that the
activities which are the subject of the
current application have already unlawfully
commenced.

application.

3.4. Noted. Most recently Steven McLean from
Winelands District carried out an
unannounced visit to the site on the 5%
February 2018 and found that flies were
not an issue. His report is attached. SAFAM
would suggest that there is no causal link
proven between the compost site and the
flies found at Doornkloof Nature reserve. |
would also like to refer back to previous
responses to comments made on the fly
situation.

The areas around Robertson, Vinkrivier and
Worcester are covered in Renosterbos
amongst other biospheres which naturally
support the fly (Diptera) population. A
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4. Inadequate public participation process
4.1. Though we appreciate that a basic

assessment contemplates a lesser form of
public participation, it is submitted that a
public meeting ought to have been held,
particularly given the fact that the impact
assessment has been so poorly conducted
and it is impossible for an interested and
affected party to seek the necessary
clarification via alternative means.
By way of explanation regarding the
inadequacy of the impact assessment, we
refer to the failure to have conducted and
/ or identified the need for various
specialist reports and further, to
insufficient information having been made
available to interested and affected
parties. In this regard, we note, amongst
other things, that:

4.2.1. only a portion of the site will be
used for the proposed facility.
However, there are no layout plans
included in the application;

4.2.2. there is insufficient information
regarding the composting activities
already being conducted on the
property.

5. Failure to conduct adequate impact assessment

5.1. It is clear that the proposed activity will
have significant impacts on surrounding

4.2.

number of studies have shown that the
Diptera specie (true flies) is the specie
found to have the greatest number of
families present in Renosterbos, with
abundance also being one of the
highest. As we are all aware, we have had
a very mild winter with low rainfall,
followed by the usual increase in average
daily temperatures during Spring. This year
however, we have had late rains during
warmer weather and this is the most likely
cause of the fly increase, which is nothing
new and unusual. The fly population
increased in December if compared with
June, July and August. But this is no
different to any other year.
The facility is currently operating under the
threshold that would trigger a listed activity
under NEMA, whilst the applications are in
process.
4. Inadequate Public Participation
4.1. | refer to the email request received from
your client dated 10 July 2017, in which a
request as to when the public meeting was
to be held. In response thereto - your client
was informed that no meeting has been
scheduled for this project as yet, however
we were more than happy to arrange a sit
down meeting with your client to discuss
any questions that your client may have. |

3.5.
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properties and the environment. We are
concerned that there has been an entirely
inadequate assessment of these potential,
and we believe likely, significant impacts.
No specialist investigations have been
conducted. We believe that, at the very
least, the following investigations ought
reasonably to have been conducted:
5.1.1. Biodiversity Study:
5.1.1.1. Proof must be provided of
consultation with Cape Nature, as well
as their comments on the proposed
project, specifically with regards to the
site  being surrounded by Critical
Biodiversity Areas (as per Appendix D
provided in the BAR) and in relation to
the fact that the area identified for the
compost facility has been identified as a
terrestrial CBA. No opinion of a
biodiversity and aquatic specialist has
been included in the application to
confirm the status and potential impacts
on these sensitive areas and further, it
appears that the fact that the area
identified for the compost facility has
been identified as a terrestrial CBA has
simply been disregarded without
adequate justification or  expert
corroboration.
5.1.2. Health Impact Assessment:

have yet to receive a response the email.
A Public meeting was scheduled for the 26
October 2017. All key departments and
interested and affected parties were notified
on the 17 October 2017.

4.2. As stated in point 2 above. The application
process in in the Pre-Application phase.
This provides a platform of engagement
with key departments, stakeholders and
interested and affected parties to provide
guidance in terms of the information and
specialist reports required to be conducted
to inform the basic assessment report and
the EMP.

4.2.1. A detailed layout plan has been
included in the Appendices B1 - 3.
4.2.2. Additional details have been

included regarding the composting
activities currently conducted at the
facility.

5. Failure to conduct adequate impact assessment

5.1. Specialist investigations have been identified

through the Pre-Application phase currently in
process. Specialist investigations identified to
be concluded prior to the submission of the
formal applications to the relevant
Departments. Please see all specialist studies
in Appendix G. Recommendations of specialist
studies have been included in the BAR and
EMP.
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5.1.2.1. An activity of this nature has the
potential to result in significant health,
environmental and general nuisance
impacts. Rotting meat, offal, blood,
carcasses and the like will be the
primary source of the compost and if
not properly managed, these can cause
various health impacts. There are
multiple instances in the documentation
provided which indicate that materials
other than non-infectious materials may
be kept on site. For example, page 54 of
62 paragraph 7 states that "a separate
area must be set aside for whole
condemned carcasses as these will need
to be covered and (remain) undisturbed
for up to 3 Months". The abattoir by
products for composting referred to on
pages 48 of 62 specifically state that it
comprises non-infectious materials only
being blood, stomach contents, lairage
manure, and inspection trimmings not
for human consumption. This s
apparently contradictory.

5.1.2.2. Despite the fact that the basic
assessment report lists health impacts
as a likely impact associated with the
operational phase of the proposed
development, no health impact
assessment has been conducted. No

5.1.1. Please see comments from CapeNature in
Table 5 of this document (Appendix F) as well
as our comments thereto in the same table.

5.1.2. HIA.

5.1.2.1.

5.1.2.2.

The waste that is not infectious, but not fit
for human consumption, generated is also
classified as general waste according to
NEM:WA. Carcasses are broken down over
a 3 months period in a separate bulk row,
where-after it is added to the windrows
together with the other by-products.
Infectious animal carcasses and animal
waste are prohibited from disposal to land
with immediate effect, implying that it
needs to be treated before disposal. All
infectious animals are, however, frozen at
the Robertson Abattoir and transported to
the Vissershok Hazardous Waste Landfill
Site in Cape Town where mortality
composting takes place above ground by
placing carcasses above ground between
layers of soil, wood chippings and horse
manure, which catalyse decomposition.
The process generates heat, which
sterilizes the bodies — breaking down any
harmful chemicals and germs.

Should the competent authority or the
Department of Health require an HIA to
determine the potential health impacts
associated with the facility appoint a
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assessment on the likely increase in flies
(and their knock-on impacts) as a
consequence of the activity has been
conducted.

5.1.2.3. Already, the flies experienced as a
consequence of the activities conducted
on the property area health hazard.
They cannot be controlled and are
already a nuisance. If they cannot be
controlled under present circumstances,
it is not clear how this will be achieved
with a bigger operation being in place.

5.1.2.4. On page 41 and 42 under "Offensive
Odours" it is stated that this impact can
be completely mitigated "1- Yes, can be
completely mitigated" and again under
health risks stated that it could be
completely mitigated "1- Yes, can be
completely mitigated' yet the attraction
of flies and wild pigs has not been
considered in any acceptable detail at
all. Yet in Section D of the Report (page
24) under Needs and Desirability, it
states that "odours and flies from the
Facility may become problematic,
however, the Facility will have
mitigation measures and procedures in
place which intends to reduce the
impacts on neighbours and members of
the public". This obviously does not

5.1.2.3.

5.1.2.4.

competent person to conduct such an
assessment.

Fly control is mitigated through good
housekeeping and through effective
operational controls. Please see the SOP
for Site Hygiene in the EMP. This SOP
deals with the operational controls
required to minimise pests at the facility.
This includes the prompt covering of raw
materials delivered as well as the turning
requirements of the windrows to ensure
that parameters as discussed in point 3.1
are maintained. Fly traps have been
installed around the facility and the
application of pesticides / fly management
programmes (Bycidal, Quickbayt spray,
and Neoprex) have been implemented to
further control flies. Fly monitoring and
treatment records are recorded and kept
on site.

The impact table for offensive odours has
been amended to provide additional
detail. The associated risk rating has been
reviewed. The attraction of flies and wild
pigs has been assessed and included in
impact tables of the BAR. Additional
details have been included in the Need
and Desirability section of the report
taking into account the impacts
highlighted by interested and affected
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mean completely mitigated. It also flies
in the face of what is currently the
situation at the site.

Alkaline Hydrolysis on Page 27:
"Alkaline  hydrolysis was initially
considered as it could possibly handle
and process the infectious (materials
which would be) condemned. Due to a
lack of local knowledge and experience
this method was not seriously
investigated." It is concerning that this
was not properly investigated (and begs
the question what else has not been
properly investigated) since it is known
to our clients that this process is used
with good effect at various Abattoir
Facilities in KwaZulu Natal.

5.1.3. Traffic Impact Assessment:

5.1.3.1. The existing dirt road running past
the Facility is currently used primarily by
passenger vehicles and tourists for
cycling purposes, hence the road carries
a very limited number of heavy vehicles.
It is obvious that this Facility would
generate a substantial quantity of heavy
vehicles when delivering sheep to the
feedlot as well as collecting sheep to
take to the slaughter facility as well as
daily trucks delivering abattoir waste,
wood chips and collecting compost for

5.1.2.5.

parties, the department and stakeholders.
Best practise guidelines have been
incorporated from the National Organic
Waste Composting Strategy, 2013.
Alkaline Hydrolysis works well for the
management of small scale abattoir by-
product. However there is a lack of local
knowledge and experience of using this
method on a larger scale.

5.1.2.5.

5.1.3. Traffic Impact Assessment
5.1.3.1. The Abattoir by-products (blood,
“pensmis”, and minimal carcasses) are
gathered on the Abattoir property in the
industrial area of Robertson.
This is transported in dedicated blood tanks
(honey suckers) and skip trucks daily to the
application site. The number of trips are/will
be:
e Honey suckers with blood: once per day
e 8 ton skip trucks (truck with tank on
top): approx. every second day
o No trip on weekends, except in
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distribution. The only effective
mitigating measure would be to tar the
road from the existing tar road up to the
entrance of the property containing the
new Facility.

5.1.4. Air Quality Study:
5.1.4.1. Composting organic waste is an

important component of the waste
management process and a strategy to
reduce waste to landfill. Microbiological
activity is fundamental to the
composting process, therefore any
handling of composting material is likely
to make airborne significant quantities
of those micro-organisms (referred to as
bio-aerosols). Bio-aerosols is a term
commonly used to describe viable and
non-viable airborne biological particles,
such as fungal spores, bacteria, pollen,
and viruses and their fragments and by-
products, like bacterial endotoxins,
mycotoxins, peptidoglycans, and (1-3)-
beta-D glucans, which may affect living
organisms infectiously, allergically,
toxigenically or  pharmacologically.
Workers mechanically handling compost
on these sites may therefore be at risk
of considerable exposure to bio-aerosols
depending on their work task, their
proximity to the bio-aerosol source and

emergency cases
Sheep will be transported in livestock
trucks to/from the site once a day.
Most of the trip length will be on tar
road (R60 and DR 1384), with only 2km
on DR 1377 (gravel) that will create
dust.

The two to three additional trips daily will

not have an additional substantial impact

if compared to the surrounding
environment:

e The R60 carries many trucks between
Robertson and Worcester and the
railway line runs adjacent to the road;

e DR 1384 (tar road) between the R60
and the lime quarry carries many and
much heavier trucks to and from the
guarry to the lime industry adjacent to
the R60;

e The lime factory/industry itself creates
much noise and dust from their 20/25
ton trucks alongside the R60; and

e DR 1377 (gravel road) between
Rooiberg Cellar and Nuy carries many
trucks from wine farmers, sheep/cattle
farmers, and a brewery on a daily
basis. The two gates to the application
site were placed approximately 20m
inside the boundary of the application
site to prevent any obstructions by

54




the control measures put in place. In
addition, because the work is largely
done out of doors, there is the potential
for bio-aerosols generated to disperse
some distance from the point source.
Consequently, there is concern that
people living or working in the vicinity of
waste composting sites  (sensitive
receptors) may also be exposed to these
bio-aerosols.

5.1.4.2. Carcasses from meat processing

operations contain concentrated
amounts of animal tissue. Typically,
organs, flesh, hides, feathers and bones
may be included. Handling and
composting these materials demand
care and special practices to
accommodate their challenging
properties and to control odours and
flies.

5.1.5. Storm water management study:
5.1.5.1. There are only basic comments

regarding a cut-off drain and holding
dam. It appears that no cognisance was
taken of proper designs, structural/civil
plans nor any storm water management
plan that notes the quantities of water
that will be generated during normal
operation / flood conditions and what
control measures need to be instituted.

trucks in road DR 1377.
5.1.4. Air Quality Study
5.1.4.1. According to the National Organic Waste
Composting Strategy - which provides a
guideline for composting facilities in South
Africa. The mitigation that can be applied
for Bio-Aerosols includes but are not
limited to:
e Paving of all operating, storage,
unloading and loading areas
e Applying a light water spray over dry
materials
e Windbreaks around facility/piles
e Suction sweeping of areas
These mitigation measures have been
included in the EMPr.

The facility is to comply with the
provisions of the Occupation Health and
Safety Act and applicable Regulations in
terms of their employees and their
occupational exposure to bio-aerosols.

5.1.4.2. The handling of raw-materials for
composting and the composting process
has been detailed in the SOP to ensure
that the composting process is effectively
managed which ultimately will control
odours and pests. Refer to the EMP for
mitigation controls.

5.1.5. Storm water management study
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No design drawings of storm water
facilities are included, and the potential
impact on the drainage line adjacent to
the site has not been considered.

5.1.6. Socio-economic impact assessment:

5.1.6.1. The proposed activity is considered
incompatible with existing land uses.
Moreover, the impact on existing
agricultural and tourist related activities
have not been adequately assessed, if at
all.

5.1.6.2. It is our understanding that the
proposed activity is likely to generate
fungus and spores that will be
transported by air and wind onto
surrounding crops  which include
vineyards, pomegranates and other
orchards. This will result in these crops
being negatively impacted as well as
increased  crops  associated  with
managing these impacts. Equally, it is
likely to have a devastating impact on
existing wine making activities
conducted at the wine cellar since this
activity is highly susceptible to fungus /
yeast spore contamination. There has
been no investigation into this impact by
the applicant or its environmental
assessment practitioner whatsoever.

5.1.7. Specialist water investigations:

5.1.5.1. A storm water management plan has been
included as part of the site development
plan in Appendix B1.

5.1.6. Socio-economic impact assessment:

5.1.6.1. The Application is made in terms of the

new Land Use Planning Bylaw, 2015

through the provincial Section 8 Scheme

Regulations, 1988 for the following

activities:

e Footprint rezoning from Agriculture
Zone 1 to Industrial Zone Il (noxious
trade) for the development and
operation of a compost site in an area
of approximately 3,6 ha (including
windrows, effluent dam, storage space
for raw and finished products, roads,
adequate space for off-loading and
turning of trucks); and

e Consent use for intensive feed farming
(sheep feedlot of maximum 4500
lambs) in an area of 6000m?2.

e Both the above form part of an already
disturbed area of approximately 8,6 ha
that will be used together and in
support of each other.

A noxious trade means an offensive use or

another use which constitutes a nuisance

as envisaged in regulations which are
promulgated from time to time in terms of

Sections 33 and 34 of the Health Act, 1977
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5.1.7.1. The site is located directly adjacent to
a drainage line. Only limited impacts
have apparently been identified. It does
not appear that there has been an
adequate investigation in this regard.
Moreover, no buffer zone has been
proposed.

5.1.7.2. There is nothing which provides

comfort that potential impacts on
groundwater have been properly
considered and / or mitigation measures
proposed.

Failure to adequately consider alternatives

6.1. The Basic Assessment Report does not
meet the requirements for consideration
of alternatives. In various places in the
Report reference is made to the area being
earmarked for a feedlot and composting
facility and that the site is presently
"underutilised agricultural land unsuitable
for the cultivation of commercial crops"
yet commercial crops are produced on
almost all the adjacent farms in similar
conditions. This statement is obviously
untrue and misleading to any reader of the
Report.

6.2. In the Pre-Application Report, it states on
page 13 that the same land where it is
claimed that the land is unsuitable for
production of crops, "The site was

(Act 63 of 1977). According to the Health
Act, nuisance means, inter alia, any
accumulation of refuse, offal, manure or
other matter which is offensive or is
injurious or dangerous to health.

The applicability of this definition is
uncertain. Although the proposed
composting facility activity entails the use
of sheep offal and manure as part of the
process to manufacture compost, it is not
the accumulation /build-up/ gathering/
growth/ increase there-of that constitutes
a nuisance, it is rather by-products that
are reused/ processed to create a useful
and needed product to the agricultural
environment.

The way these products are used,
managed and changed into a high quality
compost, cannot be compared with a
dumping site or the accumulation of
offensive materials that are offensive or
dangerous to health. Many farmers
develop compost on their farms as part of
general practices next to
vineyards/orchards, using both carbon
(plant material) and nitrogen (animal
offal).

5.1.6.2. The fungus and spores generated is
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previously ploughed and planted with
pastures and used for grazing purposes".
Again, in Appendix J the physical and
chemical properties of the soil also showed
that the land chosen would not be suitable
for any kind of farming, as it would be
unsuitable for commercial crops to be
grown. The facts contradict the last
statement, and prove otherwise.

Failure to adequately consider mitigation

measures / inadequate EMP

7.1. 1t appears that the main focus of the
application and EMP is on the construction
impacts, however the potential concern of
our clients are the operational impacts,
more than the construction impacts. These
operational impacts must be considered
and assessed as part of this application.

Regulatory assessment

8.1. We do not believe that an adequate
regulatory assessment has been
conducted. To this end, we draw your
attention to subcategory 10 of the listed
activities published in terms of the
National Environmental Management: Air
Quality Act. That Act (as read with the
listed activities published in terms thereof)
requires an atmospheric emission licence
for any installation which processes
(including rendering, cooking, drying,

collectively referred to as bio-aerosols.
Please see our response in point 5.1.4.1
above in response to concerns regarding
exposure to bio-aerosols. Sources of bio-
aerosols are not limited to composting
activities and are also released from
farming of land, livestock farming, housing
of animals, dairies, food processing,
agitation of water, waste water /
sewerage treatment. The assessment of
bio-aerosols has been included in the
impact table in the BAR.
5.1.7.Specialist water investigations
5.1.7.1. Prior to the appointment of specialists -
consultation with BGCMA was sought to
ensure the scope of investigation prior
commencement of the relevant studies.
Please see comments by BGCMA in
Appendix F and responses thereto.
Please see the Freshwater Ecological
Impact Assessment and the Risk
Assessment Matrix in Appendix G1 and G2
respectively.
5.1.7.2. See above.
6. Failure to adequately consider alternatives
6.1. The section on alternatives has been amended
in the report. Please note that the assessment
of alternatives has been done in terms of the
Departmental Guideline for Alternatives.
Please see the soil study undertaken for the
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8.2.

