SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

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 (I1&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:

° The public participation process being undertaken for this project complies with the
requirements of the Regulations.
° The description of the public participation process included in sections below

itemises the steps and actions undertaken.

Adverts were placed in the following newspaper:
. Weslander on the 09 February 2017

The notice boards were placed on site from 3 February 2017.

The Pre-Application Consultative Basic Assessment Report was sent to the following key
Departments:

Bergrivier Local Municipality

CapeNature

DEA&DP: Pollution Management
DEA&DP: Waste Management
Department of Agriculture, Western Cape
Department of Water and Sanitation
Heritage Western Cape

West Coast Aboriginal Council

West Coast District Municipality
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Six notices were sent via e-mail on 03 February 2017 to identified 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.



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:

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):

e how to register as an interested and affected party;

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

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

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

e 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 on 03 February
2017.

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.

Placing an advertisement in a local newspaper in compliance with the Regulations. An
advert was placed in the Weslander on 09 February 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
No workshops were held.



COPY OF NOTICE OT NEIGHBOURS

From: Yolandie Henstock [mailto:3olandie@ecoimpact.co.za]

Sent: 03 February 2017 09:32 AM

To: cjkotze@wcdm.co.za

Subject: Public Participation Process: Expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort on Portion 1 of farm
no. 1196 & farm no. 1196, Velddrif.

From: Yolandie Henstock [mailto:3olandie@ecoimpact.co.za]

Sent: 03 February 2017 09:38 AM

To: antoinettelaubscher3@gmail.com

Subject: Public Participation Process: Expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort on Portion 1 of farm
no. 1196 & farm no. 1196, Velddrif.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS
EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF FARM NO. 1196 & FARM NO.
1196, VELDDRIF.
DEA&DP REFERENCE NR: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16

Notice is hereby given to the public participation process commenced by Kliphoek River Resort for
the expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort on portion 1 of farm no. 1196 and farm no. 1196,

Velddrif.

Location: The property is situated on the southern banks of the Berg River, approximately 5.5km
southeast of Velddrif off the Velddrif/Hopefield road.

Listed Activities:

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

(21) canals exceeding 100 square metres in size;

(ii) channels exceeding 100 square metres in size;

(iii) bridges exceeding 100 square metres in size;

(iv) dams, where the dam, including infrastructure and water surface area, exceeds 100 square
metres in size;

(v) weirs, where the weir, including infrastructure and water surface area, exceeds 100 square
metres in size;

(vi) bulk storm water outlet structures exceeding 100 square metres in size;

(vii) marinas exceeding 100 square metres in size;

(viii) jetties exceeding 100 square metres in size;

(ix) slipways exceeding 100 square metres in size;

(x) buildings exceeding 100 square metres in size;

(xi) boardwalks exceeding 100 square metres in size; or

(xii) infrastructure or structures with a physical footprint of 100 square metres or more;

where such development occurs-

(a) within a watercourse;

(b) in front of a development setback; or

| if no development setback exists, within 32 metres of a watercourse, measured from the
edge of a watercourse; -

excluding-

(aa) the development of infrastructure or structures within existing ports or harbours that will
not increase the development footprint of the port or harbour;




(bb) where such development activities are related to the development of a port or

harbour, in which case activity 26 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 applies;

(cc) activities listed in activity 14 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 or activity 14 in Listing Notice 3 of
2014, in which case that activity applies;

(dd) where such development occurs within an urban area; or

(ee) where such development occurs within existing roads or road reserves

13 The infilling or depositing of any material of more than 5 cubic metres into, or the dredging,
excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, pebbles or rock of more than 5
cubic metres from-

(i) a watercourse;
17 Development-
(212) in the sea;
(i) in an estuary;
(iii) within the littoral active zone;
(iv) in front of a development setback; or
(v) if no development setback exists, within a distance of 100 metres inland of the high-water
mark of the sea or an estuary, whichever is the greater;
in respect of-
(a) fixed or floating jetties and slipways;
(b) tidal pools;
| embankments;
(d) rock revetments or stabilising structures including stabilising walls;
I buildings of 50 square metres or more; or
(f) infrastructure with a development footprint of 50 square metres or more —
but excluding-
(aa) the development of infrastructure and structures within existing ports or harbours that
will not increase the development footprint of the port or harbour;
(bb) where such development is related to the development of a port or harbour, in which
case activity 26 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 applies;
(cc) the development of temporary infrastructure or structures where such structures will be
removed within 6 weeks of the commencement of development and where
indigenous vegetation will not be cleared; or
(dd) where such development occurs within an urban area.

19 The infilling or depositing of any material of more than 5 cubic metres into, or the dredging,
excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, pebbles or rock of more than 5
cubic metres from
(i)a watercourse;

(iii)the littoral active zone, an estuary or a distance of 100 metres inland of the high-water
mark of the sea or an estuary, whichever distance is the greater

27 The clearance of an area of 1 hectares or more, but less than 20 hectares of indigenous
vegetation

28 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:

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

49 The expansion of —

(v) infrastructure or structures where the physical footprint is expanded by 100 square

metres or more; where such expansion or expansion and related operation occurs-

(a) within a watercourse;
(a) (c) if no development setback exists, within 32 metres of a watercourse,
measured from the edge of a watercourse;




Activity Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Listed Activity(ies) as set out in Listing Notice 3 (GN
No(s): No. R. 985)

14 The development of

(viii) jetties exceeding 10 square metres in size;

(x)buildingsexceeding10 square metres in size;

(xi) boardwalks exceeding10 square metres in size; or

(xii) infrastructure or structures with a physical footprint of 10 square metres or more;

Where such development occurs

(a) within a watercourse

lif no development setback has been adopted, within 32 metres of a watercourse, measured
from the edge of the a watercourse;

(f)in Western Cape:

i. Outside urban areas, in:

bb)National Protected Area Expansion Strategy

Focus areas;

(ff)Critical biodiversity areas or ecosystem service areas as identified in systematic biodiversity
plans adopted by the competent authority or in bioregional plans;

(gg)Core areas in biosphere reserves; or

(hh)Areas on the estuary side of the development setback line or in an estuarine functional
zone where no such setback line has been determined.

17 The expansion of a resort, lodge, hotel and tourism or hospitality facilities where the
development foot print will be expanded.

(f)In Western Cape:

ii. Critical biodiversity areas as identified in systematic biodiversity plans adopted by the
competent authority or in bioregional plans; or

iii. All areas outside urban areas.

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: Nicolaas Hanekom
PO Box 45070, Claremont, 7735
Tel: 021 671 1660

Email: admin@ecoimpact.co.za
Date: 03 February 2017
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COPY OF NOTICE ERECTED ON SITE

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF FARM NO. 1196 & FARM NO.

1196, VELDDRIF.
DEA&DP REFERENCE NR: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16

Notice is hereby given to the public participation process commenced by Kliphoek River Resort for
the expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort on portion 1 of farm no. 1196 and farm no. 1196,

Velddrif.

Location: The property is situated on the southern banks of the Berg River, approximately 5.5km
southeast of Velddrif off the Velddrif/Hopefield road.

Listed Activities:

Activity Provide the relevant Basic Assessment Listed Activity(ies) as set out in Listing Notice 1 (GN
No(s): No. R. 983)
12 The development of-
(21) canals exceeding 100 square metres in size;
(ii) channels exceeding 100 square metres in size;
(iii) bridges exceeding 100 square metres in size;
(iv) dams, where the dam, including infrastructure and water surface area, exceeds 100 square
metres in size;
(v) weirs, where the weir, including infrastructure and water surface area, exceeds 100 square
metres in size;
(vi) bulk storm water outlet structures exceeding 100 square metres in size;
(vii) marinas exceeding 100 square metres in size;
(viii) jetties exceeding 100 square metres in size;
(ix) slipways exceeding 100 square metres in size;
(x) buildings exceeding 100 square metres in size;
(xi) boardwalks exceeding 100 square metres in size; or
(xii) infrastructure or structures with a physical footprint of 100 square metres or more;
where such development occurs-
(a) within a watercourse;
(b) in front of a development setback; or
| if no development setback exists, within 32 metres of a watercourse, measured from the
edge of a watercourse; -
excluding-
(aa) the development of infrastructure or structures within existing ports or harbours that will
not increase the development footprint of the port or harbour;
(bb) where such development activities are related to the development of a port or
harbour, in which case activity 26 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 applies;
(cc) activities listed in activity 14 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 or activity 14 in Listing Notice 3 of
2014, in which case that activity applies;
(dd) where such development occurs within an urban area; or
(ee) where such development occurs within existing roads or road reserves
13 The infilling or depositing of any material of more than 5 cubic metres into, or the dredging,

excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, pebbles or rock of more than 5
cubic metres from-
(i) a watercourse;




17

Development-
(21) in the sea;
ii) in an estuary;
iii) within the littoral active zone;
iv) in front of a development setback; or
v) if no development setback exists, within a distance of 100 metres inland of the high-water
mark of the sea or an estuary, whichever is the greater;
in respect of-
(a) fixed or floating jetties and slipways;
(b) tidal pools;
| embankments;
(d) rock revetments or stabilising structures including stabilising walls;
| buildings of 50 square metres or more; or
(f) infrastructure with a development footprint of 50 square metres or more —
but excluding-
(aa) the development of infrastructure and structures within existing ports or harbours that
will not increase the development footprint of the port or harbour;
(bb) where such development is related to the development of a port or harbour, in which
case activity 26 in Listing Notice 2 of 2014 applies;
(cc) the development of temporary infrastructure or structures where such structures will be
removed within 6 weeks of the commencement of development and where
indigenous vegetation will not be cleared; or
(dd) where such development occurs within an urban area.