8.3.

8.4.

dehydrating, digesting, evaporating, or
protein concentrating) more than 1 ton of
animal matter per day not intended for
human consumption. There is no indication
that the .application of this listed activity
has been considered and if not applicable,
why this is the case. Instead, it is noted
that atmospheric emission activities are
marked as being “not applicable".

The construction of a storm water dam
also appears to be contemplated though
there is no indication that there has been
due consideration of the application of,
amongst others, section 21 of the National
Water Act.

More concerning is the fact that it appears
to us that the existing activities may not be
being lawfully conducted. For example, we
believe that at least a waste management
licence would have been required for the
disposal of animal carcasses activities
which has already taken place from time to
time on the property and in respect of
which our clients have previously raised
legitimate concerns.

There is no mention of this activity already
having  been conducted in  the
documentation  provided, save for
reference to a site inspection having been
conducted by the authorities following

6.2.

7. Failure to adequately consider

site in Appendix G3. The study concluded the
following: “The soil classification and analyses
show that the area is not suited for intensive
agriculture. Even farming with extensive crops
e.g. pastures is unlikely to be successful. The
main reason for this is the high salt content of
the soils, and the inability to leach the salts
from the profile.”

Please note that only a small portion of the
farms within a 20km radius cultivate
commercial crops. The rest of which consist of
livestock farming and dairies. This would then
be consistent in terms of the findings in the
soils study. Please see the Land Use Maps
included in Appendix D2.

Please see response above in terms of the soil
study and the findings therein with regards to
the soil analysis. The site was used for
livestock farming - SAFAM bought the property
for the keeping of surplus livestock brought to
the SAFAM abattoir for slaughter. From google
imagery of the site there is evidence that the
application area was ploughed in 2003 and
then again in 2006. From the imagery of the
site there is no evidence of cultivation of
commercial crops. It is on this basis that the
viability of cultivation for this site has been
drawn.

mitigation
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10.

8.5.

receipt of a nuisance complaint. There is
also no mention of any existing
authorisations or approvals already held by
the facility. All existing approvals should
have been made available as part of the
process. Instead, Annexure F refers to the
fact that the site is in the process of
applying for a waste management licence.
Since the activity has already commenced
(potentially unlawfully, since it is not clear
whether or not it holds or was required to
hold any environmental approvals), the
activity which ought properly to have been
applied for is an expansion and not the
development of a new activity.

It is also our view that if the existing
activities have been unlawfully conducted,
at least a section 24G rectification
application is required in terms of the
National Environmental Management Act.

As indicated above, we believe that there are
potentially a number of authorisations and / or
listed activities which ought to have been
applied for but for which application has not
been made. To the extent that this is correct,
we submit that it will be necessary to withdraw
this application and to commence the process
afresh.

Regardless of the above, kindly provide our
clients and us with your responses to all

measures / inadequate EMP

7.1.

Noted. Additional operational concerns/
issues have been assessed and included in
the EMP. The EMP has included all of the
Standard Operating Procedures developed
and implemented at the facility, which
have been informed by but not limited to
Best Practice Guidelines as well as the
National Organic Composting Strategy. It
must also be noted that the EMP is only
one component with which the facility
would have to comply with. Should the
Waste licence and  environmental
authorisation be granted it will also contain
stringent conditions with which the facility
would have to comply with.

8. Regulatory assessment

8.1.

8.2

8.3.

Composting does not fall within the
definition of the process described in the
listed activity - and therefore an air
emissions licence is not required.

Please see Section F part 3 - Water, of the
BAR which indicates that a water use
licence would be required and that an
application is to be lodged with BGCMA.
Please also see comments from BGCMA in
Appendix F and our responses thereto. The
application to BGCMA will be included in
the BAR.

You are correct in that existing activities
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concerns raised in this letter. We reserve our
clients' rights to respond either to you or
directly to the Department, as the case may be.

are conducted at the facility. The activity is
below the throughput capacity threshold of
10 tons per day in terms of the NEMA listed
activities. Please see comments and
response below in consultation with
DEADP: Development Management.

8.4. Please see above in terms of
correspondence with the Competent
authorities. Clarity was obtained to
determine the applicability of which
process is required to be followed in terms
of this application. The Competent
authority has determined that a Section 24
G application in terms of NEMA would
apply in this instance.

8.5. See above.

9. We are in the pre-application phase as per our
comment in point 2. All the required
authorisations have been identified in terms of
this application as stated in the applicable
sections in the BAR.

10. Noted.

Louis Jordaan

14/07/2017

Since the compost facility started | had a huge
problem with flies. This is confirmed by other
neighbours and previous complaints. | therefore
believe that method you used to track how far
outside the facility flies where noticeable where
poor and unsuccessful.

In this area are roaming Cape Leopard. What

Your concern regarding the flies has been duly
noted. A number of SOP’s have been developed
and are included in the EMP for implementation
during operation. The SOP’s provide strict control
of site activities to mitigate the presence of pests.
An anti-fly programme has been implemented to
eradicate fly larvae, and a number of pest control
measures such as the application of Baycidal and
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measures are put in place not to be in conflict with
this predator and any other like Rooikat? Surely the
abattoir waste and feedlot will have influence in
behaviour of these animals which will create
conflict.

Neoprex and the installation of flytraps around the
facility has been implemented to control the
number of flies.

The facility will be fenced which will provide a
barrier in terms of wild pigs and caracal in the area.
Please refer to the EMP for mitigation controls in
terms of human/wildlife interactions.

DEA&DP:
Development
Management
D’mitri Matthews

18/07/2017

3. The Department has the following comments:
3.1. On 7 April 2017 the Minister of Environmental
Affairs promulgated amendments to the
regulations in terms of Chapter 5 of the
National Environmental Management Act, 1998
(Act No. 107 of 1998) (“NEMA"), viz, the
Environmental Impact Assessment (“EIA")
Regulations 2014 (Government Notice (“GN")
No. 326, 327, 325 and 324 in Government
Gazette No. 40772 of 7 April 2017). These
regulations came into effect on 7 April 2017.
Your attention is therefore drawn to the
following:
3.1.1. You are therefore requested to consult the
new listed notices as contained in GN No.
327, 325 and 324 of 7 April 2017 and to
include all activities (similarly and/or newly
listed) applicable to the application in the
in-process BAR. You will also be required to
indicate how the impacts of the additional
activities, listed in terms of the NEMA EIA
Regulations, 2014 (as amended), have been

3. Response:

3.1. Noted.

3.1.1. The changes to the listing notices have been
assessed in relation to this application. The
listed activities as identified and included in
the application have not been affected by the
changes to the Regulations. No further action
in terms of the rest of the Departments
comment will therefore be required.
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3.2.

3.3.

adequately assessed. In addition to this, all
(registered) Interested and Affected Parties
must be informed of any new listed
activities that may be triggered in terms of
the EIA Regulations 2014 (as amended), as
well as the potential impacts thereof.
It is noted from the comments and responses
report, that the Cape Winelands District
Municipality received a complaint regarding
the composting plant. It is our understanding
from the aforementioned that a composting
facility already exists on site. As such, you are
requested to confirm whether a composting
facility exist on site and whether, if applicable,
it would have constituted a listed activity in
terms of the NEMA EIA Regulations at the
time of commencement with construction
activities. Also, should a composting facility
exist on site you are requested to provide this
Department with details on the size of the
facility, the vegetation status at the time
before commencement of construction
activities, access to the site etc.
From the aerial photographs, attached as
Appendix A, it is noted that the site for the
proposed composting facility and the feedlot
as well as an area north of the watercourse
were cleared between 2010 and 2014 (Figures
1 and 2). You are requested to confirm if this
is indeed the case. Should it be, you are

3.2.

3.3.

We hereby confirm that a composting facility
does exist on the property. The facility
currently does not have the capacity to
process more than 10 tons per day and
therefore operating at its current capacity it
does not trigger a listed activity in terms of
the NEMA EIA Regulations, 2014 (as
amended). The vegetation prior to
commencement was minimal as stated in the
soil analysis which was conducted prior to
the commencement of the composting
activity. Animals were kept on the property
from time to time and were provided with
food as the soil did not support vegetation
growth.

Correspondence sent to DEADP: Environment
Governance dated, 22 August 2013, in
response to a Pre-Compliance Notice
received with regard to (2)
removal/depositing of material into water
course (Middelstekloof River) of more than
5m?, and (2) Clearance of an area of 5 ha or
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3.4.

3.5.

requested to provide this Department with
details of the activity e.g. the vegetation
status before the commencement of
construction activities and if applicable, with
proof that Environmental Authorisation was
obtained for the clearance of indigenous
vegetation.

According to the aforementioned aerial
photographs, the construction of a building
and associated infrastructure commenced
between 2010 and 2014 adjacent to and
within 32m of the watercourse. Proof of
obtaining Environmental Authorisation for the
building must be provided to the Department.
Furthermore, clarity regarding whether the
building is directly associated to the proposed
development must be provided to the
Department.

It is noted that a watercourse is present
adjacent to the site where the feedlot will be
located. You are requested to confirm how far
the feedlot facility/facilities will be located
from the watercourse. If within 32m of the
water course you will need to revise the listed
activities applicable to the proposal. It is
further suggested since a watercourse is
present adjacent to the site and given that an
access road runs through the watercourse
that a Maintenance Management Plan
("MMP") form a component of the

3.4.

3.5.

more of vegetation where 75% or more is

indigenous. (Proof submitted to DEADP:
Development Management on the 14
December 2017).

Please see above. The building mentioned is
a basic roofed structure used for storage of
farm  equipment (Please see  Site
Development Plan - Appendix B1). It is
confirmed that the building is not directly
associated with the proposed development.

The feedlot is located 35m from the
watercourse. Please see the detailed site
development plan (Appendix B1) indicating
the facility and its related activities in relation
to the watercourse. As such the listed
activities shall remain as it presently is and an
MMP will not be required to form part of the
EMP.
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3.6.

Environmental Management Programme

("EMPr") and that Activity 19 of GN. No. 327

be included as part of the application. It

should be noted that should the Department
agree to the proposed MMP, future
maintenance work specified within the MMP
would not require an Environmental

Authorisation prior to the undertaking

thereof. Please be advised that the MMP

relates to the aforementioned listed activity
only.

In line with the information requirements of

Appendices 1 and 4 of the EIA Regulations,

2014 (as amended), please ensure the

following is included in the BAR submitted to

the Department for decision-making once
formal application has been made:

For inclusion in the BAR:

3.6.1. Original signed declaration (applicant,
environmental assessment practitioner
and specialist),

3.6.2. a plan which locates the proposed
activity/ies applied for as well as
associated structures and
infrastructure at an appropriate scale
(i.e. a site development plan),

3.6.3. Details of the public participation
process undertaken in terms of
Regulation 41 of the Regulations,
including copies of the supporting

3.6. Noted. All specified points listed in 3.6.1 -

3.6.7 have been included in the BAR and EMP
respectively. The Draft BAR and EMP will be
sent to the Competent Authority as well as all
key departments and I&APs for the regulated
30 days commenting as required by the EIA
Regulations, 2014 (as amended).
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documents and inputs, and

3.6.4. A summary of the issues raised by
Interested and Affected Parties
("I&APs"), and an indication of the
manner in which the issues were
incorporated, or the reasons for not
including them.

For inclusion in the EMPr:

3.6.5. The expertise of that EAP to prepare
an EMPr, including a curriculum vitae,

3.6.6. A map at an appropriate scale which
superimposes the proposed activity, its
associated structures, and
infrastructure on the environmental
sensitivities of the preferred site,
indicating any areas that should be
avoided, including buffers;

3.6.7. The frequency of monitoring the
implementation of the impact
management actions.

DEA&DP: Pollution
and Chemicals
Management
Shehaam Brinkhuis

03/08/2017

1. Operational Management:

a) Inthe event of an accidental spill or leakage
of product (e.g. hazardous substances used
during both the Construction and
Operational Phase), such incidents must be
reported to all the relevant authorities
including the Directorate: Pollution and
Chemicals Management in accordance with
Section 30 (10) of the National
Environmental Management Act (NEMA),

1. Operational Management
a) Noted. This has been included in the EMPr.
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(Act NO.1 07 of 1997). This pertains to the
control of emergency incidents and should
include the reporting, containment and
cleaning-up procedure of such incident and
the remediation of the affected area.

Waste Management:

a)

All hazardous waste materials must be
stored in a clearly demarcated area and
disposed of using professional and licenced
waste disposal contractors and waste sites.
All documents relating to volumes and type
of wastes must be available on demand.

Water Management:

a)

The proposed feedlot, due to the intensive
nature of operation, has the potential to
cause significant surface- and/or
groundwater impacts (aquifer
contamination) due to animal wastes
deposited. These impacts need to be
managed and reduced to acceptable levels,
hence the applicant must adhere to these
recommendations and the following
mitigating measures should be considered
for inclusion in the environmental
management plan (EMP):
i) Implement corrective actions if any
spills are observed;
ii) Regularly remove all animal wastes
from pens and surfaces transport such
wastes to the designated manure

Waste Management

a) The provisions outlined in your comment
have been included in the handling of
hazardous waste materials section of the
EMPr.

Water Management

a) Noted. The mitigation measures have been
added to the EMPr.

b) A ground water monitoring and sampling
programme has been included in the EMPr.
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b)

storage area where it can be dried,
bagged and sold as manure;
iii) Produce and implement and acceptable
storm water management plan.;
A ground water monitoring programme to
ensure regular monitoring of ground water
quality must form part of the EMP. The
results of the monitoring and sampling
programme must be available on demand.

General:

a)

b)

Vector management could result in water
contamination due to pesticide usage.
Pesticide application near rivers, wetlands
and other fresh water resources should be

minimised and applicable types of
pesticides (non-persistent) should be
applied.;

The following procedures will assist in the
environmentally safe use of pesticides and
chemicals:

i) Pesticide containers should be stored in
a weather-proof and fire resistant
building that is maintained in good
condition. Pesticide containers should
be stored on an impermeable base;

ii) A sump to contain and decant spills

during pesticide preparation would be

fortuitous;

Unused pesticide and contaminated

disposable equipment should be

i)

4. General

a)

b)

These provisions have been included in the
EMP.

The procedures for the handling and
management of pesticides has been
included in the EMPr.
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disposed of correctly to ensure reduce
risk of environmental contamination;

iv) Empty pesticide containers should not
be burned or buried as it could be a risk
to human health and may contaminate
soil and groundwater resources.

D. J. Matthyser

08/08/2017

Ek besit die eiendom Amandelhof minder as 2-
km vanaf die voorgestelde aanleg.(Sien
aangehegte kaart) Die voorgestelde aanleg is in
rooi gemerk.
Omliggende eiendomme sluit in n kelder van
Johan Fourie in, was handel dryf as LeRoux &
FourieWines, en ook Buitenstekloof gastehuise.
Die kelder is ongeveer 850-m, en die gastehuise
ongeveer 2,3-km van die perseel.
Ongeveer 4.7-km van die voorgestelde perseel
is in bierbrouery wat handel as Saggy Stone
Brewery enwat ook n resturant bedryf.
Ek staan die ontwikkeling van die
voorgestelde aanleg teé, en motiveer as volg:
41. NEMA - South Africa National
Environmental Management Act Artikel
28 en 30 van NEMA sal ook hier van
toepassing wees. Kompostering het ‘n
direkte impak op waterbronne en daarom
word dit ook deur die NWA gereguleer.
Omdat karkasse na komposaanlegte
vervoer moet word, sal die NRTA en die
bepalings in NEMWA rakende die vervoer
van afval ook hier toepassing vind

1. Noted.
2. Noted.
3. Noted.

4. Response to comments:

4.1. Section 28 and 30 of NEMA are addressed
in the EMP. We await further consultation
from BGCMA with regards to the applicable
authorisations that may apply in terms of
section 21 of the NWA. This is a combined
EIA (NEMA) and WL (NEMWA) application.
The transporting of abattoir waste and by-
products must comply with the
requirements of the applicable Local and
National Legislation.

4.2. Standard operating procedures for the
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4.2. Diere afval,

4.3. Oewerkonyn: Die

bevat groot hoeveelhede
EColi, wat in die ingewande van diere
aangetref word. E. coli O157:H7,
veroorsaak diaree en kan nier versaking
veroorsaak. E.coli gaan verseker die
omgewing, en grondwater besoedel.
omgewing is n
ekologiese sensitiewe area, en
aangrensend aan die voorgestelde perseel
is n riviertjie was baie maklik besoedel kan
word. In hierdie area kom die bedreigde en
seldsame oewerkonyn voor. Die impak van
so n aanleg sal katastrofiese gevolge vir die
bedreigde konyn se voortbestaan hé. Sien
aangeheg beskrywing oor sy habitat:

"It is found in only a few places in the
Karoo Desert of South Africa's Northern
Cape Province, none of them being a
protected area. As its name suggest, the
Riverine rabbit prefers to occupy river
basins and very particular shrubland. The
rabbit feeds on the dense shrubland and
the soft soil allows for it to create vast
burrows and dens for protection, brooding
young, and thermoregulation."

4.4. Vlieé- Dit is bekend dat sulke aanlegte

altyd n stryd het omvlieé te beheer. Vlieé
vermenigvuldig vinnig, en die omvang van
die skade wat dit aanrig aan dierekuddes,
en ergernis wat dit veroorsaak is

4.3.

4.4.

composting facility has been developed
and included in the EMP to ensure that site
hygiene is maintained. The facility will have
to comply with the requirements and
conditions identified through consultation
with key departments such as BGCMA,
Cape Nature and DEADP to ensure that
groundwater resources are not
contaminated through activities conducted
at the facility. The facility will be required
to obtain the required authorisations for
the activities conducted in site.

According to Cape Nature - the distribution
of the Riverine Rabbit “Oewerkonyn” falls
outside of the Western Cape, however
populations have been discovered in the
districts of  Touwsrivier, Montagu,
Barrydale as well as Klaarstroom. The
rabbit’s are habitat-specific and are found
in dense patches of riverine bush along
seasonal rivers. Please note that the main
threats to the rabbit is habitat destruction
through cultivation and extensive livestock
farming. Which is exactly the current
zonation and land use of the property.
Source:
http://www.capenature.co.za/fauna-and-
flora/riverine-rabbit/

Your concern regarding the flies has been
duly noted. A number of SOP’s have been
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4.5.

4.6.

onvermydelik. Vandat die applikant begin
het om kompos te verwerk op die
bestaande perseel is die vlieé merkbaar
meer. Vlieé, van die diptera orde,
vermenigvuldig vinnig, is die draer van
siektes as gevolg van die metode waarop
hulle kos verteer.

Vragmotors- Die applikant sal van groot
vragmotors gebruik maak om die afval van
die perseel te vervoer. Die pad is egter nie
ontwerp vir die langdurige gebruik deur
swaar voertuie nie, en gevolglik sal die pad
gou onbegaanbaar vir gewone motors
wees. Swaar vragmotors sal skade aan die
pad aanrig, en is ook n gevaar vir die
inwoners van die streek, aangesien die pad
baie smal is. Die omliggende besighede se
kliente (soos bo genoem) gebruik ook
gereeld hierdie pad. Funksies en feeste
word gereeld by omliggende plasie en
persele gehou.

Waarde van eiendom- Indien so n aanleg
vanaf die voorgestelde perseel bedryf sou
word,sal dit n verlaging in waarde van die
omliggende eiendom tot gevolg hé.
Niemand wil n eiendom besit waar vlieé
jou onophoudelik lastig val, die reuk van so
n aanleg en moontlike besoedeling van die
omgewing en grondwater n wesenlike
gevolg is nie.

4.5.

developed and are included in the EMP for

implementation during operation. The

SOP’s provide strict control of site activities

to mitigate the presence of pests. An anti-

fly programme has been implemented to
eradicate fly larvae, and a number of pest
control measures such as the application of

Baycidal and Neoprex and the installation

of flytraps around the facility has been

implemented to control the number of
flies.

There The Abattoir by-products (blood,

“pensmis”, and minimal carcasses) are

gathered on the Abattoir property in the

industrial area of Robertson.

This is transported in dedicated blood tanks

(honey suckers) and skip trucks daily to the

application site. The number of trips

are/will be:

e Honey suckers with blood: once per day

e 8 ton skip trucks (truck with tank on
top): approx. every second day

e No trip on weekends, except in
emergency cases

e Sheep will be transported in livestock
trucks to/from the site once a day.

e Most of the trip length will be on tar
road (R60 and DR 1384), with only 2km
on DR 1377 (gravel) that will create
dust.
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4.7. Reuke: Ek haal aan uit Prof. W Du Plessis

se studie oor Die beskikking van

dierkarkasse as afval: NEMAQA Waar afval

in groot maat gekomposteer word, kan
daar in sommige gevalle die risiko van
ammonium, metaan en ander potensieel
skadelike organiese stowwe ontstaan.
Gevolglik vereis NEMAQA376 dat, vir enige
komposaktiwiteit wat die prosessering van
meer as 1 ton dierweefsel insluit, daar vir
‘n AEL aansoek gedoen moet word. Die
heersende winde in die area is hoofsaaklik
suidoostelik en Noordwestelik a.g.v. die
bergreeks. Gevolglik sal die reuke wegdryf
na die omliggende plase.

Ek staan die ontwikkeling van die beplande aanleg

tee.

Die ontwikkeling sal verseker n negatiewe impak
op die omgewing, die gemeenskap en waarde van
omliggende eiendomme en besighede hé.

4.6.

The two to three additional trips daily will
not have an additional substantial impact if
compared to the surrounding environment:
e The R60 carries many trucks between
Robertson and Worcester and the
railway line runs adjacent to the road;

e DR 1384 (tar road) between the R60
and the lime quarry carries many and
much heavier trucks to and from the
qguarry to the lime industry adjacent to
the R60;

e The lime factory/industry itself creates
much noise and dust from their 20/25
ton trucks alongside the R60; and

e DR 1377 (gravel road) between
Rooiberg Cellar and Nuy carries many
trucks from wine farmers, sheep/cattle
farmers, and a brewery on a daily basis.
The two gates to the application site
were placed approximately 20m inside
the boundary of the application site to
prevent any obstructions by trucks in
road DR 1377.

Through proper management of the facility

and the strict licence conditions that the

facility will have to comply with will ensure

that the facility will not operate in such a

manner as to create undue nuisance to the

receiving environment. The resulting odour
from the facility should not differ from the
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odour that may come from any other
livestock farm situated within 5 km from
the facility. It is therefore not likely that the
facility will affect the worth of property.

4.7. The legislation as referred to in your

comment has been repealed. The activity
does not require an AEL. SOPs have been
developed to ensure that the facility is
operated in such a way as to not create any
undue odour / nuisance.

Your objection against the facility is duly noted.

BGCMA
Ms. N. Feni

17/08/2017

The Breede

-Gouritz Catchment Management

Agency has assessed the documents and has no
objective to the proposed activity provided the
following conditions are considered prior the
implementation of the activity.

Water Supply

Non-compliance investigation letter issued on
the 02 May 2017 to Mr H. Van Bob regards the
possible illegal construction of an existing dam
must be addressed prior the commencement of
the activity. Section 21(a) ,(b) and any other
water use attached that are not registered on

Water Supply

Umsiza provided a response to DWAF on the 09
September 2013 in response to a pre-directive
to issue a notice of non-compliance in terms of
section 21 of the NWA.
Please see the existing
Appendix E2.

authorisation in
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WARM system must be applied for;

Should an applicant has an ELU, permit,
Enlistment from Water User Association or
Licence of the existing dam, the BGCMA
request to be provided with that information;
Details pertaining to the source, availability and
quality of the water required for the proposed
project must be investigated to ensure that
there is enough supply to cater for this
proposed development;

The current water use on the property for
agricultural purpose must be amended to Agro-
industrial use with this office within 30 days
upon obtaining an Environmental
Authorization;

If a dam exceeds 5m high and storage capacity
of 50 000, triggers water use authorization in
term of Section 21(b) of the National Water
Act, 1998 and qualifies for dam safety
regulation. The applicant is advised to submit
an application to a Dam Safety Officer for a
dam to be classified;

Storm water management

The stormwater management plan for the
proposed activity must be developed taking
into consideration the anticipated ingress of
siltation on the water resource and/or any
drainage area within the site. The stormwater
management plan should also consider soil

Please see the Freshwater Ecological Impact
Assessment and the Risk Assessment Matrix in
Appendix G1 and G2

Noted.

The storage of water authorised is 50 000m?>, in
2 (two) dams. This therefore does not trigger
the requirement for the dam to be classified by
a dam safety officer.

Storm water management

A storm water management plan is included as
part of the site development plan in Appendix
B1.

Noted, please refer to Appendix B1.

The size of the retention dam has been
calculated based on long-term rainfall data for
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erosion impacts and the downstream water
users and impacts must be properly identified
and mitigated. Measures must be taken to
control and mitigate any activity that may
detrimentally impact both the surface water
resource and downstream water users;

Clean and dirty stormwater must be separated.
Please detail where will the dirty storm water
from contaminated area be conveyed to;

All reasonable measure must be taken to
prevent contaminated stormwater overflowing
from any storage dam entering water resource;

Waste management

Details of the volume of waste to be disposed,
designs and capacity of the collection dam
must be provided. Filter trap or screening
should be installed to ensure that the capacity
of the dam is not compromised by slurry or
sludge;

All information pertaining to the waste
management on site, including the existing
sewer infrastructure & any proposed facilities
must be detailed and taking into account the
personnel that will be expected to be on site,
its locality to the water resource, proposed
designs, and an agreement must be reached
with the service provider for any collections,
transportation and disposals of sewer contents
that may be anticipated;

the area. The dam will be able to collect 6
000m> of runoff which can be re-used on the
compost heaps. An additional overflow for the
dam has been included to accommodate heavy
rainfall events. Please see the Soil Study in
Appendix G3.

Waste Management

Noted. Please see Appendix B1.

Noted.
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Suspended solids must be removed from
collection dam, and the resulting sludge
disposed of at the registered Wastewater
Treatment Works;

A Soil Analysis Study and Water Quality
Management Impact Report must be
conducted to assess risk associated to waste
management (e.g. compact facility, vehicle type
& capacity and transportation of waste from
abattoir to compost facility).

Please provide details of the compost surface
area. For compost facility, a concrete slab or
bundled area may be appropriate to prevent
soil, surface.  water or  groundwater
contamination during wet season. Compost
should be stored in a protected area where it
will not waste down to water resource. Such
facility should be located in a regulated area.
The Geotechnical assessment must be utilised
to give indication about the geology of the
proposed development site, and the typical
construction material and associated choice of
structure(s) (particularly sewer pipelines.
barrier berms to divert to water resource and
such) that will be suitable as per the geology of
the area of the proposed development;
Integrated Waste Management Plan must be
conducted to explain how waste management
(e.g. waste stream, sewage management and
storm water) will be managed;

Noted.

Please see relevant Assessments in Appendix G
of the BAR. Recommendations from the
assessments have been incorporated into the
BAR and EMPr.

Please see the site development plan in
Appendix B1 indicating the composting area in
relation to the watercourses on site. None of
the composting activities are conducted within
the regulated area as defined in Section 21 (c)
and (i) of the regulations. However the feedlot
is situated in the regulated area. As such an
application has been submitted. See Appendix
E3.

Please see details in the Soil study in Appendix
G3 as well as Freshwater Ecological Impact
Assessment and Risk Assessment Matrix in
Appendix G1 and G2.

Please refer to Section F Part 2 in the BAR.
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e Should the proposed activity take place within
1:100 or 100 metres from any water resource
or within 500 metres of the wetland, known as
the regulated area, a water use activity as in
accordance with Section (c & i) water uses may
be triggered and such an activity must be
applied for to this office for an authorisation;

e This will required Freshwater study, that must
be prepared by a Fresh water Ecologist;

Please be advised that no activities may commence
without the appropriate approvals/authorisations
where needed from the responsible authority. The
onus remains with the registered property owner
to confirm adherence to any relevant legislation
that such activities might trigger and/or need
authorisation for.

Noted please see the activities in relation to the
regulated area. All activities that fall within the
regulated are will be applied for.

Please see Freshwater Ecological Impact
Assessment and Risk Assessment Matrix in
Appendix G1 and G2. Recommendations have
been incorporated in the BAR and EMPr.
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CORRESPONDANCE RECEIVED - SUBMISSION OF NID’s

DRECTORATE: DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT

Waestern Cape

Government i
Fovernme ‘ IREGION D)

oo ——— - =]

REFERENCE: | 4/3/3/6/7/1 /B1/14/1347/) &
ENQUIRIES: D motthaws
DATE OF ISSUE: n% -2 12

The Board of Dkecior
SOUh Alncan Farm Apuresd Meal Gioupr o

F. O. Box 695

ROBERTSON

6705

Aftenfion Mr O, Houghton Tal: {023) 626 &X20
Fax: ([023] 626 6040

Dear S

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND ACCEFTANCE OF THE NOTICE OF INTENT 1O SUBMIT AN AFFUCATION IN TERMS
OF THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT (ACT NO. 107 OF 1978) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS, 2014 FOR THE PROPOSED ROBERTSON ABATION COMPOST FACIUTY ON e
REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDELBERG NO, 10, ROMRTSON

I The covaspondence dated 2 December 2016, a8 recetved by the Degortment on the orme day, relens

2 Folowing Ihe raview of the infarmation suomitted to s Depariment. e Itowng s notect

2% The proposal antak the developrent of o compost fochity 10 recyclke ond Yeal abullor ana
ofganic wasia 1o produce coMpost on apprasimately 7500 of lang. Comtrucaon of stonmwater
Cul-off craing and & colkection dam 10 condain and stom o) slorrmwater PeNeIoied on Ui for reuia
onel racycing ank the compest rows o5 ool of the heatment snd compast MOking process.

Erocess

3. A Basic Awasemant must be folowed in ordar to cppl foc Enveonmenta! Authorsation. Only fioe
o livites oppled o0 ihal be comidered 1o auibarkanion. e oaus & on the opplcant 1o ensute that ol
the appiicable Issed aclivities are oppled for ond isesred ot pot of fne Bodc Asasmen| process.

4. You are ovied that when underfobing the Bosic Asesiment process, YOou rmusl face Na 0CCout! e
ppdicoble guideings inciuding 1ho gudeline: deveioped By the Departmen!. The Department's
gudelines con  be  downkaded from e Pepoiments  wedsila  (htipy/eadp-
weastomcape kireshl gov 10w resaurcedbmarny). In porficulor, he guidelnes that moy ba oppicable
10 the proposed development inciuge, mfer alo, the fobowing:

Circuar EAD® D025/2014: Cnie Erndronmenicd Managemsn! System
Guidalne for the Foview of Speciols? ngut in Ihe EIA procoss (une 2008,
Gudelng lof Emaroamantal Management Piarg (e 2008},

Guidsing on Allermatives (March 2003,

Guidaing on Need and Deskotiity (March 2013

VVYyY vy

29R00r | Do Snesl Cone fower 00| Frivone Rag aWEE, Copa Tow, S0
Fel +27 21 AR Fox. «J7 21 450 350 WA WD o0 e DO e D
Fmai: Dvhi AaImsswa S weneine ooe povin



5. Plecss ersurte e Hosic Amesment Report (*BAR") end Envienmentol Monogement Frogromme
(*ErMPe] contan ol infaimation requiementy oullined in Appendices | and 4 resgactyely of GN R, 952,

Pubic Porficipation

& A pwelc poficpalicn process ["PPPT) ket mees ha recrarements of Reguiation 41 af 1he 8A
Regulofions, X146 mus? Lo underdoken, You o odvisea Mol pubic pamapatian may be undarioken
priac 1o the wbmmtmmom.m«mmummmw.nummu
Auessment Fractfoner's dscreson ol whot 3ag0 the requirements of Regulahion 41 are me!, whather
thring the proposedt ceplication pre-cppicoton) proces o fommal apglicalion process. You ore
reminded ot o pedod of ol keast 30 days Mist be provided 10 oll potontal of g leced nterestied ong
ofiectad parfies 1o subimd comment on the BAR and EMPY

7. ouki o publc poricipation procas, which rehides the crouotion of the pre-applcation BAR for
comment, be undertaken priar 1o submistion of on Appication Form 1o the Depadment, in oms of
Eeguiation 40, the pre-copiicalicn BAR may 050 be submitied 1o fhe Departrment for commenting
purpaes, Foass enure o miimum of twg printed copies of the ple-oppicofon BAR i submitted fo he
Deparimeant for commeaniing pueposes,

& In terms of Sechion 240 [2) and 3] of MEMA ond Reguiations 7(2) ond 43(2) of the BA Reagulations, 2014,
any State Daparimant ihat odministen a iow mioting 1o a matier allecing the environment relavarn 1o
the applicoton must be requested fo commant within 30 dawys, Please note that the Ervironmenlal
mmmvur)umnrmacm.nm.»nmmmm
EAFhctudeucotmsuchnoﬁcdmaoﬂ\evdevmtamwmmvudmuor2Jano
{3] ©f NEMA i the 8AR, whaoe aporopoats,

¥, Plecse rnota 1hat il is an oftencs in tems ol Secion 4PA |1 )(c) of e NEMA for & panson 1o cammence
with a Isted octvily uries tha Compelent Autnorty has gronted an Ervitonmental Autresatan for
Mmitmlommmmmmdeocbano!hNBMthHulhe
matted beng elered 10 Ihe Emvironmentol Complance ond Enforcamen! Direcioale of i
Dcpaﬂmonl.Apenonconﬂdsdo!moﬂmhtmmm“hobmnhbbboMenotexcoodno
RlOnﬂbna'iohrpt‘mrrnonlfotupafodnoieucmhg 10 yaon. o to bath such fine ana
mgxiscoment.

tommMemmmmmmtmommmwmmewm
cutcoma of arry future Sppkcolion which may be subtritied 1o tha Deportment,
N infotmahion geovided, vbm«madaﬁacmmmndowomamptnom-
appication corsuitation should in ary way be seen 03 an indcaton or confrmation:
. thaodouhmuﬂomnlonadocummm»l!noibetWolheom:motMopmm.

| LIhe Capatment reserves the dght 1o reviss o withdraw commants o recuest e inloematon bosea
on any iInlormotion receivad.

Yours fathluty

Woehiao.

KEAD OF DEPARTMENT

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS AND DEVELOPMENT FLANNING

CO 1IN L. Atrcharsy |EcO inpoe! Lege Corslng (i) L) Fuw e 221 41 10
(2 Ve T Suringy |lonpetes Mtk poty) R 0005 214 e
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DIRECTORATE: WASTE MANAGEMENT
GARY ARENDSE
Gary Areodse Bl westemcape gov .28

S e ————— = ~ 3]
REFERENCE: 19/2/5/7/81/14/WLOO1 31 7

The Bocrd of Drectors

5A Fam Assureg Meat Group

F.O. Box 893

ROBERTSON

4705
lal: [023) 626 6320
Fox: (023} 624 4040

Emal; dovig@robob.co2a
For oftention: M. David Houghion

Descar Sir

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT OF THE NOTICE OF INTENT TO SUBMIT AN
APPLICATION FOR THE BASIC ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROPOSED ABATTOIR COMPOST
FACIUTY ON REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDLEBERG 10, ROBERTSON

| The chove-mentioned documen!, daled E Fetyuary 2017, which was recsived by
tris Depatment on 10 February 2017, efers.