—_— o~ o~ —~

19 The infilling or depositing of any material of more than 5 cubic metres into, or the dredging,
excavation, removal or moving of soil, sand, shells, shell grit, pebbles or rock of more than 5
cubic metres from
(i)a watercourse;

(iii)the littoral active zone, an estuary or a distance of 100 metres inland of the high-water
mark of the sea or an estuary, whichever distance is the greater

27 The clearance of an area of 1 hectares or more, but less than 20 hectares of indigenous
vegetation

28 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:

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

49 The expansion of —

(v) infrastructure or structures where the physical footprint is expanded by 100 square

metres or more; where such expansion or expansion and related operation occurs-

(a) within a watercourse;
(a) (c) if no development setback exists, within 32 metres of a watercourse,
measured from the edge of a watercourse;

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

No(s): No. R. 985)




14

The development of

(viii) jetties exceeding 10 square metres in size;

(x)buildingsexceeding10 square metres in size;

(xi) boardwalks exceeding10 square metres in size; or

(xii) infrastructure or structures with a physical footprint of 10 square metres or more;

Where such development occurs

(a) within a watercourse

lif no development setback has been adopted, within 32 metres of a watercourse, measured
from the edge of the a watercourse;

(f)in Western Cape:

i. Outside urban areas, in:

bb)National Protected Area Expansion Strategy

Focus areas;

(ff)Critical biodiversity areas or ecosystem service areas as identified in systematic biodiversity
plans adopted by the competent authority or in bioregional plans;

(gg)Core areas in biosphere reserves; or

(hh)Areas on the estuary side of the development setback line or in an estuarine functional
zone where no such setback line has been determined.

17

The expansion of a resort, lodge, hotel and tourism or hospitality facilities where the
development foot print will be expanded.

(f)in Western Cape:

ii. Critical biodiversity areas as identified in systematic biodiversity plans adopted by the
competent authority or in bioregional plans; or

iii. All areas outside urban areas.

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: Nicolaas Hanekom
PO Box 45070, Claremont, 7735
Tel: 021 671 1660




PROOF OF NOTICES ERECTED ON SITE ON 03 FEBRUARY 2017.




COPY NOTICE PUBLISHED IN NEWSPAPER

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS
PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF FARM NO. 1196 AND FARM NO.
1196, VELDDRIF
DEA&DP DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT REFERENCE NR: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16
Notice is given of the public participation process commenced by Kliphoek River Resort for the proposed
expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort on portion 1 of farm no. 1196, and farm no. 1196, Velddrif, on
approximately 135.4ha on Farm 1196 Velddrif.
Location: The property is situated on the southern banks of the Berg River, approximately 5.5km southeast of
Velddrif off the Velddrif /Hopefield road.
Listed Activities: GNR 983 Listing Notice 1 — Listed Activities 12, 13, 17, 19, 27, 28 & 49: GNR 985 Listing Notice
3 — Listed Activities 14 & 17.
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: Nicolaas Hanekom
PO Box 45070, Claremont, 7735 e C 0

Fax: 088 021 671 1660 I m p G CT
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Tel: 021 671 1660
Email: admin@ecoimpact.co.za
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PROOF OF POSTAGE / DELIVERY/E-MAIL

MAILING LIST — KLIPHOEK RIVIEROORD EXPANSION ON PORTION 1

OF FARM 1196, VELDDRIF
Swartjiesbaai Trust / Farm 59 Antionette Laubscher Wolmarans / Farm 61
C. Kotze 079 905 4383
082 804 4544 antionettelaubscher3@gmail.com

dienssentrum@ddcswartland.co.za

Jan Kotze Familie Trust / Farm 60 Athur Melck
Christo Kotze 083 565 1110
083 609 8051 kruispad120@gmail.com

cikotze@wdcm.co.za

Gerhard Tredoux / Farm 110 Hannes Tredoux / Farm 110
079 730 6054 083 286 1578
brakfontein@outlook.com _
Anelia Coetzee / Farm 115

082 39438

stringer@leapsd.co.za

11



PRE-APPLICATION BAR

MAILING LIST KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT PRE APPLICATION BAR

Bergrivier Municipality
Municipal Manager, Mayor & WC

PO Box 60 uqnm%
Piketberg \ p Y
7320 CUSTOMERCOPY 012
CapeNature

Alana Duffell-Canham
Private Bag X5014 \ Ww.r':f“w‘s'ﬁ_
Stellenbosch AGZSOBANDTBLR
7599 GUSTOMER COFY

DEA&DP: Pollution Management

Department of Agriculture

Brandon Layman

Private Bag X1 e
Elsenburg AL 25084495324

7606 CUSTOMERCOPY  231060n

Department of Water & Sanitation

D Daniels / N.Ndobeni

Private Bag X16 h&.:“:;..';‘:‘m
Sanlamhof ALZUBLSN0ZZA
7532 CUSTOMER COPY  danmaen

8000

West Coast District Municipality
Municipal Manager, Mayor & WC /

M&D Rolze AEGISTERED LETTER
¥Q Box24a AT
Moarreesburg Cmm:sgggp Do
7380

MsME echt
® Bag X9086 H D

8000
peowrangs T
SovncCofl 0050 111550 W saoe oo A8
REGISTERED IAPS AL 2508450452A

Ms Lana Ignjatovic CUSTOMEACOPY 30103
Unit 232, First Floor, Quays Commercial

C/a Parklane & Century Way

Century City

Cape Town

7441

Birdlife SA

Dr Giselle Murison mn;g___ m: .
5 Chelsea Crescent *;:""37.“'“”2;‘"
Kirstenhof CUSTOMERCOEY  Somdia
7345

M Pienaar

EMAIL

%Gfo*sﬁi:iﬁﬁ'"““
POST OFFICE 1
207 U5~ 1 2

FOLID »
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Ervircormaental Heolth & Safety Legal Consulling

12 May 2017

DEA&DP Development Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Attention: Ms M Engelbrecht
DEA&DP REFERENCE NUMBER: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16

PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON POR
AND FARM NO. 1996, VELDDRIF

We write to inform the Department that the Pre-Application BAR for the above mentioned
application will be sent to all Key Departments and registered 1&APs for a regulatory 30 day
commenting period on 12 May 2017, Enclosed please find a printed copy of the Pre-Application
BAR.

Yours sincerely

NZ Loebenberg (Ms)
EIA Administration and Compliance

Eco Impact Legal Consulting (Pty) Ltd Pastal Address: Office: 427 (0) 21 671 1660

freg: 2010/015546/07 PO Bew: ASOT0 Fax: 127 (0)21 671 9976

Directors: Mark Duckitt Claremont Email: admint®acolmpact.co.za
Nicolaas Hanekom South Africa Web: www.enolmpact.co.28
Danlel Weber 1735
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Ervironmentat Heclih & Safety Legal Consulling

12 May 2017

Heritage Western Cape
Private Bag XS067
Cape Town

8000

Attention: Waseefa Dhansay

HWC CASE NUMBER: 16102413

DEA&DP REFERENCE NUMBER: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16

PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF FARM NO. 1196
AND FARM NO. 1996, VELDDRIF

Enclosed please find a printed and a CD copy of the Pre-Application BAR for the above
mentioned application. Your comments would be appreciated within the regulatory 30 day
commenting period or by 15 June 2017.

Refer to Annexure G Specialist Reports for a copy of the HWC Notlce of Intent and proof of
payment,

Yours sincerely

NZ Loebenberg (Ms)
ElA Administration and Compliance

SNTVANG / RECEWVED

19 MAY 200

T NGHUPERONE P

B i

Eco Impact Legal Consulting (Pty) Ltd Postal Address: Offica: +27 (0) 21 671 1680

Reg: 2010/015546/07 PO Box: 4SO Fac: 427 (D}21 671 8976

Divectors: Mark Dudkitt Claremont Email: admin@ecoimpact.coza
Nicolaas Hanekom South Africa Weh: wyw.eocimpact.00.2a
Danlel Weber 7735
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Envirenmental Heallh & Sately Legal Consulting

12 May 2017

DEA&DP Waste Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Attention: The Director — Mr Eddie Hanekom
DEA&DP REFERENCE NUMBER: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16
PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF FARM NO. 1196

AND FARM NO. 1996, VELDDRIF

Enclosed please find a printed copy of the Pre-Application BAR for the above mentioned
application.

Your comments would be appreciated within the regulatory 30 day commenting period or by
15 June 2017,

Yours sincerely

NZ Loebenberg (Ms)
EIA Administration and Compliance

Eco Impact Legal Cansulting (Pty) Ltd Pastal Address: Office: +27 (0) 21 671 1660

Reg: 2010/015546/07 PO Box: 45070 Faxc #27 (0)21 671 8976

Directors: Mark Duckin Claremont Email: adenini@ecoimpact.co.2a
Nicolaas Hanokom South Africa Waeb: www.ccompact.co.28
Danlel Weber 7735
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Envirchmental Health & Salety Legal Consulting

DEA&DP Poliution & Chemicals Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Attention: The Director — Ms Wilna Kloppers

15 May 2017

e’ ""'.
DT b J
(= . "
Dept. van Ol
&n Oppwikset

DEA&DP REFERENCE NUMBER: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16
PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF FARM NO. 1196

AND FARM NO. 1596, VELDDRIF

Enclosed please find a printed copy of the Pre-Application BAR for the above mentioned

application.