2, This letter sarvas as on ackncewiadgmen! of receipt of the forementicned document
by the Drectoroie: Waste Managameni

3 Foliowing the reviow of the Infcemation submitted 10 this Depanment, the following i
noled

4, The daevelopment will entol the comstroction ana astobishmen? of 0 compast taclily
o recycle ond keal gbatlch and arganc waste, o produce compost on
opproximately 7.5 ho, Furthermare, stomm woter cut-ofl channels and a collecion
dam o contcin and stare at stoem waoter generated on sfe for reuse and recycing
onto the compost rows, as part of the lreatment and compost making process, wil

be consirucied.
&% Fiooe, 3 Dowp Sreet. Cane Town, 8X1 Frivale Bog 5084 Cace Tewn AO00
Tt 427 20 S53 301X Tow <2721 883 4420 WinW WM OO Qo 20 /e i
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EAR

Tnis Depariment hos reviewed tho Notice of Infent ond agrees wilh the folfowing
Category A isied octvities appied for, as Isted n Govemmen! Notice (GN| No. 721
“list of woste manogement activities that have, or are likedy %o hove, o detrimental
effect on he ervironment’ of 29 November 2013 namely,

3(%) ‘The treatment of general woste wsing any form of freatment of o faciity thot
has the capocity jo process in excess of 10 fons but fess han 100 fons' and

312) The construction of o facility for O wisle manogemeant acivity Asted n
Cotegaory A of Ihs Schedue (not n bolafion 10 assockafed woite monagemen!

activity) '

Hoving considerad the ntormation containea in the Nofice of Intent, Svs Department
has identified the foliowing isted oclivilies that ore cddifionally opplcable to the
propased development:

Category C 3(1) 'The sforoge of general waste af o faclty thof has the capocity to
stove in excess af 10Im of general waste of any one fime, excludng the skvoge of
woste in logoons or femporary staroge of weh waste,'

Category C 5/2) The slarage of horardows woste at o foclity that hes the copacity
fo stare in excess of 50m* of hazardows waste of any one fime, exciuding the storage
of hazardous waste in lagoons o tamporory storoge of such weasfe.”

Kndy note, these octivitles do not requiré a Wasle Manogement Licencs, but the
Licence Molder must comply with the relavant requirements of slondards ie. [GN)
No, 726 of 29 November 2013 'Notrs and Standards for Storoge of waste'.

You ore hereby cadvised thal only those octivites oppled for wil be considersd for
authcrsation, The anus is on the appicont to erswe that ol the cppicable Isted
acfvities are applied for ond assessed s port of the ElA process, Should you confirm
that the cbove cciivitles are indeec not applicabile then you need stote 1hs n
writing: and submit the comect ishad octivities with the Apphcation Form ond ensure
Mot in the Basic Assessment Repar ol the opplicoble ocivities are ossessad.

Flecse lcke note of the folowing advice of !e noture and extent of the proceses
fhat musi be folowed in ardér to comply with the National Environmental
Managemant Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998) |NEMA), as amended, the National
Envionmental Menogement: Waste Act, 2008 [Act No. 59 of 2008) [NEM: WA|, os
amended, ond the Enviranmentd Impact Asesment Reguiafions 2014 as pubished
In GN R9E2 of 4 December 2014,

Exermption
it ks eviden! thot you do not intend 1o opply for exemption from any provisiors
contained in the BIA reguichions, NEM: WA or NEMA. Flaose nole that should you foll

1o meat a requirement of the Reguations or NEMA and If no exemption from thal
provsion was opplied for, your Basic Assessment Report {BAR) may be rejecied,

Page2af?
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2

93

10,
10,1,

10.2,

ll-
"v'u

Showd your Mesalore siil wish to apply tor exemphon from any provisions of the BA
regulations. then you need to complate he separate Exemplion Apolcation form
avalobie on the Department’s websie (hitpsd/www.westemcape.gov.za/éadp/
you=asource-inrery).

Pieasa note further that pnor fo completng ond submiting such cpplcation for
exampiion, you must fist comply with Regulation 4{4) of GN No. # 994 of 8 Decamiber
2014, Regulation 4(4) raquiras 1ha! the cppikcan! of EAP must communicate his ar her
mienfion 1o apply for exemption by giving notce in the monner peeseribed in sub-
reguiation 4, 1o the kand owner or persan in contrel of e lang and ol potenticl o
regisiered Merested ond affected porties. cs the case may be. ¥ an applcation for
caemphion is fo be applied for from o provision thot needs 1o ba met prior 1o o washe
manogemant icence Deing sved then you moy ot continue with the FIA Process
withaut having recelved on exemplion nofce iom e Campetent Authority
axemphing you from having io meet that legsiafve requiremnent.

Alemalives

Be oovised that In lerms of e BIA Regdations and NEMA the investigaton of
alternatives is mondatory, Al alfernafives icentfied must merefore be invetligated
o detarming It they ore feailde and reasonabie. In s regard it must be noted that
the Deportmant may gront a woste monogemen! licence for an allerncfive os if it
hes been cpplied for of may gront o waeste manogemant icence in respect of ol or
part of the activily oppled lor as specifind n the Reguiations of GN No, £, 982 of 4
Decembaer 2014,

Allematives are not Imited o octivily allematives, bul include layou! altematives,
design, aclivity, cperational and technology altemaolives. You are heréby reminded
that it Is mandatory 1o invesfigate and assess the option of not proceeding with the
proposed acivity {low. the "no-Qo" option] in addition le elhar allernatives
identified. Every EIA process must therefore identify and investigate alternotives, with
faosibie and reascnobile allemalives 10 De comparatively assessed. ¥, howeaver, after
hoving denfified and investigated citernotives, no fecsble and reasoncbie
alematives were found, ne comparafive csesment of cliematives. beyond the
comparative assessment of the prefared olfemalive and the opfion of not
proceedng, is requitsd ounng the assesment. Wha! would, howevar, be reguired in
this instance Is that proof of he nvesligation undericken and moSvation ndcating
that no reascnobie or feastie allernofives other than the pretaned opfion ond he
no-00 option exist must be pravided o the Depariment, Refer to ihe Depariment's
Guidaine on Alternatives avoiobde on e Depatment's  website
[nEtps: fwww westermcane.gov.za/eadp) your-resourca-ibrary)

Pubic Participalion

Flease be odvised that occording to Reguation 41(2) of GN 262 of 4 December 2014
e person conducling o public particpoaton process mist “loke infe accound any
guidaines cppicable fo public parlicipaton”. The Department’s Guideline on Fublic

Parficipation [March 2013 must therefore De studied Ond must be laoken inte
account, Thi guideine was compled to provide guadance on the procedwe 10 be
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lollowed when corchcling the public parficipation process and Includes, nter olo,
nofificoton of inferested and affecied parties (1AAPs).

T2 The EAP ha: ndicatled thal they wit notify and submit reports 10 the following State

Departments ond Crgom of State:

o Cape Winelands Disirict Municipai?y

« Cope Notwe

«CEALDP: Ar Quality Management
«DEALDP: Poluton Manogemant
«DEALDP: Waste Monogement

» Daparment of Agricisure, Westem Cope
« Dopartmant of Haoith: Waslem Cope

« Deportmant of Wotar and Samitation

« Breage-Gounliz Catchment Monogement Agency
s Hantage Westem Cope

o Longeberg Local Muncipdity

LA Intems of good environmentol proctse you are encouraged 10 engoage with State

1.4,

TLS

'20

12.1.

Depariments and other Organs of $tate in the pre-opplicaton phase or earty in the
EIA process 10 solicl! their inpuls on any of Iheir reguirements o be adaressed i the
EIA process, Plecse nofe thot this does not replace the requrement of making the
orafl SAR avalcble o State Departments o3 stipuated chove.

The peactitioner must record and respond to ol comments recaived. The comments
and responies mus! be capiwed in a Comments and Respomses Repart and must
ako incude a description and chronodogical order of the pubdic porficipation
prooesfolow.dhropudws!dwbondudedhmepubﬂcpomcboion
information to be allached 1o the BAR.

must, however, be noled that the NEM: WA specifies oddbicnal reguirements thot
must be met in cddition to the requremsants specified In NEMA and the EIA
regulations fora Basic Assessment o Scoping and ElA procsss (6.4, in toking steps 1o
cang the opgication 1o 1he ahtenton of the relevant Organs of State. nierested
pensons ond e pubic, ane of the steps must include the publicotion of a nofice in
Gt leas! lwo newspopers crcuating in the arec in which the waste management
actrity applied for is %0 be camed out),

Envronmental Monogemen! Pragram (EAP)

In occordance with Seclion 24N of NEMA and the Reguiohon the Competent
Authonty hereby requies the submission of an Envirorementa Manogement
Prograrmmae {"EMP"|. The contents of such an EMP must meet the requirements
outlined In Sechicn 24N (2] & (3) of 1he NEMA and Appendix £ of the BA Reguiations
2014 The BMF must address the potential anvironmental mpocts of the octivily
throughou! the project life cycle including on assessment of 1he effeciivenass of
maonitonng and managemen! arangements alter implemendotian [ouditing). The
EMP must be submitied fogether with the BAR,
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13
134

14,

121

15,
15.1,

152,

Gudalnes

You are adveed thal when undertaking the EIA process you mus! 1ake info fhe
account the opplicoble guidelne: including the gudelings developed by e
Deportmont. The Cepartment's gudelines can be downicaded from the
Deporiment's webute [Mifpsy/www . westermcope.govan/eodp!  younresouwroes:
liorery). In particdor. the gudetnes that may be oppicable to the proposed
development include, nier alo. the following:

« Guideineg for Environmentol Management Flans [Juns 2005)
« Guideine on Pubic Parficpaton {March 2013)

o Guideing an Atemaolives (March 2013)

* Guicledne on Need ond Dasrobaity |(March 2013}

o Gundeline on Exemption Applications (March 201 3)

Services

Since woter supply, soid waste dsposal ano elecincity services wil be provided by
the Municpalty, you are requested 1o provide this office with wiiten peoof thal the
Municipalty hes sufficient capocity 1o provide the necessory sarvices to the
proposed developmend, Confimation of the avoilabiity of services from the secace
providers must be provided togeiher with the BAR.

Climale chonge: Energy efficiency / Waler saving

One of the objecives of the Western Cape Frovincid Spafial Development
Frormework pubished by s Dapartment i 1o minimse the corsumption of scarce
ervionmantal resowrces such os woler, fuel, buliding marerdal. minarce resaurces,
alecticily and jond. To this effect and as parl of the efforks to reduce the effect of
cimote change, you must 05 part of tha waste monagement licence procesy
Igentify energy efficent technoicges (e.g. the use of low voltoge or compact
fucrascent lighls msteod of incandeascen! globes, maxmising the use of solor
heating, eic,) Mol coud be Implemented for the proposed development.
Corddering that Scuth Alico & o woler scarce couniry o that many cofchmenks
In e Western Cope ore areody wotet stressed, you must Qlso congider
mplementing the use of water saving devices and fechndioges (e.g. dual fish
tolets, ow-llow showes haods and tops, eic) for he proposed davelopment. The
abave must be repated onin e BAR,

I Is obo recommenced Ihal you prepare 0 woler gemand maonogement, woser
comservation ond storm water managemant plan ond submit ths plan with the BAR.
This plon must incude, buf nol be Imied lo: the managemen! of slorm waler; the
captue and we of rolrwoter from gutten ond ool use of locoly ndgenous
vegetetion during londscaping and the traning of stoff to implement good
housekeepng Ischgues.
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153,

16,

167

162,

17.
12,45,

7.2

a3

This Department further wish 16 inform you that consigeration must Be given 1o ways
1o mininmse waste ana waslage n the design, construction and operalional phiose
of e proposed gevelcpmeant, Your attention is theretore crown 1o the Department's
Wosle Minimisation Guideine for Ervronmental mpoect Assessment Reviews [May
2003). ovalabie lrom e Competent Authonty on frequest, The Guidelne roises
owarenas: fo woste minimisoton fssues and highlights woste and wastoge
minimeation praclices, Inparficuicr, it is recommended that Part B be considersd a5
It covers general waste ond wastage minimisclion ond general conslruclion
octivifies, It is important 10 remember thot o racyciing progromme must odop! the
cradle-lo-grave approcch

Noed & desratality, inchadng the stralagic context

n tarm: of the NEMA EIA Regulafions, wnan corsicerng an opphcation, the
Competent Authanty must take inte occount o number of spechic consderoions
inchuding nter aka, 1he need for and desirabiily of any proposed development. As
svch, the nead for ond deskoxlily of the propesed aclivity must be considersd ond
repcrted on in the BAR, The BAR st refiect how the strategic context of the site In
reaation 1o the broader surcunding area, hos been considared in addressng need
ond desikchlity. Refer 1o e Department’s Guideline on Need ond Desrobiity
(March 2013} ovaiiable on the Depariment’s wotzsite
(hHps/fwww westemcope.govzaiendp/ yow-fesource-ibeory)

In terms of having o cansiderafion need and desrabilty, # must be noted the final
envikonmsntol decision wil, ner alc. be infcmmed by fown Slanning conslderafions,
informed Dy infer ala the Provingid Urban Edge Guideine (Docambar 2005) and the
Wastem Cape Provinciol Spofiol Developmen! Framework [2014) (WCPSDF). The
Competent Authorty requires that you demonsirote in the BAR the strategic context
of the site specific proposed development in reiation fo the broader sunounding
oma. You wil nead to gemorsirofe. omongs! otheds, whether the proposed
development = line with Departmental polices/guideines such the Westemn Cope
Provincial Spaial Devedopment framework, uroan ecge for Ine area or whether, if in
the cbsence of an wiban edge, whather i 5 located within the bult-up @dge of e
town,

Genescl

n oddtion fo the above, you must cleory shaw how the proposed dessiopment
compilies with the prnciples contained in Sechion 2 of the NEMA and show how the
proposed daevaelopment mears the recuivemsants of sustanadie cevaloprmeant,

The Waste Monagemean! Additional Infermation Annexure must be completed and
swbmitted fogather with tha BAR,

You ore hevsby caviead 1ho! he BAE must condain dl e nfamafion cufined in
Regulalion: Appendix | of G & 982 of £ December 2014 ana must aso include the
Pomoticn requested in this letter; ermission ol any of the sad infarmation may result
n tho BAR bang refused
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17.4. Xindly quote the cbove-mentionad relerance number in any fulure coraspondence
In respect of Ihe apglication

17.5. Please note that e aclivily may nol commence pnol 1o a Waste Mmanagement
License being Bsuad by the Departrment, It s an offence in terms of Section 20 |b} of
the NEM: WA for o penon to commence, undericke or conduc! a wosle
managemen! oclivily, sxcep! in occordance with o Walle Manogement Lcense
swed in respact of that activity, if o Licanse ik recuired. Falre to comply with the
requiremaents of Section 20 [B) of the NEM: WA will resull in the matier being refemed
to the Disclomale: Envitenmentdl Govemonce of ihis Departmenl. A person
convioted of an offence In tems of the above & fable 10 o fine not excesding R10
mitlion or to imprsonment for o penod not excesding 10 yeors, or to both such fine
and imgesanment,

176 The Depariment teterve: the right 10 revise inftial comments and reques! furlher
Infarmation based on 1he Infoimotion received.

N-CHARLES

DEPUTY NWOR‘I MANAGEMENT LICENSING

w
pare: 20132/ 16

CT Mooioin Hanekom [Ecowpact Lega Corading Py Lu) Fowr [TH5) D21 471 M8
Emat aarrindecoimoact Lean
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COMMENTS RECEIVED - REGISTRATION PERIOD

CARECTORATE: WASTE MANAGEMENT
GARY ARENDSE
Gary Arendia Swestamcape gov.Io

LI TOGFETHER

REFERENCE: 19/2/4/2/81 /1 4 FARM MIDOLEBERG

The Board of Direcion
SA Form Assured Maal Greup
PO, BOX 595
ROBERTSON
6705
Tal: §023) 625 6320/ 082 579 5231
Emok govodmban coaa

For attention. W Dovii Houghton

INVESTIGATION OF A COMPLAINT WITH REGARD TO NUISANCE CONDITIONS AT AN ABATTOIR
COMPOST FACILITY, REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDLEBERG 10, ROBERTSON

L. To respond 1o  comgiant mcaived on 24 Morcn 2017 with regard 10 cleged nusance condson, of
Ihe Roartion Abattar Compostng Foclfy. A sle Intpachon was conducted on 30 Morch 2017 by on
oMol o the Deporiment. Goy Arendss from the Dreciomte Wasle Monogemenl. M David
Maughion, the Cheef Operating Oficer, occompaned the Departmental afficial at the Fochity durng

the ngection
2 The folowing obesrvalons wees mode

11 On he gay of 1t nvesigalion, magion odoun wire nol naticed ol Ihe Focilty,

2.2 The Focilly, howevet hod o lapge omoun! ol Sies aviden! dueng the repechion. which
could cre0bs o nusance

2.3 n order 1O trock how far cutsde of e Facilly fims ware (il noficeatie. twa refecence
pants wers sslecied clongsice the ot 1oad %0 the Faclty, the st elerence point
opeonmately Xim and the econd apgrodmately [00m down the road from the Faciay, It
was noficea hat af tha 50m reference ooinr, tha amount of o wWarne Conpoaraly s,
whils fias ware Doarely noSceobia at 1ha 100m eisence poinl,

24 The Focilly &t in e orocen ol opohying fof O Woste Monagernen! LCence [WML), which wil
have shic! condbiom fo ocpemls the Foolly, The Deporimerd wil esgurs that the Fooily
sloy compiant wilth Ihe opsraing condfons of 1hei Scance, shoud it be granted. ond in o
doing. minimae nepalive impacts on ihe envirooment,

3% Moo, Mroperty Centie, 3 Dorp Syoo! Foagie Bag X908, Cope Toar, 800N
Job «27 21 2B B3T2 Fo +27 21 483 4425 wWww wallamcage Qov oleocy
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3. The Deporiment recommends e lolowng:

31 Mitgation meauves must immsdotaly be pul In pocs 10 pravent oo and By nuonces
from becoming concanms in Iulure;

12 The Chet Operating Oficer muat upply the Departmant with manthly leedgback in order o
estobich whelhar e implemented mitgafion measures ore wocesshd,

3.3 Abatioh woste must rmmediately Be cavered al the compas! 1aclty n order 1o peovent it
atboctng vemin ond caaling odoun.