Your comments would be appreciated within the regulatory 30 day commenting period or by

15 June 2017,

Yours sincerely

NZ Loebenberg (Ms)
ElA Administration and Compliance

Eco Impact Legal Consuiting (Pty) Ltd Pastal Address:

Reg: 2010/015546/07 PO Box 45070

Directors: Mark Duckitt Claremont
Nicolaas Hanekom South Africa
Darvel Weber 1 7735
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TABLE 1: LIST OF KEY DEPARTMENTS AND POTENTIAL INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTIES

STAKEHOLDER CONTACT PERSON TELEPHONE FAX NUMBER EMAIL ADDRESS

Bergrivier Municipality Municipal Manager, 022913 6000 | 022913 1406 bergmun@telkomsa.net

PO Box 60 Mayor and Ward burgemeester@bergmun.org.za
Piketberg Councillor

7320

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

Private Bag X5014
Stellenbosch
7599

DEA&DP: Pollution Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Ms. W Kloppers /

021483 2752

021 483 3254

Wilna.kloppers@westerncape.gov.za

DEA&DP: Waste Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Mr. Eddie Hanekom

021483 2728

021 483 4425

ehanekom@westerncape.gov.za

Department of Agriculture
Private Bag X1

Elsenburg

7606

Brandon Layman

021 808 5099

021 808 5092

brandonl@elsenburg.co.za

Department of Water & Sanitation
Private Bag X16

Sanlamhof

7532

D Daniels / N.Ndobeni

0219416189

086 585 6935

danielsd@dwa.gov.za
ndobenin2@dwa.gov.za

Heritage Western Cape
Private Bag X9067
Cape Town

8000

Waseefa Dhansay

0214839533

021 483 9842

Waseef.dhansay@westerncape.gov.za

17
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West Coast District Municipality
PO Box 242

Moorreesburg

7380

Municipal
Mayor & WC
Ms D Kotze

Manager,

022433 8700

086 692 6113

westcoastdm@wcdm.co.za
dkotze@wcdm.co.za

NEIGHBOURS (OWNERS & OCCUPIERS OF PROPERTY ADJACENT TO THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT SITE)

Farm 59

Swartjiesbaai Trust

Attention: C. Kotze

082 804 4544
dienssentrum@ddcswartland.co.za

Farm 60

Jan Kotze Familie Trust
Attention: Christo Kotze
083 609 8051
cjkotze@wdcm.co.za

Gerhard Tredoux
Farm 110

079 730 6054
brakfontein@outlook.com

Anelia Coetzee

Farm 115
082 39 438
stringer@Ileapsd.co.za
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Antionette Laubscher Wolmarans
Farm 61

079 905 4383
antionettelaubscher3@gmail.com

Athur Melck
083 565 1110
kruispad120@gmail.com

Hannes Tredoux
Farm 110
083 286 1578
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TABLE 2: LIST OF KEY DEPARTMENTS AND REGISTERED INTERESTED AND AFFECTED PARTIES

STAKEHOLDER CONTACT PERSON TELEPHONE FAX NUMBER EMAIL ADDRESS

Bergrivier Municipality Municipal Manager, | 022 913 6000 | 022913 1406 bergmun@telkomsa.net

PO Box 60 Mayor and Ward burgemeester@bergmun.org.za
Piketberg Councillor

7320

CapeNature Alana Duffell- | 021 866 8000 | 021 866 1523 aduffell-canham@capenature.co.za
Private Bag X5014 Canham

Stellenbosch
7599

DEA&DP: Pollution Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Ms. W Kloppers /

021 483 2752

021 483 3254

Wilna.kloppers@westerncape.gov.za

DEA&DP: Waste Management
Private Bag X9086

Cape Town

8000

Mr. Eddie Hanekom

021483 2728

021 483 4425

ehanekom@westerncape.gov.za

Department of Agriculture
Private Bag X1

Elsenburg

7606

Brandon Layman

021 808 5099

021 808 5092

brandonl@elsenburg.co.za

Department of Water &
Sanitation

Private Bag X16
Sanlamhof

7532

D Daniels

021941 6189

086 585 6935

danielsd@dwa.gov.za
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Heritage Western Cape
Private Bag X9067
Cape Town

8000

Waseefa Dhansay 0214839533 | 0214839842

Waseef.dhansay@westerncape.gov.za

West Coast District Municipality Municipal Manager, | 022 433 8700 | 086 692 6113 westcoastdm@wcdm.co.za
PO Box 242 Mayor & WC dkotze@wcdm.co.za
Moorreesburg Ms D Kotze
7380

REGISTERED INTERESTED AND INFECTED PARTIES
STAKEHOLDER POSTAL ADDRESS TELEPHONE FAX/E-MAIL

Ms Lana Ignjatovic

Unit 232, First Floor, Quays Commercial
C/o Parklane & Century Way

Century City

Cape Town

7441

021 250 0109

lanal@L2B.co.za

Birdlife SA
Dr Giselle Murison

5 Chelsea Crescent
Kirstenhof
7345

011 789 1122

Giselle.murison@birdlife.org.za

M Pienaar

NA

071 874 8628

marietjiemmpienaar@gmail.com
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TABLE 3: COMMENTS & RESPONSES REPORT FOR PRE-APPLICATION PHASE

STAKEHOLDER

DATE

COMMENT

RESPONSE

BirdLifeSA
Ms Giselle Murison

15/06/17

1. Additional specialist input/ assessment required,
including estuarine habitat and

bird surveys:

As stated in the BAR, the proposed new jetties and bird
hide fall within Estuarine and Riverine Critical
Biodiversity Areas (CBAs). However, what is not clear
from the BAR, is that other proposed facilities, such as
the BMX Bike Trail and Camping Grounds, are also
located within the Estuarine and Terrestrial CBA
network, respectively. The existing resort and immediate
area comprise elements of both the Estuarine and
Terrestrial CBA network, as well as small areas of
degraded Terrestrial CBA network.

While it is understood that this site is already heavily
transformed, it still forms part of the Berg River Estuary
floodplain, the extent of which is unique in the
southwestern Cape. The vegetation within the site
originally comprised xeric floodplain, with smaller areas
of halophytic floodplain, open pans, halophytic intertidal
and supratidal saltmarsh and it is likely that the
remaining fragments of natural vegetation conform to
these vegetation types.

In order to better understand the impacts of the
proposed expansion, and to allow for the
recommendation of alternative new facility/ unit
locations with lower environment impact, as well as the

Noted. Correct. Jetties, lapa and bird hide is
within the Aquatic CBA. The camp site that
accommodates 8 sites and BMX tract was on the
edge of the Aquatic CBA, But the alternative
layout has removed the 8 stand campsite in
totality and the BMX tract was moved further
away from the river and placed next to the other
proposed camp site. Please refer to amended
layout and report.

Noted.

Please refer to the specialist study attached
under Appendix G by Anchor Environmental
dated December 2017 for more details and the
impact assessment.
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possibility of more focused mitigation works (including
terrestrial/ estuarine habitat rehabilitation and/ or
restoration), there is a requirement for specific surveys
of the estuarine and riverine habitats; employing the
expertise of an estuarine specialist. The need for a
terrestrial, botanical survey appears less likely, but could
be asked for at the discretion of the estuarine specialist,
once the initial surveys have taken place.

The value of the Berg River Estuary Important Bird and
Biodiversity Area (IBA) is described in the BAR, as are its
threats. Specifically, the decline in water-bird numbers
due to alteration in habitat quality and other
disturbances. Of particular concern is the number of
water-bird species which no longer have the numbers to
qualify under the IBA congregatory bird category,
including several waterfow! species relevant to this site.
Previous surveys (and the photos provided) indicate that
the wetland area where the proposed bird hide and
existing access trails are situated, hereafter known as
‘the island’, comprises sedge marsh and pans, short reed
marsh, and likely halophytic floodplain and saltmarsh.
Bird surveys carried out on the island in 2000-2001,
found this area of sedge marsh to be one of most
valuable in the floodplain, maintaining steady numbers
and good diversity of waterfowl throughout the winter,
and attracting large numbers of breeding waterfowl
during the breeding season, notably, with one of the
highest recorded water-bird densities of all habitat sites
in the floodplain.

Noted. Please refer to the specialist study
attached under Appendix G by Anchor
Environmental dated December 2017 for more
details and the impact assessment.
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As stated above, specific surveys of the estuarine and
riverine habitats must be undertaken at the island (and
across the whole site), particularly as regards the
placement of the bird hide (see concerns around
proposed location of bird hide below). In addition, the
site, including the island, requires specialist bird surveys
to establish the current value of the area for birdlife, and
to better evaluate the impacts of the increased
disturbance resulting from these proposed facilities.
These surveys should not be snapshot, once-off surveys,
but must instead target periods of high occupancy by, for
example, migrant waders and breeding waterfowl (e.g.:
previously recorded peak numbers of these species
groups have occurred in May-June, Oct-Nov, Feb-March).
Continued monitoring of the avian and botanical make-
up of the site, particularly the island, would also be
required, during and post-construction.

Although not specific to the site, the bird monitoring
carried out through the Coordinated Waterbird Counts
(CWAC — CWAC Site Berg River 7: Kliphoek River and
Floodplain 32491813 http://cwac.adu.org.za), as noted
in the BAR (Page 18), will provide valuable historical and
current bird data, and should be used in conjunction with
the additional surveys.

It is unclear from this application whether the island is
already zoned Open Space 3, or if there is only the
intention to do so. The land owner has expressed a

Noted. Please refer to the specialist study
attached under Appendix G by Anchor
Environmental dated December 2017 for more
details and the impact assessment.

Noted.

The Land Use Planning process and application is
submitted to Bergriver Municipality and the
zoning of the Island is proposed for Open Space
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willingness to secure this land for conservation, via
rezoning and/ or other means of formal protection. This
would be a positive step and one strongly supported by
BirdLife South Africa. We are already actively engaged
with landowners at the Berg River

Estuary, including Kliphoek, to formally protect riparian
land through Biodiversity Stewardship, as part of our
Western Cape Estuaries Conservation Project (as
referenced in the BAR, Page 17). It is hoped that the
island, as well as other key areas will receive formal
protection through a biodiversity stewardship
agreement.

However, in order to secure the long term viability of the
island as a conservation area, it needs to be sufficiently
buffered and subject to minimal disturbance (both from
land and from water). An increase in disturbance from
human activities, in or adjacent the site, such as boating
on the river, foot traffic, BMX biking, or noise etc. may
pose a threat to the birds of this site. Birds breeding and
foraging in the neighbouring wetlands, including the
island, are likely to be affected and may be forced out of
highly disturbed areas.

Specialist survey input is required in order to assess the
potential development and associated disturbance
impacts on the birdlife and biodiversity of the site, in
order that the integrity of the island and wider area
(including the riparian edge and river), as well as other

Noted.