4, On 31 aeech 2007, Me Dovid Houghton, epodted that 15 (eneteen) By traps wiame puechatad and wil
De put up On the Doundaty of Ihe Facilly, They wit alio meet wilh Ecoiab and Cogperns i orgder 1o
wstablsh which chamcal #o use fo control the fles on e property.

5 In sams of the Natkonal Envienmantal Manogement Act, 1998 |Act No. 107 of 1996) as amanded. o
persen comacted of on offence/chargs ol uiawfuly and milenfonaly of negigenty sgrificonlly
potiuling or degradng or detimenially alfeciing the soviccnment 0 terrm of the pforemenhoned
legaiatan i lable fo o fre not exceedng £10 milion o fo iImerisonment lor a perod nol escesding 10

years, o 1o both such Tne and imedwonment.

6, The Depanment reserves the night fo revse intial comments and reguest lurther ndormation based on
new Irdcematon receed.

Yours fafniuly,

MCBAIN-CHARLES

DEPUTY DIR MANAGEMENT LCENSING
o

Page 20f2
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Lauren Abrabams

Froe Nk Losbenberg

Sent Mondey, Merch 10, 2077 9058 AM

Tex Moese Basacn sdmin@ecoimpact o0
Subject

R proposed sbetoie compost fedity - Midifisbeny 10 ROBERTSON

DEASCE REPERENCE NUMBER: 38/3/30/7/1 B2 /1047714

DEA BOF WASTE MANAGEMENT REMERENCE NUMBER 19/2/%7/ 51 /14/WL0013/1 1
ROBERTION MEAT AZSURED PROPOSED ABATTOM COMPOSTING MASUTY
Goed dey MY Bavson

Wa Asrawith scknowbedgs reoert of pour emal and s im et you 10 reghttred 0 o Setabese s 8 AAP Ry the sdive mantiioed prolect

A oy of the Benke Assmmammnt Baport wil e sent 20 pow ¢ "aotnmi e

ool regaete

Moabe Lo sbmatary
(merrsmamtel Camprhens

eco
impact

o erarect Lage CowavBog (Pl Lt

Rag: JU0OYVL SR

PO Sox 45000 Mo A27 18 11 4% V0
Carwrners b 417 0 L LB
Sowth Abea | et

nn M e sou tempect raow

Oochemar This massage may cortar prfarmatue whers &
Frante gradaget w s tuimal wnd & stestat arafy S
e v of tha mthadusl = ety sevved 5 e memage #
VO aew st Bhe prtendied megtent of 1 mmtage Sleees
Aty i serde tarwst and detroysiaiets e TEsage.
Maitfar the meder ar Do gae? hal e sty Sabiny
reaitng demtly o iloacthy han smning any of e
o= bl (las which nupy srmiam s s fe

Selgect: proposed ibaftor compont fclity - Mddeterg 10 ROBERTSON
Ouar Lowren Alw aharra

| refler 1o notica on Feem Gate, Middintary 10 . ref DEAJOF 34/5/58/7/1 51 14/1340/34 and CEA/TP wants Mandgemant Ref 192057/ 81 14 WL0al 3T and
wodd e 50 Save datslen (rdcrmation regendng Iy develoomant 10 refer 10 our Conarvedcy ( f2obary Srmmderdvie Conservertdy) manegerant cimm e
ragarding poaslile CUL Siwerds seid devsiogment.

A detalled dreft can be furwerded o mw ot Mo ey ey L0044 wCon @ poveiie

Nagards Monale Bascn

MOSSIE BASION  Camservaton Mensger
083 088 MY ¢ nome@ ot mcheroeea i

AN RS A e 8 A wecn e
RigmN A~ 10—
Tl g0 Q8 LIV 7 27 0000 008 e TR O N LI R O O
PO S T0m, Mebarn, 08, Sl W P W, S e
— e ladle b aban - —— s et —n -
L T B—-ne
GRANAM BECK  Me e B R L
A -m " — - e
ML Pt B wd rat e g TR et mad s e e B b wmme bm b bls wsmen Ba el man b el
ol Py B e B Nh Taat A PeEn W TR am i B LRt R gV, Y i Ve st Al e

TR e S S # v —— L —— —
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Proes Yolurela Merssock

Sent Mondey Acsl 10, 2017 1203 AN

Yo ouls Jenlenn’

e s Arwbar’ Yiode Lostenberd
Subject I | A agemen

OLAALE RESTAINCE NUMSESR 38/3/3007771 B3 34/1347/18
OFA BOP WASTE MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NUNBER: 19/2/5/7/ 81 /34 Wis01y/T7
POSENTION MEAT ASTURED PRCACSED ABATTOM COMPOS TG FACUTY

Omar M2 i>-Sae.

W Rt st iedygs eeapt of you sl andd con i That yis aew fegivtared Of Cur Sxtabant w4 AR B The sive mendiinmd project

Urd bage it

g regarts

Talandin Menstoid

eco
impact

643 3pems L ogn Canmtmng Pt Lrs

|

i
PO G AN Ofe ST PN DA W

Crw wsave P 037 B @y N
Busn M e

me D e )
Dhsiemar: The mey  wrtae

Ol et
LOWTS JORDAAR  Operstions Mamager
OOE 608 3008 [ oyt anOed s NI AN LI
AN Ox Wi L o
: '!:o..-:n';nwo-nnn-ou' ¥ v s oz
L R
?‘-_-un-—m— —— - --'; 1 e
WM MR A RN # e CORE e Ve REE s oo
U e TR S AL e e - - — —— —
[ - STEENBERS
————N ’ s o+ v
m"_g!_'“‘ e L TR

o e BB L R

90



oo a— 4 cyclendie@ecst ey
Seat Tomcley, Apsl T4, 210 290 W

Yu: e Jooute’

(2 Larwe Abvats v ot P
Sutgect; 2 rteewtnd wvd Affuctad May straticn

DEAADE HEVERENCE SUMBER S 20T 0 1M

DEA ADFWASTE MANAGEMENT REFERENCE SUMBER: WIS M saM by

ROBERTSON MEAT ASSURED FROPOSED ABATTOIR C OMPOSTING FACTLITY

Good AReman

1 bty whrowtedge vour smal and Cefior thet you heve tmes regatered m on sterested and offected party fe the progeet.

A L2 oy of Shw regenrt sl be smet 10 you s soon i 8 becames avaliabide.

i

@0 not haskate & i st pou have @y gums o

Mn‘lwﬁlk-
Rag X100
PO B SRS O o5 00 01 4TS Yo

Prom Henrerd incde [ugins e ® grgl s
Sent; 31 Aped 2057 1199 AM
Sdvfpensavepoiton g0

i

Sutpent intermated ol AlNected Faty heghts stase

DEAADF HEFERINCE NUMBER IV B T8I0
DEASDEWASTE MANAGEMENT REFTERENCE SUMBER. 1925 1 4w Lma

KOBREITSON MEAT ASMNED FROPOSED ABATTOIR COMPONTING PACILITY

With seference Lo Wie above, plesss regiatear me o8 on interested and affeoted party.

Nanners Jooste
Dovrnkionl Private Nalure Besarve
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Lauren Abrahams

From: Gerber «<gerberi@vodamail co za>
Sent Friday, March 03, 2017 324 PM

To: ‘Lauren Abrahams’

Subject RE: Rob b Compaoast #aciity

Hi Lauren

You cen pestme 2 cdto;

F A GERBER

FO.BOXE37

WELLINGTON

7634

Pieasze don't register it becauze we live on a farm and can't receive mail by cey.

l-l«slm
P.A Gerder
022-2136120

From: Layren Abrshams

Sent: 03 March 2017 00:06 PM

To: gerberns@vodamail.co.zs

Subject: Robertson abattor Compoast Faclity
Importance: Mgh

Good afternoon Mr. Gerber,

| heredy confirm your registration a3 an interested snd sffected party regeraing the Pro; ir Compost Faciity.

As 3 interestec and affectec party you will e provided with sccess to the Basic Aszessment Report and Appendices for comment. Plesse note thet the proposal is stid in
the registration phase, and the Cocuments will be sent to all registered interested anc affected parties a3 wedl a3 key depertments once they have Deen compiied.

If you wouid like to receive 8 CD copy of the sdove mertioned documents please prowide me with your postal pdcress st which we <an 32nd it to once avaiisdie,
Alternatively | cam send you 8 link t2 Our website on which you can COWNIOBE the JoCUMEnts once they sre availadie

1 trust the 800ve is in orcer, piease feei free to CONtsct me Shoulc you require any sdcitions! information.

Pmese scxnowlecss receat.
King regares,

Lauren Abrahams

co
impact

£00 Irepact Legsl Conmitng | Pry) L1a

Reg 2010/015546/07

7.0 Box 35070 Ofice- 427 {0) 21 671 3660
e eramn Fan 427 {0} 20 671 9576

South Africa Dl perd@ecmpac co I3
s et S SCRTEACLLL L]

Diuchiar: Ths maunge may SA0tam BAITEnon wom B JrRete,
Privimged or confoennial ant ¥ roensed soley A7 T e of e nehes.
2 ey naTvad I (e Crrsage (f o B At [T FEANSAE WaTMT o 108
TILAGY paals TEEN T wanIns et B0 DRIy deete e Tantage
Nekner the senster rar Sow tmpas sl v ey Eadiiy seustng @ty
o ndbwtly o sseing Sy o The Emmhes Mhes S Tomy SRR 6
“rafle

E This email has been checked for viruses by Avast sntivirus software.
Www svast com
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PRE-APPLICATION BAR

& CapeNature

SCIENTIFIC SERVICES

postal Privata Bag X5014 Stallenbosch 7599

physical Aszogaabosch Nature Hoserva Jonkamhbook

wobaite www.caponauracoza

enquries Alana Duficll-Canham

wlkphons 77 21866 8000  lax <27 21 866 1523

emnaal adsfdl canham@capanatura co za

relomnce SSD142619 v 10em_FeedictsCompost Middloburg
daw 11 July 2077

Nicole Loebanbarg
Ecolmpact

PO Box 45070
Claremont

7735

By email: admin@ecoimpact.coza

Dear Ms Loebenberg

RE: Proposed abattoir compost facility and feedlot on remainder of Farm Middelburg
10, Robertson — Pre-application Basic Assessment Report.

DEA&DP Rei: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B1/14/1347/16

DEA&DP Waste Management Ref: 19/2/5/7/B1/14/WL001317

CapaNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposed compost
facility and feediot and wish to maka the following comments:

Compost Facility Site:

1. The site was historically covered by Breade Alluvium Renostarveld. Although Breade
Alluvium Renosterveld is listed as Vulnerable according to the list of threataned
ecosystems published in 2011, a recent analysis by CapeNature’'s consarvation
planner, using far more racent groundcover imagery than that used for the 2011
listings, has shown that only 429 of the original extent of this ecosystem is remaining.
Thus it now qualifies as Endangered undear criterion A1 (remaining axtent).

2. A portion of the site has been determined as Critical Biodiversity Area (CBA). Whilst we
note that this classification is disputed due to the area being previously disturbad and
most of the natural vegetation baing removed, the presence of natural vegetation was
not the only reason that the westem portion of the site was determined as CBA and
one of the other reasons includes watercourse protaction. Due to the level of
disturbanca the more corract classification would probably have bean CBA 2 which
acknowledges that the sito is degraded but should be rehabilitated. It is apparent from
an axamination of current and historical aerial images that drainage lines are present
on site and the sita has been prone 1o erosion in the past which indicates that water
does flow through the site occasionally. This means that there may be a risk of
compost washing off site and into watercoursas after a heavy rainiall event. Therefore

Tro W estom Capo Sawre Consarvation Soard radng as Cope Nasre
Homd Mambers: Ms Mado MoCmbeng Hodes (Charpanson), Or Colin Jodrson (Vica Crassporsort, M Manvyn Seron, Pl Dorvar Hananess, Or

Hruce Moonne, Adv Mandia Mduciu, Wr Danke Nal, Frof Aubesy Radinghuts, Mr Pis Sack
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the size of the facility should be reduced to allow farger buffers between it and the
watercourses north and west of the site.

3. Although the site purporiedly has a high clay content and the risk of infiltiration is
therefore deemed to be low, we would still like confirmation from a geohydrologist in

this regard.

4. Linked to points 2 and 3, input from a gechydrologist should also be obtained regarding
tha need for mitigation measures (such as berms, cut-off drains, retention pond etc.) to
controf run-off and infiltration.

Feedlot site:

5. The feediot site was also historically covered by Breede Alluvium Renosterveld.
Although this site has been cleared of natural vegetation, the feedlot does also pose a
risk to the nearby watercourse aspecially if nutrient rich runoff from the site is able to
enter the river. A substantial buffer should also be allowed for (>50m) between the
edge of the feediot and the riparian zone. Ercsion on site must also be strictly
monitored and controlled.

6. For both sites the EMPr must stipulate buffers between activities and the watercourses.
Although some standard operating procedures have been provided for several
actwvities on site (for example delvery, turning in of animal products, temperature and
pH recording efc.) there are no requirements stipuiated for monitoring and ensuring
contaminants do not leave the sita and this requires further considaration.

CapeNatura reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further information
based on any additional information that may be receved.

Yours sincerely

Alana Dufiel- Canham
For: Manager (Scientific Services)

Tho W astom Cape Natwre Consarvadon Board rading a3 CapeNawora
Hoaed Mombors: Ma Moca MoOmbeng- Hodges (Charporson), Dr Con Jodrson (Vico Crasmpersort, M Moesyn Sunon, Peol Danvar sandncks, Or

Hruce MoKenoa, A Manda Mauchy, Wr Danks Nal, Frof Aubeoy Radinghuts, M Pt Sack
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AIR QUALTY MANAGEMENT

Western Cape
Government

———
REFERENCE:  19/4/4/1/BL2/ Robertson
E1A REFERENCE 14/3/3/6/1 /811471347116
ENQUIRIES: P, Homue

ECO IMPACT CONSULTING Tet 021 &71 1660

P.O.BOX 45070 Fax: 021 671 9976

CLAREMONT Email: adminBecaoimpac! coze
7735

Altention: Ms NI Loebenbesg

COMMENT ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BAR FOR THE PROPOSED ROBERTSON ABATTIOR COMPOST
FACILITY AND FEEDLOT ON REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDLEBURG 10, ROBERTSON, WESTERN CAPE.

The Pre-Application BAR for the above-mantioned proposed development, dated 15 June 2017,
which was received by the Department of Environmental Alfaks and Development Planning
(DEAADP). Directorate: Air Qualty Manageman! (D: AQM). hos relerence

The D¢ AQM carefuly reviswad the above-menfioned applicaton and has the tallowng comments
for consideration by the faciity:

1. DUST AND NOISE CONTROL REGULATIONS
1.1 Dusi and nolse may be generated during the construction phase of the project.
1.2 Inihis regard, the operation must comply with the following:
¢ National Ervironmental Monagement: Air Quality Ac! [NEM: AQA]. National Dust Conyol
Reguations |Nofice 827 of 2013):
*  Western Cope Noise Conliol Regulations [P.N, 200/2013).

2 ODOUR EMISSION IMPACT MANAGEMENT
2.1 The D: AQM is aware thal Ihe compesiing process genedales o cerain level of adour, bul the
Directorate hos noted thal the locility has received compioinhs regarding allegod excessive

Sh Fiooe, Attestiury bouse, Frvate Bag X9084. Cape Town 80X

¥ Habietk Sheel, Cape Town, 8001

Iel 27 21 ZBI 2688 loac «37 21 4832571 W WSS CORe QoY o eodn
page | ¢f 2
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odowr emissions emonating from the composting plant. The fociity must investigote best
proctice measwes fo minimise or avoid offersive odouwrs.

“In terms of Section 35 (2] of the NEM: AQA [ACT No. 39 of 2004), the occupier of the premises
must fake ol reasonable steps fo prevent the emission of ony offensive odour caused by ony
activity on such premises.”

3 ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAMME (EMP)
3.1 The proposed Standard Operating Frocedures (SOP's) mentioned in the Pre- Applcation BAR
should be instifuted ana maintained in the daily operational production proces, The EMP
shoukd Incluase, but not be limited 1o the following considergions related 1o the
abovermentionad SOP's
o The composting focility bes 60km away from the Robertson Abattor, therefore it s
mportont to revise measres to effectively transport abotiolr waste to the compasting
tacifty as to reduce ana or nutigoie spiags.

«  Hood should be removed from the abattoir every day 1o reduce the potenticd for adour
release,

*  High rtemperatures may pose a fire risk, therelore the windrows and bulk sloroge areas
should be monitered for fempercture spkes.

« Carbon and nitrogen rafios must be al the required leved as to abate potential odowr
releqsa.

Shouid you have any queres regarding the above comments, plecse do nol hedtale 1o contac!
Peter narmse on telephone number: (021) 483 8343 or email: pater harmseBwastarmnoans oov a

Yours faithfully,

papge 2 of 2
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from harthe &« piercie heici cotar

Sent n-damymmunm

T runngiNengebwggovie

(<= Laren Abraharny’, Nucok @ EC0 MPACT

Subyect: PW. Proposed abettoir comrpost faciity ed fdict on peader of Farm Micktdedior 10, Mok - Pre-ppication Badc Aseument
Repott.

Good ARemoon,

Webersby acknowiedge recelpt of your o-meil end th ched th

Find mgarde

Yolandie Hexstock

Aamnktration

eco
impact

Bz ot Lagel Osraityg (My) L2

Rag: 201 0BT

PO Box 48370 i 42T 0 3 6TY 0
Claremont P o2F (1 4T e

- b

corfidertiel md e inlerciad soivly S Pw owse !
e ndwcasl o svly remed 0 e messge IF
YOuU mw ot e Poarsied et of B
mammpe Thesss ety Ba sesmst Swesa! drct
Satrog'detets Ha rammmge Mafoe e sercde
oo Bea brpect stall oy ary iy rentg
Aoty or Bdimety Yoer accsssing sy of e
wtechet Mhes wiach may cortadn 8 vine Se

Froo: Tracy Brurings [meito toranings@langeberng gov.2a]

Sent: 38 July 2007 (2:21 M

To:

Sobject: BE: Propased shettol compont factity and Seadict 2o der of Farm Middelbary 10, Aob - Pro-appi) Basic Assmisenent Report.