Noted. Please refer to the specialist study
attached under Appendix G by Anchor
Environmental dated December 2017 for more
details and the impact assessment.

Noted. Please refer to the specialist study
attached under Appendix G by Anchor
Environmental dated December 2017 for more
details and the impact assessment.
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nearby natural habitats be maintained and improved.

2) Reduction and re-location of proposed facilities,
specifically, a reduction in the number of proposed new
jetties and the re-location of the 3 new units at 7, BMX
bike trail and potentially, the bird hide.

BirdLife South Africa would like to see a reduction in the
number of proposed new jetties (please note that
proposed new jetties are in red in the SDP, not blue as
indicated in the key). We recommend that no new jetties
be built in section f-t, and that the site be re-assessed for
a maximum of two new jetties in section u-y (for use by
campsite and caravan park), and section a-e. It is unclear
as to why so many new jetties are being proposed.
Ideally, only a single access point/ area should be
allowed. This would help to monitor boat numbers and
general recreational use of the estuary, as well as reduce
the disturbance footprint.

The proposed jetties fall within an Estuarine CBA, and
therefore maintaining the ecological integrity of the
riparian and riverine area should be of paramount
importance. The photos provided in Appendix C, indicate
that several of the sites for new jetties comprise natural
vegetation. Any loss of existing riparian habitat should be
prevented, and any negative impact on riparian
vegetation should be mitigated for through bankside
habitat restoration/ rehabilitation. The reduction in the
number of proposed new jetties will help maintain a
more natural riparian profile and reduce soil erosion

Please refer to Appendix G, Anchor
Environmental for an assessment on the
proposed development, including boating and
jetties and there impacts. According to the
specialist studies (“Some planned development
activities (i.e. the construction of new jetties) is
likely to cause disturbance to shallow, subtidal
sediment adjacent to the construction footprint.
The impact of this is rated ‘insignificant’ as the
size of the area likely to be impacted is very
small”)

Noted. Please refer to above.
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impacts by preserving a vegetated shoreline/ bank. The
presence of natural vegetation will also continue to
provide habitat for foraging and roosting birds.

The BMX bike trail is located within an Estuarine CBA and
within relatively close proximity to the river’s edge. The
trail should be re-located away from river, to discourage
disturbance to the river and wetland areas, and to allow
for the possible restoration of floodplain habitat in that
location. It is assumed that BMX biking refers only to low
impact mountain biking, and not motor biking, to which
there would be strong objection. Even so, the suitability
of a BMX biking trail in an estuarine environment of such
high conservation importance should be considered.

The building of additional units (most notably the 3 new
units at 7 on the SDP) so close to the river’s edge is to be
discouraged. New units should not be located in front of
development setback lines, or for estuaries, within a
distance of 100m inland of the high water mark; or at
least not within 32m of a watercourse, measured from
the edge of the watercourse. Given the nationally
recognized importance of this estuary for conservation,
proposals should look to comply with the relevant
legislation (i.e. ICMA; coastal setback lines etc.). It sets a
poor precedent where spatial planning and conservation
action have been forward thinking in establishing
estuarine functional zones and setback lines to better
protect sensitive ecosystems like estuaries. These units
should be relocated away from the river’s edge, in order

Noted. Please take note that the BMX tract was
moved away from the river and is now placed
next to the proposed new camp site.

Correct; please take note that the purpose of
the BMX tract is to provide a place for visitors to
ride the bicycles in a confined place and not all
over the farm.

Please take note that the new layout proposes 5
new units. Although closer than 100m, the units
are further than 32 m from the edge of the river
and above the 10m above mean sea level
contour. Furthermore, there are already chalets
in between the proposed 5 new chalets and the
river and the impact of the 5 new units is
neutralized by the existing development in
between the river and the chalets. Please also
refer to the Anchor Environmental Specialist
study for more detail on the impacts assessed of
the proposed activities and infrastructure.
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to maintain a more natural riparian profile and to
preserve the remaining floodplain habitat, which
however degraded, is necessary for estuarine function
and health.

Construction within the floodplain should be avoided,
and the placement of the proposed bird hide within the
estuarine floodplain needs to be looked at carefully, to
avoid negatively impacting wetland habitat and to avoid
disturbance to bird populations. BirdLife South Africa
would like to offer assistance in the placement of the
hide and/ or in surveying alternative locations with lower
impact. Please see additional offers of support below.

3) Establish bankside erosion control measures

While erosion is referenced amongst the potential impacts
in the BAR, specific notice should be given to the issue of
bankside erosion. Development within the estuary and
floodplain at this site, as well as the associated disturbance
from construction, and the potentially higher levels of land
and river-based recreational disturbance (including wave
action from boats), will contribute to bankside erosion. The
current points and causes of bankside erosion need to be
identified and assessed, and specific bankside erosion
control measures put in place to mitigate for these effects
and to ensure that no new erosion takes place (as a result
of any development/ associated disturbance). These may
include reinforcing banks, through revegetation, as well as
the restoration and/ or rehabilitation of riparian and
floodplain habitat.

Noted. Birdlife South Africa assistance in this
regard is appreciated. Currently, the area is visit
by bird watchers without the bird hide facility
and such a facility will reduce the impact on bird
life.

Noted. Please refer to Anchor Environmental
specialist on possible impacts and proposed
mitigation w.r.t erosion.

Noted. Areas were identified. These areas is
marked on a map and included in the EMP.
Management and mitigation measures are
included in the operation EMP. Management
actions entail the fixing and replacement of
rocks at existing erosion areas in order to
prevent erosion from happening. Rocks and
material wash away from time to time and
needed to be replaced to prevent erosion.
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Erosion has been identified as one of the key
environmental issues faced by land owners at the Berg
River Estuary. Prolonged erosion causes irreversible soil
loss over time. Soil erosion not only involves the loss of
land available for farming; the loss of fertile topsoil and the
reduction of soil productivity, but is also linked to serious
off-site impacts related to the increased mobilisation of
sediment and its delivery to rivers, causing siltation and
pollution of our water resource.

BirdLife South Africa would like to offer our support going
forward. As part of our Western Cape Estuaries
Conservation Project, land that is being considered for
Biodiversity Stewardship will undergo formal Biodiversity
Site Assessments in September this year, including
estuarine habitat and bird surveys. We are working with
partners from the Western Cape Department of Agriculture
on trialling several soft-engineering erosion control options
at key sites at the estuary, as part of an evolving erosion
control programme for the lower Berg River and would be
happy to share best practice and the detail of the
recommended interventions.

We are also able to offer guidance around the bird hide
proposal and the bird survey requirements for the site, as
well as being able to assist with additional bird and
biodiversity data.

Noted. Refer to responses above.

Noted.

CapeNature

06/06/17

CapeNature has recently released the Western Cape

Noted.
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Ms Alana Duffell-Canham
SSD14/2/6/1/8/1/1196-

1&1196rem_Resort_Exp_

Kliphoek

Biodiversity Spatial Plan (WCBSP) 2017 which replaces
the Western Cape Biodiversity Framework. The products
depict Critical Biodiversity Areas and Ecological Support
Areas and provide other information to be used in land
and resource-use planning and decision-making. This
WCBSP should be used as a key informant when
assessing the impacts of this application. It should be
noted that even areas that may appear to be degraded
may be of ecological importance or, for example,
represent areas that may be flooded, even if only
intermittently.

The south bank of the Berg River represents an
extremely rare and important opportunity to conserve
relatively undeveloped estuarine shores and land.
Protecting the southern banks of the river is of high
importance as the Berg River is the most important
estuary on the West Coast of South Africa in terms of
providing safe breeding and nursery areas for many fish
species. The estuary also provides important breeding,
feeding and roosting sites for several species of water-
birds.

CapeNature has concerns regarding any new
development or expansion of existing development on
the southern bank or within the Berg River estuary.
Although there are existing buildings within the Kliphoek
Resort, in principle no new infrastructure is supported
within the 1:100 year flood line or 5m contour of the
estuary (whichever is greater).

Noted. Please refer to the specialist study
attached under Appendix G by Anchor
Environmental dated December 2017 for more
details and the impact assessment.

Noted. No development, other than the jetties
and bird hide is within the 1:100 year flood line
or below the 10m above mean sea level
contour.
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From a terrestrial perspective, the site is generally quite
degraded and even transformed in places. However, as
discussed in point 2 above, the ecological importance of
the Berg River estuary is high and any new infrastructure,
particularly within the river, should be clearly motivated
for and the potential impacts should be thoroughly
investigated. The number of new jetties proposed is very
high and it is not clear why so many are required. Even
though this section of the estuary has been zoned for
recreational use, the impacts of the additional jetties as
well associated boats on the ecology of the river should
be considered in more detail. Potential impacts could
include impacts on water flow, sedimentation, water
quality and fish breeding areas as well as noise and other
disturbance related impacts. An estuarine specialist
ecologist must be appointed to assess the impacts of the
jetties, slipway and the additional boat traffic that may
arise as a result of the proposed development.

Bank erosion will also need to be addressed. There is
already existing erosion and this will increase with
additional boating activities.

Impacts on birds are also of high concern. A more
detailed description and needs analysis of the proposed
bird hide should be provided. An avifaunal specialist
should assess the potential impacts on birds that may

Correct. Noted. Please refer to the specialist
study attached under Appendix G by Anchor
Environmental dated December 2017 for more
details and the impact assessment.

Noted. Please refer to Anchor Environmental
specialist on possible impacts and proposed
mitigation w.r.t erosion. Noted. Management
and mitigation measures are included in the
operation EMP.

Noted. Please refer to the specialist study
attached under Appendix G by Anchor
Environmental dated December 2017 for more
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result from the development including additional walkers
as well as the boat traffic around the study area.

Areas that are flooded, even if only intermittently,
should be excluded from the development proposal. This
may include the proposed BMX track. These areas should
rather be allowed to naturally rehabilitate.

From the photographs and captions provided, it seems
that some of the new cottages are already being
constructed. Please confirm if this is the case.

What is the purpose of the proposed dam that is to be
built on an old quarry site?

The Environmental Management Programme (EMPr)
currently provided is completely generic with no
reference to the importance of the Berg River estuary
and protection thereof. The EMPr must comply with the
Berg River Estuary Management Programme and all by-
laws for the area.

details and the impact assessment.

Noted. Please take note that the BMX tract was
moved away from the river and is now placed
next to the proposed new camp site.

The construction activities is associated to the
old existing infrastructures and not related to
the proposed expansion infrastructure.

Will be for landscape purposes.

include the
measures and

Noted. EMP was amended to
specialist study mitigation
additional management actions.

DEA&DP Chemical &
Pollution Management
Mr G Frantz
16/3/3/6/7/1F1/14/2210/
16

15/06/17

Development Set-back lines/ Flood line Delineation

Flooding poses a high risk to developments along the
banks of rivers/estuaries and ideally no development
should take place below the 1:100 flood line. The report
on Coastal set-back lines for the WCD uses the 5m above
mean sea level (amsl) contour as the development set-
back line and the 10m amsl contour to depict the
flooding risk zone for a rural estuary setting. These

Noted. No development, other than the jetties
and bird hide is within the 1:100 year flood line
or below the 10m above mean sea level
contour.
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contours should be displayed on the site development
plan in Appendix B.

This directorate recommends that the applicant
considers developing all new/proposed conservancy
tanks or ablution blocks above 10 amsl counter in order
to minimise the pollution impact during flooding events.

Sewage management

Given the sensitive environment of the Berg River
estuary and close proximity of the resort to the river, NO
French drains or “soak-aways” may be used on site.

According to Section F.2(a) of the Pre Application BAR all
domestic effluent will be captured in closed tanks for
collection and disposal at the Velddrif Municipal WWTW.
The positions of these conservancy tanks and any
existing historical tanks must be undated/displayed on
the map in Appendix B.

Correspondence of confirmation from the Municipality
that there is sufficient capacity for the removal of and
disposal/treatment of sewage at the Municipal WWTW,
must be included in the final application.

In the event that the municipality cannot service the
conservancy tanks (due to municipal strikes or truck
breakdown) the applicant must devise a contingency
plan for the alternative safe pumping of the conservancy
tanks. This contingency plan must be included in the

Please refer to amended SDP which display the
10m contour line in red.

Noted. All new/proposed conservancy tanks or
ablution blocks will be developed above 10 amsl
counter.

Noted. All close systems and sewerage will be
collected and disposed at the Velddrif WWTW.

Noted. Refer to Appendix B, SDP.

Noted. Correspondence of confirmation of
services availability from Berg River Municipality
will be included in the final report submitted to
DEA&DP.

Noted. Included in EMP.
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Operational Phase of the EMP.

DEA&DP Waste
Management

Stefani Milandri
19/2/5/7/F1/14/WL0048/
17

08/06/17

All general and hazardous waste generated during
construction and operational phases, which cannot be
reused or recycled, must be stored separately and
disposed of at licenced waste disposal facilities to accept
such waste. In this regard please note that hazardous
waste must be stored in containers within a bunded area
and be disposed of at a hazardous waste disposal facility.
Hazardous waste may not be disposed of with general
construction waste.

Please note that any fuel or other hazardous liquids or
waste stored on site must be stored in bunds with 110%
capacity of the stored liquid to reduce the possibility of
soil and water contamination. Alternatively if portable
fuel tanks are used drip trays must be used when
refuelling and the integrity of such tanks must be
maintained.

In the event that the storage of general waste (Builders
rubble) exceeds 100m?3 or that hazardous waste exceeds
80m3, such storage activities must comply with the
National Norms and Standards for Storage of Waste,
promulgated in Government Notice No 926 of 29
November 2013.

In terms of Category A 3(9) of GN. No. 921 of 29 Nov.
2013 of NEM:WA as amended that a waste management
licence is required for the disposal of 25 to 25000 tons of
inert waste, unless such disposal has been authorised by

Noted. Included in EMP.

Noted. Included in EMP.

Noted. These fresh holds will not be exceeded.
However, it is Included in EMP should the need
arise.

Noted. No inert waste will be disposed that
exceeds these volumes.
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or under other legislation. As such should more than
25tons of inert waste (builder’s rubble, sand/soil) be
levelled at the proposed facility permission needs to be
obtained under the relevant municipal by-laws prior to
the said levelling. Should permission not be obtained, a
waste management licence needs to be obtained prior to
levelling occurring.

The EMP must be easily accessible to the persons
responsible for managing the proposed activity
construction and operation and the adherence to its
conditions must be strictly monitored.

Noted. EMP must be on site and available at all
times.

Department of Water & 01/06/17 DWS has perused the document and has noted that the | Noted. A WUA application will be submitted
Sanitation proposed activities trigger water uses in terms of Section | together with the formal EIA application process
Ms Nelisa Ndobeni 21(c) and Section 21(i) of the NWA. This is because the | in terms of the One Environmental System
16/2/7/G10M/A/11 proposed extension impacting the banks of the Berg | Guideline.

River.

Please advise your client to apply for and obtain a Water | Please refer to Appendix E attached WUA

Use Authorisation from DWS prior to the | application proof and Risk Matrix document.

commencement with any activities. As per GN 40229 in

GN 509 dated 28 August 2016, a Risk Matrix must be

submitted as part of the Water Use Authorisation

application.
Heritage Western Cape 03/08/2017 | Since there is no reason to believe that the proposed | Noted.

Mr Andrew September
16102413AS0608E

resort upgrade will impact on heritage resources no
further action under Section 38 Of the NHRA is required.
However should any heritage resources, including
evidence of graves and human burials, archaeological
material and paleontological material be discovered
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during the execution of the activities above, all works
must be stopped immediately and HWC must be notified
without delay.

This letter does not exonerate the application from
obtaining any necessary approval from any other
applicable statutory authority.

DEA&DP DM

2018/02/08

Following a review of the pre-application BAR, this
department has the following advise pertaining to the
development proposal:

...The following listed activities are therefore applicable
to the development proposal:

LN1: 12,17, 19, 19A, 28, 48, 54 and LN3: 14, 17, 23.

It is noted that the applicant and the Environmental
Assessment Practitioner did not sign the relevant
declaration forms. Please ensure that the declarations
are completed by the applicant and the EAP and must be
duly dated and the signature thereon must be original. It
is important to note that by signing the declaration, the
applicant is confirming that they are aware and have
taken cognisance of the contents of the report submitted
for decision-making. Furthermore, by signing the
declaration, the applicant is making a commitment that
they are both willing and able to implement the
necessary mitigation, management and monitoring
measures recommended within the report.

This department reminds you that upon of the specific
fee reference number, it must be inserted into the

Noted

Noted. The necessary amendment to the BAR
and application were made and the listed
activities amended and included.

Noted. The final BAR and Application when
submitted will be duly signed.

Noted. Specific fee reference details and proof
of payment included in the reports.
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application form for Environmental Authorization and
proof of payment of the applicable fee must be attached
when the Application Form for Environmental
Authorization is submitted to this department.

You are advised that when undertaking the Basic
Assessment process, you must take into account
applicable guidelines, including the guidelines developed
by this Department. These can be downloaded from the
department’s website. In particular, the guidelines that
may be applicable to the proposed development include,
inter alia, the following:

Circular EADP 0028/2014: One environmental system
Guideline for the review of specialist input in the EIA
process (June 2005)

Guideline for Environmental Management Plans (June
2005)

Guideline on alternatives (March 2013)

Guideline on need and desirability (March 2013)

Please ensure the BAR and EMPr contain all information
requirements outlined in Appendicess 1 and 4
respectively of GN R.982 (as amended).

A public participation process (PPP) that meets the
requirements of Regulation 41 of the EIA Regulations,
2014 (as amended) must be undertaken. It is the EAP
discretion at what stage the requirements of Regulation
41 are met, i.e., whether during the pre-application
process or formal application process. You are reminded

Noted. Guidelines were taken into account into
the BAR and application.

Noted. The EMPr and BAR contain all
information requirements outlined in
Appendices 1 and 4 respectively of GN R.982 (as
amended).

Noted. Please take note that the dates is 2017
and not 2018 as reported in the departments
letter.
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that a period of at least 30 days must be provided to all
potential or registered Interested and Affected Parties
(‘I1&AP’s”) to submit comment on the BAR and EMPr.

The following PPP has been undertaken:

Identification of potential I&AP’s

Fixing a site notice at a place conspicuous to and
accessible by potential I&AP’s from 03 February 2018;
Giving written notification to potential I&AP’s to provide
comment on the development proposal on 03 February
2018;

Advertisements were placed in the Westlander on 09
February 2018; and

Making the pre-application BAR available for a
commenting period of 30 days.

In terms of Section 240 (2) and (3) of the NEMA and
Regulations 7(2) and 43(2) of the EIA Regulations, 2014
(as amended), any State Department that administers a
law relating to a matter affecting the environment
relevant to the application must be given 30 days to
provide comment. Please note that the EAP s
responsible for such consultation. Therefore, it is
requested that the EAP include proof of such notification
to the relevant State Departments in terms of Section
240 (2) and (3) of NEMA in the BAR, where appropriate.
It is noted that, among others, the following State
Departments and Organs of State will be consulted
during the pre-application process and formal
application process as part of the PPP:

Noted. The draft BAR and reports will be send
for a 30 day comment period to all registered
I&AP’s and State Departments.
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CapeNature

Heritage Western Cape

Berg River Local Municipality

West Coast District Municipality

Western Cape Government: Agriculture

The National Department of Water and Sanitation

This Department’s Directorate: Air Quality Management
This Department’s Directorate: Pollution and Chemicals
Management; and

This Department’s Directorate: Waste Management.