Good aey,
1 = 0 your iefter g 55 June 2017, and received 11 July 2017,
The Siioeing prefminaty commants M provided Dom 2 land @oe plaming point of waw:

The propesty In quemion Is 2oned Agncuites Zone | In dene of the Saction § Zoang Scheme sagaetions,  The popomed ases, remey: Compos Faclly (hom abetiol wersde) and Feedot, are
nol percary wes 1t the Agriauues Zone L hw teselye be lodged in feevrs of Saction 5 of e Langeberp Municiosl Lang Use Penring Syaw, 2015 B & noted et e e
af e compest ity hes alendy commenced which i2 i Contevention of e Zonng Scheme snd 8 penally fee & payalie.

In d=re of e Langebery Spats Development Framewost, 2015 (20F) e propozed sevetpment Sie s afe ‘Com’ ‘Buied and ‘Trasfoemed Spess Panning Categotes. These s
1o cbjechon 1o deusiopmeant witin the Transioamed ard Sufter armes subject (0 e sutainabie TENaQemat of Bnd e actylles. Howswey, Sevslapment of he Coopast fackly wiiwn the
mwmmnmmammnummmhmmwnmm refebiliie d2graoed and ard
meteinin ecologionl procemes, This Cone SFC e an ingrl part of & Fporset norfraoe®h emvisonmentsl Ink Detemen e Langabesgs and (e Sresds River and connactivly mus be
mairiinet. In DUs repand. metues Duffer ancns and no-g0 aneas TR be ienifed and compled Wi 1D the saltsiaction of Cage Natre, SOCUA and tre CER BUL. Tre progozed
Dourdaries of e Compost cEty st be amended sccoringy.

s nokeg Pel these i an edang Shed on Se 3ie. From googie cariy, B appenr that i shed was Uit between 2090 and 2044, Thiz ofice has ao reconds of dulidng Dans having bean
Sbmited n e of e Nationsl Suliding Regustions and Baiding Stangeess AC1 o 903 of W77,

LANGCGEBERG

"People ot the centre of Development”

3 Pet Retief Street, SONTASU 6720
Tel: 023614 8001 Feks 022 634 1841

naQiencste d oy 28 (Website)
’“- m——_ =y
-“__ Uﬂ T D Teas . ui "

98



Lauren Abrahams

From: Yolande Henstock <yolantiefecoimpactcoza>

Sent: Monday, July 10, 2017 254 PM

Teo: Buren@ecompact caza

Subject; FW: Proposed Robertson Abattor Compost Facilty and Feediot on remainder of farm Middelburg 10 Robertson Fre-Applcation Bar
33

—-Original Message——

From: Le Aoux Fourie [madtoderoux@dmurb.co 23]

Sant: 10 fuly 2017 02:52 PM

To: sdmin@ecolmpstt.co.ts

Cc: Johan & Marié Fourle <johantie@arvallel <o 25>; sacolette Adam <jocolette@exigent (o s>

Subyect: Proposed Robertson Absttolr Compost Facility and Feedlot on remainder of farm Middelburg 10 Robertson Pre-Application Bar

Dear Lauren
Can you please inform me when the Public Meeting will be held 7 AS | have numeruous guestions to ssk.

Regasds
Lo Roux Fourie

Sent from my Pad

Lauren Abrahams

From: Lauten Abrshams < lautenBecommpact CO2a »

Sent: Thearsday, Mty 13, 2017 247 AM

Yo Johanne® tanalie:. oo zx jacoletieSewgent co.za

<c Nicociass @ ECO NPACT

Subject: Proposed Robertson Abattorr Compost Facity and Feediot on re der of tarm Middelburg 10 Robertzon Pre-Apphcaton Bar

Good morming Mr. Le Rous,
A public meeting has not been scheduled for this project. However we are more than willing 1o arrange a st down meeting with you 1o address your guestions.
nd regards,

Lawrsn Abcaharm

co
impac

mgact Legal Commatarg [Phy) L8

Reg JOTONST8/07

P.O. s 85810 Offar o 27 10) 21 &7 1640

e vemont T 2T 2LETL R

SouEh Ririca Pmad ipgeafcmet 0L
N LR o e 1401
Coutpsnrs: Mot =ruuge fun (e shrasue o> & peete

T et T e T Pl nwn PT S e o Fe STy
TPy e @ e g Ty B NN e e - g

gt IR wEP) Da R SeT e St SewN LSw SCuagr

Mees i A wm P14 TR D OCd BN BTy g GrTTN
T IRy T ey e I Tw ammtwd S WPat Tew CITaE o
-~
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Lauren Abrahams

P e A & oyclande@ecsi o
Sent Toedey. Juy 18 2017 216 AW

To: THarewrd Jocals'

(<= Larwn Abrahard’ Neok @ ECO MPACT

W PROPOSED ROBERTSON ABATTOR COMPOST FACILITY AND FEEDLOT ON REMAINDER OF FARM MWOOELEURG 10, ROBEXTION

We bmralry sikrerwleiye receizt of youwr e-mel snd the comment sttathmd thereto

3%

eco
impact

Gco upam Legel Carmultng MMy ) ime

Rag 20100 SSienT

L2 Oficm oLY 000 21 AT W0
Clarernen P o273 4T JTH

Bocth atiay

i ]

To: Lauren Abrahar <ure@ ; sdmin@ ecirom o 28
Sulbject: Ne: PROPOSED ROBENTSON ASATTON COMPOST FACLITY ANG FEEDLOT ON SEMAINDER OF FARM MIODELBUNG 30, ROBENTSON

Comnant on FRDPOSED ROSKETZON ABATTOIN COMPOST FACILITY AND FEEDLOT ON REMAINDKK OF FANM MIODDELBOMG 10,
nonKer=08

Ny peoparty, balng Poztion 22 of Farm Viske Rivie: Nusber B Is the Langebesg Munlclipelity Division of
Nobartaus, Provincs af the Wesatarn Cape, ia directly adjacesat to tha “proposed® cosgpost facllity asd
fewdlot in & private natirs seserve, whare a anall Alrbab la my sole svdrce of lscome. These "proposed®
devalopsmnts ate 4 metteut of exirume concessn. ! use guotation marka becsuse the cospost faclllity ia
alruady Lln use and han bean for sonths. The zost saliust polnts of conseguesce ate:

The proposed feadiot whete you want to keap €000+ lanhas la DIRSCTLY ADJACENT TO A RATURE RESERVE whete
predatozs like lecpasd and caracal zoanm freely. Mot only bawe you falled to addzeas this potantlial
crizical conflice, but you explicitly deny the fact that you ate near any nature consezvation stea.

My very livellhood, belng derlved from a touslss and hospltality facllity laside a nature resutve, ia
depundant on the pristine nature of the (mesdiate enviroonent and the wild enlsaly contalaed In and by b,
The latter includes Cape Lecpard (Pasthers pardus), Carscal (Cazscal caracal), Lazge-spotiad gunet
(Ganutta tigrina) and African bushpig (Por houzus larvatus).

is fact, Niddelburg Farm I ssndwiched betweas twe Roarism-dependest neighbours, borcezed as it ia by
fuicanateaklioof Mountaln Cottages on the eastsrn =ide ssd wxacwrbating the {eportance of the existisg fly-,
odour~, daise- and trafflce and ansthutic problesma. ! am fissocially dependent se viszitors o the resazve
baing able to do hiking, trall running asd birdwatching In 2{tu snd on the acenlc and natural beauty of
thea stuvirospent resaining intact,

Under fteas 7. LAND USE CHEANACTER OF SUBRONDING AREA oo page 15 of the The Pre-applicatiocn Basic
Asssssnect Japort you ware supposed to “highlight the curreat land uses and/or prominent festureas that
ocour within +/« 500= redius of the site and seighbouring propacties if thesa are located beyond 500m of
tha site*, yet you crcased out both "Nature consesvaticn area” AND "Touriam & Scepitality facility” ascog
others. THIS NEEDS TO BX XECTIFIED. Your statssent that "The development sle & sunounded by ogticulngl cclivilies s ch ur
cultvaiion ol cropt s well oz Ivesdock fumming. ” b herefore srenecus. The developmaent site s, s focl sandwiched between e hoaphially lociitie: and

bordwing o Noture Rederva THIS NEEDS TO BE RECTIRED.
Your Concam for the tradimly of e fociBy fo the walercouns (200e 4 b noled ond we Swall e cutcome of your Waler Use Ucenrcs apolicadion

Anaiher Case for wgiinale concem & the patanied lux of Contrac! wonenjoh sl 10 T il (00ge 37). Sesint (ha Merng raean in Ite rapon, B
Cotines O scfady rid 1oy Deaon o | ive ot
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n attemited mgaton of the fose focis, the o dlates e “Sfocant g uses/'Cwien o C contideatie Shioncs Yom Mae rodoied developman!
e orad tha foke Yo camincton ocliiles may De negigbie” [poge 35, Tha b iblleading. Sound canfes exdrmmaely affac!ively n e guiel of & nalue
rearver G will e hoord By he guesii who Somm coma e ©ecificaly L the guel ond on whom | degend e o ncame

Offersive ol 41) ernarating froes e compes! sie recet) B Gerle 10 Doardiod! Frivala Nalure Reserve O & mgucs Dol |- and. maoe
rparianty, iy guesh - have 16 sop 1o unlodk and fe-iock wo palas 1o erder 0nd icewe e 1medve jaulomalc gales ore nal an cpfon). daing which Tme I
b aften rocesary 1o hokd one's Btecth Ly Ihe dench. A kg prooarticn of my gueills ase Cycisl, whe S alfecied by iha smell whan ey we he pubic
1000 al furs pesl Mhe compeet rowa.

As for "the aachion of . wild pigs” menlicrad oo page <2 Doormbio! & hume 1o a fasly of Dutoigs mguiarly pholographed on oo hal comeas. As with Pa
lecpard ond carocol Sledie el your maragemesd pian for these,

Lastly, the following paragreph (page 41| nescds explicatlon too;

IMuscy b1 B fom of sucge |/ v o iy vaing pocxs wil be generivc. e oflen! & scpecied fu arah 0o Me comuucied out-off domm woer
mmuuman—wmr&m nMedan b wamcd N e comooeing pyooes Dy Seoing e effuerd ooks e whcows |
maunas. Thi Zrnces & cottdews o diposcl of winie Mof could hoaw © afwc on e L which an e of aestion 31 of M NWA
ok bw wautec

| tharefons e O bl meeing b odkdben ke noudieg, bt fof Febad & 1he cloeesefonred concern

M Honnerd Jooin
Doemiiect Frivide Halure Reistve
PO Box 209

Robertson

&5

03004 0034

On 1S Jime 2007 a1 1525, Lauren Abrshass <laurmsilecotmpact o 25> wiole

PROPOSED ROBERTSON ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILITY AND FEEDLOT ON REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDELBURG 10,
ROBERTSON: PRE -APPLICATION BAR

DEALDP: 1633I6T/BIIANI4T6
DEA&DP: WASTE MANAGEMENT REF NO: 1928 TBHI4WLMI V1Y

Good day M Jooude,

Pleme be advised that an doctronic copy of the PRE-APPLICATION Baske Asscument Repoet sd sppendces fur review mad comment prior 1o seliniscion
of the EIA Agplication ws DEAZDP iv svailable oo our webniis of wwve sipumpact o salsulbic-carticiaalion

Yousr comment woeld be spprecistad within the segulatory 30 day commanting peviod of by 18 July 2017,

Plesie nots that should yoe reguas 3 CD copy @ be postad 1 yus, kindly provide us with the reosiving sddrec.

1 trust the shone i i crder, plesse acknowlalge recapt
Find regants,

Lauren Aheshams

co
impact

Ean bnpart Lol Crensfttag (M) Lad

F.0. oz 450% Ot %
Clavewat Yax 427 3
At tmd et
™ Wels: wwe sestegunt cu 23

Dinbnr. This sossagn sip sontde, lunsbow. Wi w poam,
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HUY KOMPOS AANLEG

Ms. N.Z. Loebenberg

ElA Administration and Compliance

ECO IMPACT LEGAL CONSULTING (PTY) LTD
P.0. BOX 45070

CLAREMONT

7735

Dear Ms. N.Z. Loebenberg

PROPOSED ROBERTSON ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILITY AND FEEDLOT ON REMAINDER OF FARM
MIDDELBURG 10, ROBERTSON : PRE-APPLICATION BAR. DEA&DP: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B1/14/1347/16
DEA&DP: WASTE MAMAGEMENT REF NO: 15/2/5/7/B1/14/WL0013/17

| refer to the 193 page document, on CO, (which | had printed), which deals with the above matter.

From the start, | want to put it on record that | find it totally unacceptable that, as a neighbour, | had
o accidently read about the application in the media. Meanwhile, other neighbours, further away
from the application-site, have been consulted and listed as affected parties. LOW. your process
started flawed.

| would like to comment on a page-by-page basis.

Omn page 3 of the Basic Assessment Report of the DEAPP under “SUMMARY OF ALTERMATIVES” itis
menticned that this site is the only site available to SAFAM. This is nonsensical as there are many
other properties more suitable for sale for the purpose of a compost facility. | also find it devious
that the application is actually dual and that it would be wiser to split the application into 2 separate
application. There are hundreds of abattoirs all over 5A, so this problem of waste is not unigue.

On page 4 reference is made of a “NO-GO OFTION" and attemnpts are made to create the
perception that the subject property is “underutilized Agricultural land unsuitable for the cultivation
of commercial crops.” This is very wrong as the property has excellent agriculture potential, and that
it only needs water for irrigation. As there are surplus water in the Breede River and water
technology. The statement that if the proposed development did not continue, SAFAM might cease
operations, is not acceptable and irrelevant to the land. Lo.w., if other abattoirs don't have their
owen compost-facilities , they would all cease all over 5.A.7 “A negative impact on the market,” =
What market?

On page 9, at the guestion regarding |Processing activities|e.g. manufacturing, storage ,distribution],
the answer is “MO". This is incorrect. There will definitely be storage of compost. This is the case at
all compost plants and there is no reason why this one would be different.
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The next question regarding regarding storage facilities, is also answered “NO”. This again is wrong.
Of course raw materials will be stockpiled as they are not always available every day.

On page 10, at number 2 , reference is made to the size of the property, being 402,19 hectares. Why
then does the applicant want to place the plant next to the road?

On page 11, at the bottom, reference is made about the close proximity of the Vinkriver. The
proposed plant is dangerously cose to this river. We have owned our property for 36 years and owver
these 4 decades we have seen sericus water flooding, which makes the application site totally
unacceptable.

On page 12 under “37, there are a few “NO" answers which should be affirmative such as steep
slopes, seasonal wet soils, erosion, etc. Furthermore | there is also doubt whether the whole site is

high in clay content.

On page 15, under number “7", there are a characters of the surrounding area which has been
wrongly deleted such as, “UNTRANSFORMED AREA™; * TOURISM & HOSPITALITY FACILITY" ; “SPORT
FACILITIES"; “NATURE CONSERVATION AREA™; "MOUNTAIN,KQOPPIE OR RIDNGE". k was mischievous
and mizleading to have omitted these “CHARACTERISTICS".

On page 16, reference is made to “TOURISMM OPFORTUNITIES", but the application-area is alive with
twourism such as Mountain bikers every weeskend cycling past and over the properties adjacent. This
terrible odour will have a very negative effect. The increase in the associated traffic on the road,

wehich iz already too narrow for 2 trucks to pass each other, will be very dangerous for cyclists.

On page 18, under “10" | regarding "APPLICABLE LEGISLATION", it is stated that the National Health
Act, Act 61 of 2003, the Constitution of 5.4., 1956 and the National Building Regulations and Building
Standards Act 103 of 1977 (NBRBSA) and the relevant repulations are all not applicable. This is totally

untrue.

On page 159, it would be appreciated if it could be explained which “GUIDELINES OMN PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION" were used that was responsible for not informing me as a neighbour, but the
neighbour on the other side, further away from the subject property?

On page 20 it was answered “YES™ at guestion 1.{iii}. This was obvicusly not the case as | have
pointed out.

On page 21 mention is made of the fact that no public meetings were held. This is a serious flaw.

On page 23 , item 6, it is stated that electricity will be obtained from ESKOM, however the supplier
of electricity there is the Municipality itself. Furthermore, the increase in trucks and other vehicles
will cause more road maintenance. Under tem nr. 9, | have already indicated the incorrectness of

the staterment that “the soil was determined to be unsuitable for the cultivation of commercial

crops.”

Under item 10, the only comcern mentioned is the watercourse, whereas nothing is mentioned

about the natural area, etc.
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Under item 11 , it is mentioned that “Odours and flies may become problematic,” yet no details are
provided to stop this. The noise increase will also be apparenthy “during the construction phase.”,
yet further on in the application mention is made of all the extra traffic that will be gensrated by
farmers brimg animals to the feedlot, other loads of compost-components and raw material,
etcetera. The visual effect mentioned is only the feedlot, yet the compost facility is right next to the
main road which is increasing daily with tourist, whether by car, horses, cycles, etc. The disastrous
effect of the compost plant adjacent to the 5lent Road , between Paarl and Elipheuwel, is a classic

example.

Under item 12, the application iz very economical with the truth regarding the impact on the

surrcunding land users impact costs.

Under 13, regarding the positive and negative impacts, the only positive impact of the project will be
the waste management solution for the abattoir. Nobody else. The fact that farmers can sell their
liwestock to the feedlot has nothing to do with the disastrous compost facility. The negative impacts
are sericusly downplayed by referring to the source of nuisance, impact on natural and cultural
resources and aguatic envirenments as , POTENTIAL IMPACTS 11!