DEA&DP: Waste Management
Etienne Roux
Etienne.Roux@westerncape.g
Ov.za

REF:
19/2/5/3/F1/14/WL0093/18

16/05/2018

1. The abovementioned dBAR (hereafter ‘the Report’)

dated 12 January 2018 and received by the
Department of  Environmental  Affairs and
Development Planning, Directorate: Waste

Management (hereafter ‘the Department’) on 17 April
2018, refers.
2. The Department has reviewed the Report and has the
following comments:
2.1 There is information lacking in the dBAR. This
relates to section A (1) AND 2 (c), sections G and
section H which have not been filled in. Kindly

ensure that all sections are filled in
appropriately.
2.2 Kindly fill in the amount of waste expected to be

generated by the project during the operational
phase, on page 39, in the final BAR. Kindly also
confirm that the Municipality has capacity to
accommodate the waste expected to be
produced by this project.

2.3 The EMPr states on page 35 that “Domestic
waste not suitable for compost or bio electricity

Noted.

Noted. BAR amended.

Noted. BAR amended.

Please take note that the composting referred to in
the EMP is small scale in the farm yard or farm area
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2.4

2.5

2.6

generation needs to be stored in skips for
transport to the Local Authorities registered
landfill site”. Kindly elaborate on the mentioned
composting activity should it be envisioned that
composting will occur at the Facility.

Kindly provide more information related to the
conservancy tanks to be used on site. What will
the size of these tanks be? Related to the
expected amount of waste water generated, at
what frequency will the waste water be
removed? How will the integrity of these
conservancy tanks be ensured?

Page 47 of the EMPr states that ground and
surface water monitoring will be done as per the
Department of Water Sanitation’s requirements.
Kindly elaborate on where this monitoring will
occur, as well as at what frequency. Will any
monitoring occur in the vicinity of the
conservancy tanks?

The Department reserves the right to revise its
initial  comments and request further
information from you based on any new or
revised information received.

in order to avoid organic waste from being disposed
at landfill.

Refer to amended BAR. Five 5 cubic meter close
sewerage tanks will be installed at the back (away
from the river) of each chalets which can be serviced
from the access road to the chalets above the 5m
amsl contour, as well as two 5 cubic meters tanks
(one on the male side and one on the female side) at
the back of the newly to be constructed ablution
facilities.

It is difficult to elaborate on the frequency and
where monitoring will occur. It is however
anticipated that DWS will require quarterly ground
and surface water quality monitoring. Surface water
monitoring in the Berg River is recommended. No
groundwater monitoring is recommended. The
conservancy tanks are sealed units and any possible
pollution will be surface water for which the
monitoring in the Berg River will be sufficient.

Noted.

BirdLife South Africa

Giselle Murison
Giselle.murison@birdlife.org.za

16/05/2018

BirdLife South Africa would like to take this opportunity to
comment on the draft Basic Assessment Report (BAR) for
the proposed expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort.
Reference is made throughout to the findings of the
Estuarine Specialist Study and Impact Assessment (ESS&IA).
1. As stated in the BAR and ESS&IA, the Berg River estuary

Noted.
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is one of the most important estuaries for conservation in
South Africa, particularly with respect to its fish and bird
species, and the variety and extent of its composite
estuarine vegetation types1.

2. In general, BirdLife South Africa does not support the
construction of buildings or the development of any other
hard infrastructure within the 1:100 year flood line, or
estuarine functional zone (5m contour line), whichever is
greater, and strongly discourages any loss of Critical
Biodiversity Area (CBA).

3. However, it is understood that the proposed
developments outlined in the BAR fall mostly within
existing development and disturbance footprints in an area
now largely transformed; and that existing foundations for
the new cottages and jetties will be used as far as possible.
The new developments will still fall within an active
floodplain area and the landowner should be prepared to
accept that there is some flooding risk and that no further
hardening or changes to the river frontage to reduce this
risk will be supported.

Rehabilitation of disturbed and eroded areas

4. Key mitigation for the proposed development is the
rehabilitation of disturbed areas immediately after
construction and the prevention of any negative impacts
on the remaining intact natural vegetation. Much more
detail of these measures is required in the Environmental
Management Programme (EMPr).

5. The additional hardened infrastructure at this site, the
associated disturbance from construction, including the
loss of mature riparian vegetation, and the increased levels
of land and river-based recreational disturbance (including
wave action from boats) will contribute to bankside

Noted.

Noted. Please take note that except for the
upgrade of the lapa, the new developments will
all be above the 5 m above mean sea level
contour.

Noted. Mitigation measures included in EMP.
EMP amended to refer to include more detail
and the best practice, environmentally sound,
soft-engineering techniques for bank stabilisation
at the estuary as produced by the Department of
Agriculture.

Noted. EMP amended.
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erosion. Mitigation should also include the immediate
rehabilitation of existing eroded areas. Erosion is
accelerating due to drought conditions, which have caused
massive die-off of reed marsh and other natural riparian
vegetation, destabilizing banks and mobilising sediment,
resulting in increased siltation and pollution of the river
(both of which will be exacerbated by construction
activities). BirdLife South Africa is currently exploring a
River Maintenance Plan for the estuary, as well as other
means of implementing erosion control options, in
collaboration with Western Cape Department of
Agriculture (DoA) and CapeNature. The DoA has produced
a report outlining best practice, environmentally sound,
soft-engineering techniques for bank stabilisation at the
estuary. The EMPr should include mitigation for the
rehabilitation of existing erosion areas and should draw
from the interventions outlined in this report.

Monitoring and mitigation for increased recreational
disturbance

6. Kliphoek forms part of the Berg River Estuary Important
Bird and Biodiversity Area (IBA), a site of global significance
for the conservation of birds and their habitats. The value
of the Berg River Estuary IBA is described in the BAR, as are
its threats; specifically, the decline in waterbird numbers
due to alteration in habitat quality and other disturbances.
Of particular concern is the number of waterbird species
which no longer have the numbers to qualify under the IBA
congregatory bird category, including several waterfowl
species relevant to this site. Although the ESS&IA submit
that the additional foot and boat traffic will have a very low
impact, the number of boats and people using the site and
surrounding natural areas should be monitored, especially

Noted. The use of boats on the river will be in
accordance with the Berg River Municipality By-
Law that is in process of being finalised and is
currently in terms of the permit required in place
for the Berg River estuary.
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during peak season. Signage should be erected near the
jetties and other information material should be made
available, to make people aware of the conservation value
of Kliphoek and the estuary, and to encourage people to
reduce noise and disturbance impacts. No access to the
river should be permitted before sunrise or after sunset to
limit disturbance to roosting birds. Monitoring of the avian
and botanical make-up of the development site, river
channel and estuarine CBA immediately to the north
(where the proposed bird hide is located), before, during
and post-construction, should be required. Details of
monitoring should be included in the EMPr and should
draw from BirdLife South Africa’s best practice monitoring
guidelines. In general, operational requirements need more
detail in the EMPr.

7. The adjacent estuarine CBA comprises sedge marsh and
pans, reed marsh and saltmarsh, and supports high
numbers and diversity of waterfowl throughout the winter,
in non-drought conditions, notably, with one of the highest
recorded waterbird densities from the floodplain area.
Together with the river channel itself, these sites also
support several Species of Conservation Concern, including
the threatened African Marsh Harrier and Eastern White
Pelican. No direct access to the pans, sedge and larger reed
marsh areas should be allowed, and paths must be set well
back from these areas and clearly demarcated. Use must
be made of existing paths where possible. Access to this
area must be on foot only, and restricted to these paths to
prevent trampling of vegetation and additional
disturbance. Although some of these areas appear
degraded due to the current drought situation, they will
likely recover after rain if not disturbed. While

Noted. Refer to amended EMP.

Correct. Noted. EMP amended.
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acknowledging that most of these birds have generally
wide distribution ranges, it is still of concern that they
might be excluded from this area. The Berg River estuary is
a sanctuary for waterbirds, one of the primary reasons for
its high conservation importance. Estuarine CBAs are key
areas for foraging, breeding and roosting waterbirds and
warrant protection.

8. The design, placement and construction of the proposed
bird hide requires careful consideration to avoid negatively
impacting sensitive estuarine habitat and to prevent
disturbance to bird populations. BirdLife South Africa is
able to offer assistance in the placement and build of the
hide. Hide construction should adhere to BirdLife South
Africa’s best practice guideliness.

Formal protection of key biodiversity areas

9. With the loss of CBA and natural riparian vegetation
within the development footprint, and the threat of
increased disturbance, the adjacent estuarine CBA should
be safeguarded, as it comprises intact estuarine habitat of
high conservation value. South Africa’s estuaries remain
some of the most threatened ecosystem types in the
countrya and the Berg River estuarine and floodplain areas
require at least partial protection in order to reach its
biodiversity protection targets. There is therefore national
and provincial imperative to drive formal protection and
active conservation at this estuary. The adjacent sensitive
estuarine CBA should be formally protected through
Biodiversity Stewardship. BirdLife South Africa is currently
facilitating Stewardship agreements at the Berg River
estuary through our Western Cape Estuaries Conservation
Project and may be contacted in this regard. The
stewardship agreement should be at least a Biodiversity

Noted. The design and final placement of the
bird hide will be done in collaboration with
Birdlife South Africa.

Noted. The whole island portion is in process to
be zoned open space 3. The landowner already
indicated willingness and started discussions
with CapeNature to incorporate areas into a
stewardship agreement.
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Agreement with title deed endorsements and an
associated Management Plan. It should be noted however,
that a Protected Environment (PE) is currently being
established at the Berg River estuary and the landowners
would be strongly encouraged to become part of the PE,
which offers higher protection status and greater benefits
for landowners.

10. A stewardship Management Plan would include habitat
rehabilitation and management of natural areas, including
reed (Phragmites) management, erosion control and
prevention interventions, monitoring of recreational
activities and visitor numbers, estuarine and terrestrial
vegetation surveys, as well as monitoring of bird numbers
and bird and plant species diversity.

Other

11. The summary of the public participation process
contains a table titled “Table 3: Comments and Responses
for pre-application phase”. However, no responses have
been provided to the comments. Certain issues have not
been adequately addressed including motivation for new
jetties and the new dam.

Noted.

Noted. Refer to above responses.

West Coast
Municipality
Doretha Kotze
REF: 13/2/12/5/1

District

24/04/2018

| refer to your letter dated 13 April 2018 and the Draft BAR for
the application.
The West Coast District Municipality submitted comments on
the Pre-Application BAR via email on 14 June 2017 (see
below). These have not been included in the Comments and
Responses Report for the Pre-Application phase contained in
the Draft BAR. Eco Impact is requested to consider and
respond to these comments and include them in the relevant
documents.
1. | refer to your letter dated 12 May 2017 and the Pre-
Application BAR for the above-mentioned

Noted.

Noted.
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proposal. The West Coast District Municipality’s
comments are set out below.

The proposed development is situated within the
Berg River Estuary and IBA. All jetties (existing and
proposed new jetties) must be applied for. Being
situated below the High Water Mark (HWM), all
jetties must be registered and leased via CapeNature.
All new jetties must be designed to float to prevent
erosion and the least environmental damage and
impact on the environment. Jetties must be easily
removable with limited impact on the estuary and
river bank.

Bergrivier Municipality does not provide a waste
collection service to the farm and all solid waste
generated by Kliphoek River Resort must be handled,
stored, transported and disposed at a registered
municipal waste disposal facility. Costs in this regard
to be borne by the developer. To prevent any impact
on the natural environment and the Berg River, no
solid waste may be incinerated, buried or disposed on
the farm.

No permits, licences from any organ of state,
including service letters from Bergrivier Municipality,
the Department of Water and Sanitation Water Use
Permit/Licence, were included in the report.

Water supply and demand were not adequately
addressed, especially regarding daily requirements for
the overnight accommodation facilities during peak
season and holiday periods (summer). Proof must be
provided that the municipality will be in a position to
supply in the water requirements of all proposed
facilities at the Kliphoek River Resort, especially
during times of drought and level 4 water

Noted. All jetties permit applications will be
submitted and applied for authorization once
authorized.

Noted. All jetties will be floating jetties.

Noted. Please refer to Berg River Municipalities
letters attached.

Services letter from Berg River Municipality
attached. Other permits, licenses and
authorizations must still be issued.

Noted. Please refer to amended BAR under
Technological alternatives for more details on
water saving installations. Water supply
confirmation letter will be included in final BAR
submitted to DEA&DP.
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10.

11.

restrictions. Alternative measures to reduce water
demand (reusing or recycling of grey water) was not
explored in the Report. Possible utilisation of grey
water from showers for reuse in toilets should be
investigated, as well as rainwater harvesting.

In order to become energy efficient the use of
alternative/renewable energy sources (solar panels
for lighting and geysers, etc) must be investigated.
Details on the Wastewater Treatment Systems/Septic
Tanks are lacking and were not adequately addressed
or indicated on the maps. Specialist reports were also
not included. Confirmation from the municipality
needs to be provided regarding regular pumping of
septic tanks and disposal of effluent at the nearest
municipal Waste Water Treatment Works.

The existing slipway must be registered as a Public
Boat Launch Site (PBLS) as it currently provides access
to Coastal Public Property and the Berg River
Estuary. Since the slipway is being utilised by the
general public, a PBLS Operational Management Plan
needs to be compiled.

In order to secure the slipway as public access to
Coastal Public Property, the developer of the property
must register a public access servitude in favour of
Bergrivier Municipality as part of the application as
required by Section 18(9) of the Integrated Coastal
Management Act.

Bergrivier Municipality is in the process to gazette a
by-law for boating related activities on the water
surface of the Berg River Estuary. The resort should,
at all times, assist with education and awareness
regarding the Berg River Estuary By-law by informing
visitors at the resort of the by-law and the health and

Noted. Please refer to amended BAR.

Refer to amended BAR. Five 5 cubic meter close
sewerage tanks will be installed at the back (away
from the river) of each chalets which can be serviced
from the access road to the chalets above the 5m
amsl contour, as well as two 5 cubic meters tanks
(one on the male side and one on the female side) at
the back of the newly to be constructed ablution
facilities.

The existing slipway is already registered. No
new slipways will be registered.

The existing slipway is already registered. No
new slipways will be registered.

Noted. EMP amended to include the by-law
requirements once gazetted.
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safety aspects related to boating in the estuary. The
resort should also assist in the issuing of boat licences
over weekends and after hours to all visitors. The
relevant signage, which will be provided by the
municipality, to educated all visitors of the health and
safety issues, must be erected at the resort.

12. Alien vegetation and eradication/monitoring on the
property must be addressed in terms of the National
Environmental Management Biodiviersity  Act
(NEMBA).

Noted. Alien vegetation and eradication/
monitoring is included in the EMP.

CapeNature

16 May 2018

CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to
comment on this application and wish to make the following
comments:

1. As stated in the estuarine specialist report, the Berg River
estuary is considered one of the most important estuaries for
conservation in South Africa. The estuary has been identified
as an Important Bird Area (IBA) and is also of high
conservation importance for fish, invertebrates and
vegetation. The south bank of the Berg River represents an
extremely rare and important opportunity to conserve
relatively undeveloped estuarine floodplains and land.

2. In principle, CapeNature does not support the development
of any new hard infrastructure within the 1:100 year
floodplain or 5m contour of the estuary — whichever is
greater. Although we recognise that the terrestrial
component of the site is largely transformed, it does still form
part of the Berg River Estuary floodplain and the remaining
natural vegetation on site is indicative that the site does still
function as a floodplain from time to time, despite the
impoundment of water higher up the Berg River catchment.
The proposed new jetties and bird hide as well as the BMX
track and camping areas are located within areas determined
as estuarine and riverine Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBAs).

Noted. Recorded as such.

Noted. Please take note that except for the
upgrade of the lapa, the new developments will
all be above the 5 m above mean sea level
contour.

Please take noted that in the amended layout
the BMX track and camping site is moved
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3. However, we acknowledge that most of the proposed
development will be within areas where there are existing
disturbance footprints and existing foundations and platforms
for the cottages and jetties will be used as far as possible. The
landowner must still be prepared to accept that there is some
flooding risk and no further hardening or changes to the river
frontage area to reduce flooding risk will be supported.

4. An important mitigation for the proposed development is
rehabilitation of disturbed areas immediately after
construction. Rehabilitation of existing eroded areas should
also be addressed. Much greater detail in this regard is
required in the Environmental Management Programme
(EMPr).

5. Kliphoek is very important site for feeding and sheltering
for wading birds and waterfowl. Although the estuarine
specialists are of the opinion that the additional foot and boat
traffic will have a very low impact, the number of boats and
people should be monitored especially during peak season.
Signage should be erected near the jetties encouraging
people to limit noise and reduce boat speeds. No access to
the river should be permitted before sunrise or after sunset to
limit disturbance to roosting birds. Direct access to the pans,
sedge and reed marsh areas must not be permitted and paths
should be set well back from these areas. Although some of
these areas appear degraded due to the current drought
situation, they will recover after rain if not disturbed. In
general, operational requirements need more detail in the
EMPr. The EMPr must comply with the Berg River Estuary
Management Programme and all by-laws for the area.

6. More information is required on access to the bird hide and
maintenance of the path to the bird hide. The bird hide
should be constructed according to BirdLife’s best practice
bird hide building guidelines.

outside the estuarine and riverine Critical

Biodiversity Areas.

Noted. Refer to amended EMP.

Noted. Recorded as such.

Noted. Mitigation measures included in EMP.
EMP amended to refer to include more detail
and the best practice, environmentally sound,
soft-engineering techniques for bank stabilisation
at the estuary as produced by the Department of
Agriculture.

Noted. EMP amended.

Existing footpath will be used to the bird hide. The
design and construction of the bird hide will be
done in collaboration with Birdlife South Africa.
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7. The adjacent sensitive estuarine CBAs should be formally
protected through Biodiversity Stewardship. Stewardship
agreements at the Berg River are currently being facilitated by
BirdLife SA through their Western Cape Estuaries
Conservation Project and the landowners should approach
BirdLife in this regard. A Protected Environment (PE) is
currently being established at the Berg River Estuary and the
landowners would be strongly encouraged to become part of
the PE. At this stage, the stewardship agreement should be at
least a Biodiversity Agreement with an associated
management plan. The management plan should include
habitat rehabilitation and management, especially control of
Phragmites reeds, erosion management and prevention and
monitoring of recreational activities and number of visitors in
sensitive areas.

8. All access tracks and roads must be clearly demarcated and
no off-road driving should be permitted. Launching sites must
be kept to a minimum (preferably only the one existing
launching site) and also be clearly demarcated.

9. Construction of the new jetties should take place in the dry
season. Cement is highly toxic to aquatic fauna and plants and
use thereof should be kept to the absolute minimum. If
cement is required, ready mix should be used and no cement
should be mixed within 30 metres of the river.

10. The Draft Scoping Report contains table titled “Table 3:
Comments and Responses for pre application phase”.
However, no responses have been provided to the comments.
Certain issues have not been adequately addressed including
motivation for new jetties in addition to restoration of the
existing jetties.

11. Areas that are flooded, even if only intermittently, should
be excluded from the development proposal. This may
include the proposed BMX track. These areas should rather be

Noted. The whole island portion is in process to
be zoned open space 3. The landowner already
indicated willingness and started discussions
with CapeNature to incorporate areas into a
stewardship agreement.

Noted. Included in EMP. Only the one existing
permitted launch site will be used.

Noted. Included in EMP.

Noted. Refer to above responses.

Noted. Refer to above responses.
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allowed to naturally rehabilitate.

12. From the photographs and captions provided, it seems
that some of the new cottages are already being constructed.
Please confirm if this is the case.