Under item 14 it is stated that the composting facility is the “best practicable environmental option
for the land”. This is such a flawed statement and is rejected with disdain.

The" benefits to society” referred to under item 14, is only to the abattoir. There are many other

bunyers for lambs and other livestock.

Under “S3ECTION E: ALTERMATIVES", on page 26, the wrong statement regarding the potential of the
land is again repeated. The 6000-6500 animals in the feedlot will be fed “nutritious feed”, which
again will generate traffic to the area. These 2 activities, namely the compost fadlity as well as the
feedlot are proposed as the only location available to SAFAM is rejected.

On page 29, mention is made that “SAFAM is in the initial stage of composting production.” On
inspection of the property it was cbserved that composting activities was already in production and
oocurring and there was also signboards indicating as such at the locked gate of the farm. It would
also be of importance to know if there are not already abattoir waste being used in the processing.

For instance, where are the blood of the abattoir currently being dumped?

The “NO-G0 OPTION™ referred to on page 30, is overplayed by the concealed threat that the
abattoir might close. This is disingenuwous, as the gaps in the market will always be filled by other

operators.

On page 32 you are already affirming the drainage line feeding into the Vinkriver which is totally too
risky. We have ocwned cur property simce 1980, i.o.w. 37 years, and we have witnessed various
flooding ower these decades , making your application site too risky for any such intended

COMmposting activities.

On page 33, under 2 (b)] it is stated that the activity will not produce emissions into the atmosphere.
This is not true | as the both the facilities and the compost fadlity in particular, will definitely

produce stinking emissions, as is the case in all other such facilities.
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On the same page , under 3, regarding “ WATER U5E" it is mentioned that only water from a “river,
stream, dam lake” will be used. It is doubtful whether the facility could run a 100% without the
supplementing of borehole/underground water.

On page 37 under the “Cumulative impacts:™ , mention is made of the “relatively low impact” on
traffic. This is not true as the road traffic has consistently increased over the past few years and the

width of the road is also problematic.

On page 38 mention is made of the “little™ noise impact of the project. This is also untrue as our
property is just over a3 1000 meters from the site and we hear vehicles, never mind trucks, further

away.

On page 40, the “Mitigation” proposed to rectify the “Cumulative impacts:" re adjacent agquatic
habitats, are not enough to avoid a catastrophy in times of flooding and other extreme weather

Bvents.

On page 41, the impact of offensive cdours are grossly underplayed and understated. To further try
o dilute the effect of this stench with that of an ordinary feedlot, is truly under-estimating the
intelligence of all the other affected parties. Bring me one of these composting plants that don't
stink and stench.

On page 42 the “Health risks" is under-played as thers are a lot more animals than wild pigs and flies
that will be attracted to this open-air restaurant. No plan developed yet.

On page 48 of 62 in “Appendix 1" it is confirmed what is the biggest complaint and fear of allowing
such a composting facility. In the second-last sentence it is stipulated that, “Other materials used will
be chicken litter,...” This chicken litter could also include dead chickens and Worcester is surrounded
by chicken farms. There is no guarantee that the abattoir in Worcester will not start delivering their
dead carcases, blood, etc. and other abattoir waste to this compost facility, as other municpalities

are getting much stricter with abattoirs.

On page 2 of the “SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS", under 5, bullet 2, mention is
already made of the large amount of flies present.

Az there are more processes that still has to be followed, | s2nd you these comments | which

contains some of my serious concerns regarding this compost fadility.
Fleaze keep me informed regarding the matter.
| therefore hereby express my objection to this application .

Yours simcerely

F.A. Gerber
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CHRISTO REEDERS ATTORNEYS

ENVIRONMENTAL LAW + MINING LAW -+ COMMERCIAL LITIGATION

18 July 2017

Eco Impact Environmental Health and Safety Legal Consulting
P.O. BOX 45070

Claremont

South Africa

7735

Attention: Ms Lauren Abrahams

By e-mail: lauren@ecoimpact.co.za

Dear Ms Abrahams,

PROPOSED ROBERTSON ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILITY AND FEEDLOT ON
REMAINDER OF FARM MIDDELBURG 10, ROBERTSON: PRE-APPLICATION

BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT

1. We represent Perisseia (Pty) Ltd, which is an interested and affected party for
purposes of the application prepared for South African Farm Assured Meat
Group CC in respect of the proposed Robertson Abattoir Compost Facility and
Feediot. We also represent the individual representatives of that company,
namely Mr Johan Fourie and Mr Le Roux Fourie (collectively “our clients”). Our
clients are all interested and affected parties and their concerns regarding your
client's application have previously been communicated to you.

2. On behalf of our clients, we summarise the multiple concerns our clients have
regarding the application for environmental authorisation and waste
management licence for the proposed Robertson Abattoir Compost Facility and
Feedlot and the documents to be submitted in support thereof. Based on the
information contained below, we believe it would be prudent for you, as the
indepandent environmental assessment practitioner, to propose that the

Moblle 082 882 0826, Email: her@orattorneys.co.za, Tal: 087 809 0405, Fax: (€8 012 598 2753
27 Hanover Gats, 24 5th Street, Killamey, Johannesburg, 2193 | PO Bax 1138, Houghton, 2041
622 Olivia Street, PO Box 916-1640, Garsfonten, Pretoeds, 0060
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application be commenced afresh in order to address the numerous short
comings that have been identified.

Pr

i monstrating likely inability of applicant to effect sound

environ Im i

3.1,

32

3.3

As evinced by our chents’ previous complaints in this regard, there are
frequently unsavoury and nauseating smells present in the area; all
emanating from rotten meat that occurs from the current activities
conducted on the property. These smells occur during various weather
conditions, though they are particularly bad during high temperature
periods and arise at various times of the day. The smells are particularly
prevalent on the farm which is situated directly adjacent to the site (i.e. on
the eastern side of the property and on the cycle route which exists on the
Van Loveren Farm located South of this property). Our chents have also
experiencad the smells whilst out waking early in the momings
approximately 1.2 km away from the property.

Foul odours have also been reported as follows:

3.2.1. by the Cellar Master, Kobus van der Merwe, at the Cellar at various
times of the day. These cdours were noted as well by Johan Fourie
and German wine buyers when visiting the Cellar;

3.2.2. by Kaysha Bucher from America and Barbarah Horsch from
Germany in February 2017 whilst using the Cycle Route on the
adjacent Van Loveren Farm; and

3.2.3. by our clients' farm labourers at a distance of approximately 1km
from the Bultenstekloof Main Entrance which in tumn s
approximately 800m from the Existing Facility - their
accommodation is affected.

Clearly, the existing activities conducted on the property on which the
proposed activity is to take place are poorly managed. To introduce
additional activities would, it is submitted, be environmentally irresponsible
and clearly result in infringements of our clients’ rights to an environment
which is not harmful to their health and wellbeing. It is submitted that in
considering the application, the Department must consider the applicant’s
existing activities, impacts and failures. Clearly the applicant is not
conducting its activities in a manner which is demonstrative of sound
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environmental management practices. On this basis, our clients
vehemently object to any further activities being undertaken by the
applicant.

3.4. Itis noted in Annexure F (the summary of the public participation process)
that a site inspection was conducted by the authorities in response to a
complaint with regard to alleged nuisance conditions at the Robertson
Abattoir Composting Facility. Evidently iregular odours were not detected
though flles were noted. It is submitted that further site inspections must
be conducted.

3.5. We also refer to our concerns below regarding the very real possibility that
the activities which are the subject of the current application have already
unlawfully commenced.

4. Inadequate public participation procass

4.1. Though we appreciate that a basic assessment contemplates a lesser form
of public participation, it is submitted that a public meeting ought to have
been held, particularly given the fact that the impact assessment has been
so poorly conducted and it is impossible for an interested and affected party
to seek the necessary clarification via alternative means.

4.2. By way of explanation regarding the inadequacy of the impact assessment,
we refer to the failure to have conducted and / or identified the need for
various specialist reports and further, to insufficient information having been
made available to interested and affected parties. In this regard, we note,
amongst other things, that:

4.21. only a portion of the site will be used for the proposed facility.
However, there are no layout plans included in the application;

422 there is insufficient information regarding the composting activities
already being conducted on the property.

5. Failure to cond te im n

5.1. It is clear that the proposed activity will have significant impacts on
surrounding properties and the environment. We are concerned that there
has been an entirely inadequate assessment of these potential, and we

believe likely, significant impacts. No specialist investigations have been
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conducted. We believe that, at the very least, the following investigations
ought reascenably to have been conducted:

5.1.1. Biodwersity Study:

511.1.

Proof must be provided of consultation with Cape
Nature, as well as their comments on the proposed
projact, specifically with regards to the site being
surrounded by Critical Biodiversity Areas (as per
Appendix D provided in the BAR) and in relation to the
fact that the area identified for the compost facility has
been identified as a temestrial CBA. No opinion of a
biodiversity and aquatic specialist has been included in
the application to confirm the status and potential
Impacts on these sensitive areas and further, it appears
that the fact that the area identified for the compost
facilty has been identified as a terrestrial CBA has
simply been disregarded without adequate justification
or expert corroboration.

5.1.2. Heaith Impact Assessment.

5.12.1.

An activity of this nature has the potential to result in
significant health, environmental and general nuisance
impacts. Rotting meat, offal, blood, carcasses and the
like will be the primary source of the compost and # not
properly managed, these can cause vanous heaith
impacts. There are muliple instances in the
documentation provided which indicate that materials
other than non-infectious materials may be kept on sile.
For example, page 54 of 62 paragraph 7 states that "a
separate area must be set aside for whole condemned
carcasses as these will need to be covered and (remain)
undisturbed for up to 3 Months", The abattolr by-
products for composting referred to on pages 48 of 62
specifically state that it comprises non-infectious
materials only being blood, stomach contents, lairage
manure, and inspection trimmings not for human
consumption. This is apparently contradictory.
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5.1.2.2.

5.123.

5124

5.1.2.5.

SR

Despite the fact that the basic assessment report lists
health impacts as a likely impact associated with the
operational phase of the proposed development, no
health impact assessment has been conducted. No
assessment on the likely increase in flies (and their
knock-on impacts) as a consequence of the activity has
been conducted.

Already, the flies experienced as a consequence of the
activities conducted on the property are a health hazard.
They cannot be confrolled and are already a nuisance.
If they cannot be controlled under present
circumstances, it is not clear how this will be acheved
with a bigger operation being in place.

On page 41 and 42 under "Offensive Odours” it is stated
that this impact can be completely mitigated “1- Yes, can
be completely mitigated® and again under health ricks
stated that it could be completely mitigated "1- Yes, can
be completely mitigated" yet the attraction of flies and
wild pigs has not been considered in any acceptable
detail at all. Yet in Section D of the Report (page 24)
under Needs and Desirability, it states that “odours and
fies from the Facility may become problematic,
however, the Facility will have mitigation measures and
procedures in place which infends to reduce the impacts
on neighbours and members of the public’. This
obviously does not mean completely mitigated. It also
flies in the face of what is currently the situation at the

site.

Alkaline Hydrolysis on Page 27 “Alkaline hydrolysis was
initially considered as il could possibly handle and
process the infectious (materials which would be)
condemned. Due fo a lack of local knowledge and
expenience this method was nol senously investigated.”
It is conceming that this was not properly investigated
(and begs the question what else has not been properly
investigated) since it is known o our clients that this
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process Is used with good effect at various Abattoir
Facilities in KwaZulu Natal.

5.1.3. Traffic Impact Assessment

5.13.1.

The existing dirt road running past the Facility is
currently used primarily by passenger vehicles and
tourists for cycling purposes, hence the road carries a
very limited number of heavy vehicles. Itis obvious that
this Facility would generate a substantial quantity of
heavy vehicles when delivering sheep to the feedlot as
well as collecting sheep to take to the slaughter facility
as well as daily trucks delivering abattoir waste, wood
chips and coilecting compost for distribution. The only
effective mitigating measure would be to tar the road
from the existing tar road up to the entrance of the
property containing the new Facility.

514, Air Quality Study:

5141

Composting organic waste is an important component of
the waste management process and a strategy to
reduce waste to landfill. Microbiological activity is
fundamental to the composting process, therefore any
handling of composting material is likely to make
airborne significant quantities of those micro-organisms
(referred to as bio-aerosols). Bic-aerosols is a term
commonly used to describe viable and non-viable
airborne biological particles, such as fungal spores,
bacteria, pollen, and viruses and their fragments and by-
products, like bacterial endotoxins, mycotoxins,
peptidoglycans, and (1-3)-beta-D glucans, which may
affect living organisms infectiously, allergically,
toxigenically or  pharmacologically. Workers
mechanically handling compost on these sites may
therefore be at risk of considerable exposure to bio-
aerosols depending on their work task, their proximity to
the bio-aerosol source and the control measures put in
place. In addition, because the work is largely dane out
of doors, there is the potential for bic-aerosols generated
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to disperse some distance from the point source.
Consequently, there is concern that people living or
working in the vicinity of waste composting sites
(sensitive recaptors} may also be exposed to these bio-
aerosols.

Carcasses from meat processing operations contain
concentrated amounts of animal tissue. Typically,
organs, flesh, hides, feathers and bones may be
included. Handling and composting these materials
demand care and special practices to accommodate
their challenging properties and to control odours and
flies.

5.1.5. Storm water management study:

51.5.1.

There are only basic comments regarding a cut-off drain
and holding dam. It appears that no cognisance was
taken of proper designs, structural / civil plans nor any
storm water management plan that notes the quantities
of water that will be generated during normal operation /
flood conditions and what control measures need to be
instituted. No design drawings of storm water facilities
are included, and the potential impact on the drainage
line adjacent to the site has not been considered.

5.1.6. Socio-economic impact assessment:

5.1.6.1.

5.1.6.2.

The proposed activity is considered incompatible with
existing land uses. Moreover, the impact on existing
agricultural and tourist related activities have not been
adequately assessed, if at all.

It is our understanding that the proposed activity is likely
to generate fungus and spores that will be transported
by air and wind onto surrounding crops which include
vineyards, pomegranates and other orchards. This wall
result in these crops being negatively impacted as well
as increased crops associated with managing these
impacts. Equally, it is likely to have a devastating impact
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s

on existing wine making activites conducted at the wine
cellar since this activity is highly susceptible to fungus /
yeast spore contamination. There has been no
investigation into this impact by the applicant or its
environmental assessment practitioner whatsoever,

5.1.7. Specialist water investigations:

51.7.1. The site is located diractly adjacent to a drainage line.
Only limited impacts have apparently been identified. It
does not appear that there has been an adequate
investigation in this regard, Moreover, no buffer zone
has been proposed.

5.1.7.2. There is nothing which provides comfort that potential
impacts on groundwater have been properly consklered
and / or mitigation measures proposed,

Failure to adequately consider alternatives

6.1,

6.2.

The Basic Assessment Report does not meet the requirements for
consideration of alternatives. In various places in the Report reference is
made to the area being earmarked for a feedlot and composting facility and
that the site is presently “underutilised agricultural fand unsuitable for the
cultivation of commercial crops” yet commercial crops are produced on
almost all the adjacent farms in similar conditions. This statement s
obviously untrue and misleading to any reader of the Report.

In the Pre-Application Report, it states on page 13 that the same land where
it is claimed that the land is unsuitable for production of crops, “The site was
previously ploughed and planted with pastures and used for grazing
purposes”. Again, in Appendix J the physical and chemical properties of
the soil also showed that the land chosen would not be suitable for any kind
of farming, as it would be unsuitable for commercial crops to be grown. The
facts contradict the last statement, and prove otherwise.

71,

It appears that the main focus of the application and EMP is on the
construction impacts, however the potential concern of our clients are the
operational impacts, more than the construction impacts. These
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.9.

operational impacts must be considered and assessed as part of this
application.

8. Reguiatory assessment

8.1.

82

8.3,

8.4

We do not belleve that an adequate regulatory assessment has been
conducted, To this end, we draw your attention to subcategory 10 of the
listed activities published In terms of the National Envircnmental
Management: Air Quality Act. That Act (as read with the listed activities
published in terms thereof) requires an atmospheric emission licence for
any installation which processes (including rendering, cooking, drying,
dehydrating, digesting, evaporating, or protein concentrating) more than 1
ton of animal matter per day not intended for human consumption. There
is no indication that the application of this ksted activity has been
considered and if not applicable, why this is the case. Instead, it is noted
that atmospheric emission activities are marked as being “not applicable”,

The construction of a storm water dam also appears to be contemplated
though there is no indication that there has been due consideration of the
application of, amongst others, section 21 of the National Water Act.

More concarning is the fact that it appears to us that the existing activities
may not be being lawfully conducted. Fer example, we believe that at least
a waste management licence would have been required for the disposal of
animal carcasses activities which has already taken place from time to time
on the property and in respect of which our clients have previously raised
legitimate concerns.

There is no mention of this activity already having been conducted in the
documentation provided, save for reference to a site inspection having been
conducted by the authorities following receipt of a nuisance complaint
There is also no mention of any existing authorisations or approvals already
held by the facility. All existing approvals should have been made available
as part of the process. Instead, Annexure F refers to the fact that the site
ks in the process of applying for a wasle management licence. Since the
activity has already commenced (potentially unlawfully, since it is not clear
whether or not it holds or was required to hoid any environmental
approvals), the activity which ought properly to have been applied for is an
expansion and not the development of a new activity.
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8.5 It is also our view that if the existing activities have been unlawfully
conducted, at least a section 24G rectfication application Is required in
terms of the National Environmental Management Aci.

9. As indicated above, we bebeve that there are potentially a number of
authorisations and / or listed activities which ought to have been applied for but
for which application has not been made. To the extent that this is correct, we
submit that it will be necessary to withdraw this application and to commence the
process afresh,

10. Regardless of the above, kindly provide our clients and us with your responses
to all concerns raised in this letter. We reserve our clients’ rights to respond
either to you or directly to the Department, as the case may be.

Yours faithfully,
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DIRECTORATE: DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
[REGION 2]

Western Cape
Government

—

REFERENCE: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B1/14/1347/16
ENQUIRIES: D. Matthews
DATE OF ISSUE: 207 -07- 1 8

Ihe Board of Dkactor

South African Farm Assured Meat Group cc
P, Q. Box 895

ROBERTSON

4705

Aftention: Mr D. Houghton ToL: 023 426 6320
Fax: [023) 626 6040
Dear Sir

COMMENT ON THE NOTICE OF INTENT DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT ("BAR") FOR THE
PROPOSED ROBERTSON ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILTY AND FEEDLOT ON THE REMAINDER OF
FARM MIDDELBERG NO. 10, ROBERTSON

1. The droft Basic Assessment Report datad 12 June 2017, os recewed by the Department an
15 June 2017, refers

2. The Depoartment notes that the proposal enfolls the estabdshment of o composting focility
over an area of opproximately 7.5h0, with assocated storm waler cut-off channels ond o
collection dam 1o confain and store storm water generated from the site and a lfeadiol over
an araa of approemately Pha in extent,

3. The Deporiment has the (oliowing commanis:
3.1 On 7 Apxil 2017 the Minster of Environmental Affairs promuigated amendmeants 1o 1he
regulafions in terms of Chopler 5 of the National Environmental Monagement Act,
1998 [Act No, 107 of 1798) ("NEMA"), viz, the Enviranmental Impoct Assessmant (“EIA")
Reguiations 2014 [{Govemment Notice (“GNY) No. 324, 327, 325 and. 324 in
Government Gozetle No. 40772 of 7 April 2017). These regulofions came info effect on
7 Apil 2017, Your altention i therefare drawn 10 1he lollowing:
3.1.1 You are therefore requestad to consult the new listed notices a3 contained in
GN No. 327, 325 ond 324 of 7 April 2017 ond to nclude all aclivities {smilarly
and/ar newly Isted| applicotie 1o the application in the ingrocess BAR, You wil
oiso be required fo incicote haow the impacts of the additional aclivities, listed
in terms of the NEMA EIA Regulotions, 2014 las omended). hove been
adequalely assessed. In addifion 1o this, all registerad) Interested ond Alfected
Parties must be informed of arny new listed activities that may be tiggerad in
ferms of the EIA Regulofions 2014 [as aomended], as well as the potential
Impacts Iherea!,

32 it is noted from the comments and responses report, that the Cope Winelands District
Nunicipality received a compiaint regardng the composting plant. It is our
understanding from the oforementioned that o composting faclity aready exists on
site. As such, you are requesied to confermn whether o composting focility exist on ste

27 For, 1 Dot Stset. Cape Town, 8201 Privale Bag X984, Cops Town, 3000

el »27 483 8350/43AY fax: +27 71 4E3 3623 M WESIEMCORe 9Oy .Z0/e0dn
ol D'mitd MotthawsSwesemonp 8 g ov I0
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and whether, § applicabls, it would have constituted a listed acfivity in terms of the
NEMA EA Regulations af the time of commencement with construction activises.
A0, should g compesting Iociity exs! on sile you are requested o provide This
Degartment with details on the size of the focitity, the vegetation status ot the time
before commencement of construction oclivities. occess fo the site eic,

33 From the cerial photographs, affached as Appendix A, It b noted that the site lor the
proposed compoasting focility and the feediol os well os an areoc north of the
walercourse were cleared between 2010 and 2014 (Figures 1 and 2], You are
requested to confim if this s indeed the case. Should It be, you are requested to
provide this Deportment with defails of the octivily e.q. the vegelation status befare
the commencement of corstruction acfiviies ond if appicable. with croof that
Envilonmentatl  Authodsation was aobfained for the cleararce of ndigenous

vegaiation,

34 According to the aforementioned aedal photographs, the construction of a bulkding
and assoclafed infrastuciure commencad betweean 2010 and 2014 adjocent ta and
within 32m of the watercourse, Proof of cbiaining Environmental Authorisafion for the
bulicing mus! be pravided 1o the Department, Furthermare, clanty regarding whether
the buildng is directly associated fo he proposed developmeant must be provided to
the Deparimeant,

3.5 It & noted that a walercounse is presan! adjacen! 1o the site where the feediot wil be
located, You are requested to canfirn how far the feediot faclify/laciities wil ke
ocated from the watercourse, if within 32m of the woter cowrse you will need 1o revise
he Isled activifes coplicable 1o the proposal. It is lurther suggested snce a
watercowse & present adjocen! o the site and given hat an access reakd runs
through the wotercourse that o Moantenonce Management Plan ["MMP®| form a
componen! of the Enviionmental Manogemen! Frogramme (“EMPr") and that
Activity 19 of GN. No. 327 be included as part of the acplication. It showd be noled
that should the Department ogree 1o the proposed MMP, fulure maintenance work
specified wilhin 1he MMP would not require an Environmental Authorsalion prior fo the
undertaking thereof. Please be advisea that the MMP relates to the aforementioned
listed activity only

346 In fine with the infomation requitements of Appendices 1 ond 4 of the EIA Regutations,
2014 |as amended), please enswe the following it inciuged in the BAR submilled to
the Department for decisicn-making once fomnal applicetion has been maods:

For inclusion [n the BAR;
351 Criginal signed decloration |[applicont, environmental assessment practifioner

ond specialist),

352 o plon which locales the proposed oclivilyfies opplied for as well os
assacialed structures and inliestruciure o an appropriate scole fie. a site
development plan),

353 Detais of the putiic participation process underiaken in terms of Regulation 41
of the Reguiations, Including coples of the supporling documents and ingputs,
and

354 A summaory of the ssues raised by Inferested and Affacted Parles [“IBAPS”),
and an indication of the manner in which the ssues were incopaorated. or the
raasors for not iIncluding them,

F int MPr:

3546 The experiise of that EAP to prepare an EMPr. including a cumiculum vitae,

16/31316/T/1/B1 11471347116 Page 2cf4
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357 A map al an apprepricle scole which superimpaoses the proposed octivity, ifs
associated structures, and infrastruchee on the environmenial senstivities of
the preferred site. ndicating any areas that should be avoldad. including
tufiers;

358 The kequency ol monilaring the implementation of the impac! management
acticns.

37 Please note thal orrission of any required inlormation in terms of Appendices | and 4
of GN No. 326 with regords 10 the finct submission (o the Deparimen! of the BAR and
EMPr raspactively, may result in the application for Ervironmental Authorisation being
refused,

The Department awaits the submission of the Apalication Form prascribed by Regulation 16 of
the EIA Reguiations, 2014,

Kindly quote the abovementionad reference number i any lulure comaspandence in
respect of the coplicotion.

Flease note that the activity may not commence prier 1o an Envwonmental Authorisation
being granted by the Department, |t 5 on offence in terms of Section 49A[1)(a} of the NEMA
lor @ person 1o commence with o &ted octivity unless the Competent Authority has gronted
an Enviranmenta Authorisation lor the undertaking of the octivity, Falure fo comply with the
requiraments of Saction 24F of the NEMA wil result in the matter being refered 1o the
Environmental Comglionce and Enforcement Direcforole of ths Department. A person
convicted of an offence in ferms of the above i liable 1o @ fine not exceeding R10 million or
to imprisonment for a period not exceeding 10 years. or to both such fine ond impriscament,

This Depariment reserves the rah! lo revise or withdraw ony camments or request further
Infarmation from you based on any information recelved,

Yours faithiuky

Yours faithfully

Ws{‘mh& '

EAD OF DEPARTMENT

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS AND DEVELOPMENT PLANNING
CC: {1) Ms L apranams [Eco Impact Legal Consulting [Py} Lid| Fa (021) 471 1640

[2) M 1. Brunings {Langsberg Municipality) Fane [023] 614 184)

16/34306/7/1/B1 /141347116 Page 2of 4
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Appendix A

Figure Z Aerial phiograph depicting clecred areas and bulidng adjacent o the walercourse.

16/3/3)6/T1 B[ 4/1347714 Page 4 of 4
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Western Cape
Government

DIRECIORATE: Folntion and Chemicols Maonogement

NEPIRENCEYS/3/3/4/7/181/14/1347/18

— |

Eco Impact Consulling

Private Bog X9084 Tek: 021 671 1460

Cape lown Fax: 021 671 9974

a0c0 Emal: admin@ecolmpoct.co.20.c02G
Dear Nicole

COMMENTS: DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED ROBERTSON ABATTOIR COMPOST
FACILITY AND FEEDLOT ON REMAINDER FARM MIDDELBURG 10, ROBERTSON:

The Directoale; Polution and Chemicals Monagement [D: PCM) hereby acknowiedges receip! of the
above mentoned application lor Ihe proposed Robertson abattoir compasting facility and feediof and
has 1he lallowing commenty;

L

a.

Operational Management:

In the event of an accidenia spill or kakage of product (e.g. hazordous substances used duning
poth the Construction and Operationat Phase|, such incidents must be reported 1o all the relevant
cuthorties including the Drectorate: Pollution and Chemicals Monogement in occordance with
Section 30 |10] ot the National Enviranmental Management Act [NEMAY|, (Act No. 107 of 1997). This
pertaing o the confrod of emergency incdents and should include
the reporting. containment ond cleaning-ue crocedwe of such incident and the remediotion of
he aftected area.

Waste Management:

. All hazardous waste matedals must be stored In o clealy demarcated oreo and disposed of using

prefessona and dcenced waste dsposal confractors and waste sfes. Al documents reiating to
volumes and type of wastes must be avolloble on demand.

Water Management:

. The proposed leediol, due to the intersive nohwre of operation, hos the potential 1o cause

significant surface. and/or groundwoler impacts (aquiter confamination) due to animal wostes
depagled. These Impacts need lo be manoged and reduced to acceptabie leves, hence the
oppicant muit adhere 1o these recommendations and the following mitigating measures should
oa considered lorinciusion in the environmental manogement plan (EMFP):

I, Implement coaective actions it any spils are coserved:

At 1 Rertoes b E3OW. Cuoe luwi Fl W g 0A O (e
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designated manure starage area where it can be died, bagged and sold as marse:
iii. Produce and implement and acceplable slom waler management plan.
b. A ground woler menitaring programme to ensuré regukr moniforing of ground water guality miust
form part of the EMP. The results of the monitaring and samping progromme mus! be avalabie on
aemand.

4. Generol
a. Vector manogement coula result in water contaminalion due 1o pesticide usage. Pesficide
opplication rear rvers. wetlands and other fresh water résources should be minimised and
opplicable typas of pasticides [non-persiient) should be opplied.:
b. The following procedures wil assist In the envikonmenially sofe use of pesticides and chemicals:

I, Peshcide contfainers should be stored In a weather-proofl and fire ressiant bugding that &
maintainad in good condition. Pesticsde containers should be stored on on mpammeable base;
A sump 1o contain and decont spils during pesticide pregaration would be fortultous;

Unused pesticide and contaminated disposable eaupment should be cisposed of coasctly 1o

ensura reduce risk of environmental contaminaticn;

Iv. Empty pashelde containers should not be Bamed or buried as it coud be a sk 1o human healih
and may contaminate sof and groundwaler resources,

Paase contoct Shehoam Bhinkhuis ot the contact detalls indicated, should you have any

arqunes regarding these comments.

Yours faithiully,

A

WVDN Kloppers {Mrs.)
Director: Pollution ond Chemicals Monagement

Date: 3%9‘4‘" n

Poge 2of 2
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BREEDE-GOURITZ

Catchment Managoment Agency
Opvanggebied Bestuursagentsiap

Arhants yolawulo lomMandla nokunggongiieyo
51 Eatieg Suwet Worreiter (450, Prvate Bag X055 Worcesier 5850

Enguities-N feni Tek 023-3858000 Fasc 223 3472014 E-mal: rleny Gtyomacon

Your el Our Ret Omte: 17/00/2037
WA a4 /16 A/20/2/H4CU ISy 10

Eco Impact Legal Consuiting (Pty) Ltd
P.O. Box 45070

Claremont

7735

Altenlion: Nicolaas Hanekom
{admin@ecoimpact.co za)

PRE - APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR PROPOSED ROERTSON

ABATTOIR COMPOST FACILITY AND FEEDLOT: LOCATED ON REMAINDER OF
FARM MIDDELBURG 10, ROBERTSON

Your Basic Assessment Report dated 15 June 2017 wilh DEARDP reference number:
16/3/3/6/7/1/B1/14/1347/16 submitted on behall of South African Farm Assured Meat Group

cc by Eco Impact Legal Consulting (Ply) Ltd has reference:

The Breede ~Gouwrilz Catchment Management Agency has assessed the documents and
has no objective 1o the proposed activity provided the following conditions are considered

prior the Implementation of the activity.
Water Supply

= Non-compliance investigation letter issued on the 02 May 2017 to Mr H. Van Bob
regards the possible dllegal construction of an existing dam must be addressed prior
the commencement of the activity. Section 21(a) (b) and any other water use

altached that are not registered on WARM gystem must be apphiad for;

» Should an applicant has an ELU, permit, Enkstment from Water User Association or
Licence of the existing dam. the BGCMA request to be provided with that information;

» Delails pertaining to the source, avallability and quality of the water required for the

proposed project must be investigated 1o ensure thal there is enough supply to
for this proposed development;

cater

= The curent water use on the property for agricultural purpose must be amended to
Agro-industrial use with this office within 30 days upon oblaining an Environmental

Authorization;

T —————————————————

a/ ol 2 wedidosizurg 1o (remy)
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if a dam exceeds 5m high and storage capacity of 50 000, triggers water use
authorization in term of Section 21{b) of the National Water Act, 1998 and qualifies
for dam safety ragulation. The applicant is advised to submit an appication to a Dam
Safety Officer for a dam to be classified;

Storm water management

The stormwater managemant plan for tha proposaed actity must be developed
laking into consideration the anticipated ingress of siltafion on the water resource
and/or any drainage area within the site. The slormwatar management plan should
also consider soil erosion impacts and the downstream water users and impacts
must be properly identified and mitigated. Measuras must be taken o control and
mitigate any activity that may detrimentally impact both the surface waler resource
and downsiream water users;

Clean and dirty stormwater must be separated. Please detail where will the dirty
slorm waler from conlaminated area be conveyed (o;

All reasonable measure must be taken to prevent contaminated slormwater
overflowing from any storage dam entering waler resource;

Waste management

e ——————————————————————

Detalls of the volume of waste to be disposed, designs and capacity of the collection
dam must be provided. Filler trap or screening should be installed to ensura that the

capacity of the dam is not compromised by slurry or sludge;

All information pertaining to the waste management on site, including the existing
sewer infrastructure & any proposed facifties must be detaled and taking inlo
account the personnel that will be expected to be on site, its locality 10 Ihe watar
resource, proposed designs, and an agreement mus! be reached with the service
provider for any collections, transportation and disposals of sewar contents that may
be anticipated,

Suspended solids musl be removed from coliection dam, and the resulting sludge
disposed of at the registered Wastewaler Treatment Works:

A Soil Analysis Study and Walter Qualty Managemen! Impact Reporl must be
conducted lo assess risk associaled lo waste managemen! (6.9, compact facility,
vehicle type & capacity and transportation of waste from abattoir to compost facility).

Please provide details of the compost surface area. For compost faclily, a concrete
slab or bundled area may be appropriale to prevent soil, surface walet of
groundwater contamination during wet season, Compost should be stored in a
protected area where it will not waste down to water resource. Such facility should be
located in 8 regulated area.

The Geotechnical assessment must be utilised 1o give Indication about the geology of
the proposed development sile, and the typical construction malterial and associated
choice of structura(s) (particularly sewer pipelines. barier berms to divert 1o waler

1O/ HADU Mdesbug 10 (resm) Page 2
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resource and such) that will be suilable as per the geology of the area of the
proposed davelopment;

* Inlegraled Waste Management Plan must be conducted fo explain how waste
management (e.0. waste stream, sewage management and storm water) will be
managed;

= Should the proposed activity take place within 1:100 or 100 metres from any waler
resource or within 500 melres of the wetland, known as Ihe regulated arsa, a water
use aclivily as In accordance with Section (c & i) water uses may be lriggered and
such an activity must be applied for to this office for an authorisation;

* This will required Freshwaler sludy, thal must be prepared by a Fresh waler
Ecologist;
Please be advised thal no activilies may commence without the appropriate
approvals/authorisations where needed from the responsible authority, The onus remains
with the registered property owner 1o confirm adherence to any refevant legisiation that such
activities might trigger and/or need authorisation for.

This office reserves the right to amend and revise Its comments as well as to request any
further information.

Please do not hesitate to contact this office if you have any further queries. Please ensure to
quole the above reference in doing so,

CHIzF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

4750/ 20%401 /Midduibieg 10 (rem) ' Fage 3
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From: Louis Jordzan [mailto:Louis@ grahambeckenterprises.co.za]
Sent: 14 July 2017 12:52 PM

To: admin@ecoimpact.co.za

Subject: {Disarmed} RE: | ZAF registration.

Good day.

| received your pre application basic report and would like to add my concemns regarding the project.
| am next door neighbour living on Doomkloof private Nature reserve.

1. Since the compeost facility started | had a huge problem with flies. This is confirmed by other neighbours and previous complaints . | therefore believe that
method you used to track how far outside the facility flies where noticeable where poor and unsuccessful.

2. In this area are roaming Cape Leopard. What measures are put in place not to be in conflict with this predator and any other like Rooikat? Surely the abattoir
waste and feedlot will have influence in behaviour of these animals which will create conflict.

| would appreciate if you could address these points.

Kind Regards

From: Yolandie Henstock [mailto:yolandie@ecoimpact.co.za
Sent: 10 April 2017 11:03 AM

To: Louis Jordaan

Cc: 'Lauren Abrahams'; "Nicole Loebenberg’

Subject: RE: I &AP registration.

DEA&DP REFERENCE NUMBER: 16/3/3/6/7/1 B1 14/1347/16

DEA E&DP WASTE MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NUMBER: 19/2/5/7/ B1 /14/WL0013/17
ROBERTSOMN MEAT ASSURED PROPOSED ABATTOIR COMPOSTING FACILITY

Dear Mr Jordaan,

We herewith acknowledge receipt of your email and confirm that you are registered on our database as a IRAP for the above mentioned project.

Kind Regards,
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