13. What is the purpose of the proposed dam that is to be
built on an old quarry site?

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

The cottages constructed in the photographs are
existing and approved and does not form part of
this expansion application.

Old unsightly quarry that will be for landscape
purposes.
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CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED DURING REGISTRATION PERIOD

From: Nicolaas Hanekom [mailto:nicolaas@ecoimpact.co.za]

Sent: 04 February 2017 01:31 PM

To: 'Rocky Roads'; yolandie@ecoimpact.co.za; admin@ecoimpact.co.za

Subject: RE: Public Participation Process: Expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort on Portion 1 of
farm no. 1196 & farm no. 1196, Velddrif.

Goeie more Marietjie

Baie dankie vir epos. Dit is moeilik om nou jou vrae onder te beantwoord in detail.
Ons sal julle registreer as Interested and Affected Party end an al die inligting stuur.
Email wat link na webtuiste gee waar al die inligting is.

Onder voorlopige en basiese aktiewiteit beskrywing wat kan verander soos wat ons
vorder in die proses.

The proposed development will entail:

the construction of 17 new jetties one with a deck and the extension of an existing jetty;
the construction of a bird hide and trail on the island as well as access to the bird hide and
frail;

the construction of a new lapa and braai facilities on the foundation of the existing lapa;
the conversion of the old quarry to a dam;

the establishment of a new camping and caravan stands;

the construction of a new boat storage unit (1.1ha);

the construction of 8 new units (cottages);

the expansion of existing accommodation with 4 units; and

the development of a BMX bicycle track (1.1ha).

Kontak my gerus sou daar enige vrae wees.
Kind Regards / Vriendelike Groete

Nicolaas Hanekom
Pri.Sci.Nat (Ecology) 400274/11

Eco Impact Legal Consulting (Pty) Ltd

Director

Reg: 2010/015546/07

P.0O. Box 45070 Mobile: +27 (0) 76 963 6450
Claremont Fax: +27 (0) 880 21 671 1660
South Africa Email: nicolaas@ecoimpact.co.za
7735 Web: www.ecoimpact.co.za

Disclaimer: This message may contain information which is
private, privileged or confidential and is intended solely for the
use of the individual or entity named in the message. If you
are not the intended recipient of this message please notify
the sender thereof and destroy/delete the message. Neither
the sender nor Eco Impact shall incur any liability resulting
directly or indirectly from accessing any of the attached files
which may contain a virus file.
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From: Rocky Roads [mailto:marietjiemmpienaar@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, 03 February 2017 1:09 PM

To: yolandie@ecoimpact.co.za; admin@ecoimpact.co.za

Subject: Public Participation Process: Expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort on Portion 1 of farm
no. 1196 & farm no. 1196, Velddrif.

Geagte Nicolaas en Yolandie, ek doen graag navraag i v m die uitbreiding van Kliphoek River
Resort -

Presies wat behels die aandsoek ? daar is listed activities, maar geen duidelik oor die presiese
beplanning of toekomstige gebruik nie, kan u asb net kortliks uitlé wat dit basies sou behels ?

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS

EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF FARM NO. 1196 & FARM NO.
1196, VELDDRIF.

DEA&DP REFERENCE NR: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16

Yegards/Groetnis

M Pienaar
Tel 0718748628
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PRE APPLICATION BAR

water & sanitation

Depariment:
Weater and Sanitation
REPUBLIC OF SOUTH AFRICA

Private X16, SANLAMHOF, 7532. Spectrum Buiiding, 52 Voortrekker Road,
BELLVILLE, 7530 i

Enquiries: Ms. N Ndobeni Ndobenn2@dws gov.za Telephone: +27 21 941 6140
File Number: 16/2/7/G10M/A/11

Ecolmpact Legal Consulting (Pty) Ltd
P. O. Box 45070

CLAREMONT

7735

Ms NZ Loebenberg

PRE-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR PROPOSED
EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF
FARM NO 1196 AND FARM NO 1996, VELDDRIF

Reference is made (o the above-mentioned document dated 12 May 2017,

This Department has perused the document and has noted that the proposed
actlvities trigger water uses in terms of section 21 (¢) impeding or diverting the
flow of water in a watercourse and section 21 (i) altering the bed, banks,
course or characteristics of a watercourse of the National Water Act, 1998 (Act
36 of 1998), This is because the proposed extension impacting the banks of
the Berg River.

Please advise your client to apply for and obtain a Water Use Authorisation
from this Department prior to commencing with any of the activities. As per
Government Gazette No. 40229 in Government Nolice 509 dated 28 August
2016, a Risk Matrix must be submitted as part of the Water Use Authorisation
application. The Risk Matrix can be found on www.gpwonline co.za

Please do not hesitate to contact the above office should there be any queries.
Yours sincerely

//M%w“w - W’V"ﬂ

7 Melissa Lintnaar-Strauss
Control Eivlronmonul Officer

Oate 14 " Yoivne 260\

np NATIONAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
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DIRECTORATE: WASTE MANAGEMENT
STEFAN MILANDRI
Stefan.Milandri@westerncape.gov.za

Western Cape
m Government

BETTER jgelci=iz]=:H

—_———— e e |
REFERENCE: 19/2/5/7/F1/14/WLO048/17

The Director(s)

Eco Impact Legal Consulting {Pty) Lid

PO Box 45070

CLAREMONT

7735
Tel: [021) 671 1660
Fax: (021) 671 9976

Email: admin@ecoimpact.co.za

For attention: Mr Nicolaas Hanekom
Dear Sir

COMMENT ON THE PRE-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED
EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT, PORTION 1 OF FARM NO. 1196 AND FARM NO.
1996, VELDDRIF

1. This letter serves as an acknowledgement of receipt and comment on the aforementioned
report dated 12 May 2017 and received by the Depariment on 15 May 2017.

2. The Sub-Directorate: Waste Management Licencing has the following comments on the
aforementioned report and associated Environmental Management Programme (“"EMPr"):

2.1. Al general and hazardous waste generated during the construction and operational
phases, which cannot be reused or recycled, must be stored separately, and disposed
of at Waste Disposal Facilities ("WDFs") that are licenced to accept such waste, In this
regard, please note that hazardous waste must be stored in containers within
bunded area and be disposed of at a hazardous WDF (i.e. it may not be disposed of
with general construciion waste),

2.2. Please note that any fuel or other hazardous liquids or waste stored on site must be
stored in bunds with a 110% capacity of the stored liquid to reduce the possibility of
soll and water contamination. Alternatively, if portable fuel tanks are used, drip trays
must be used when refueliing, and the integrity of such tanks must be maintained.

2.3. Inthe event that the storage of general waste [e.g. builders' rubble) exceeds 100m?*
or that of hazardous waste exceeds 80m3, such storage activities must comply with
the National Noerms and Standards for Storage of Waste, promulgated in Government
Notice No. 924 of 29 November 2013,

2.4, Please note that in terms of Category A 3(9) of Government Notice No. 921 of 29
November 2013 of the National Environmental Management: Waste Act, 2008 (Act
No. 59 of 2008), as amended ["NEM:WA"], that o waste management license is

90 Floor, Atterbury House, § Riebesk Streel, Cape Town, 8001 Private Bag X9084. Cape Town, 8000
Tel.: {021) 483 4084 Fax: (021) 483 4425 www.wesierncape.gov.za
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2.5.

2.6.

required for the disposal of 25 to 25000 tons of inert waste, unless such disposal has
been auihorised by or under other legislation. As such, should more than 25 tons of
inert waste (e.g. builders’ rubble, waste sand/soil) be levelled at the proposed facility,
permission needs to be obtained under the relevant municipal by-laws prior to the
said levelling. Should permission not be obtained, a waste management licence
needs to be obtained prior to the levelling occuring.

The EMPr must be ecsily occessible to the persons responsible for managing the
preposed activily consfruction and operation and the adherence to its conditions
must be sirictly monitored,

Please amend Goal 2: Poliution Confrol of the EMPr to state that the applicant is
responsible for the sourcing and management of the waste containers.

This Department reserves the right to revise its inifial comments and request further
information from you based on any information received,

Yours faithfully,

iy

LANCE MCBAIN-CHARLES
DEPUTY DIRECTOR: WASTE MANAGEMENT LICENSING

OATE 24136 [8

Page 2 of 2
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Western Cape
Government POLLUTION & CHEMICALS MANAGEMENT

REFERENCE: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/14

ENQUIRIES: G. Frantz

Attention: Ms NZ Loebenberg
Eco Impact Legal Consulting

P. O. Box 45070
Claremont Fax; 021 671 9976
7735 Email: gdmin@ecoimpact.cozo

PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE KLIPHOEK RIVER RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF FARM NO.
1196 AND FARM NO. 1996, VELDRIFT. Pre-APPLICATION BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT
{PrBAR).

The Directorate; Pollution & Chemicals Management (D: PCM) hereby acknowledges receipt of
the above-menticned application on the 12 May 2017. The D: PCM haos reviewed the above-
mentioned document and has the following comments:

. Development Set-back lines/ Floodline delineation

1.1 Floeding poses a high risk to developments along the banks of rivers/estuaries and ideally no
development should take place below the 1:100 floodine.

1.2 The report on Coastal set-back lines for the West Coast District uses the 5m above mean sea
level (amsl) contour as the development set-back line and the 10m amsi contour o depict the
flooding risk zone for a rural estuary setfing. These contours should be displayed on the site
development plan map in appendix B.

1.3 The D: PCM recommends thal the appicant considers developing all new/proposed
conservancy tanks or ablution blocks above the 10m amsl contour in order to minimize the
pollution impact during flooding events.

. Sewage Management
2.1 Given the sensifive environment of the Berg river estuary and close proximity of the resort 1o the
river, no French drains or “sook-aways' may be used on the site.
22 According to Section F.2(a) of the pre-application BAR, cll domestic effluent will be captured
in closed tanks for collection and disposal to the Velddrif Municipal WWTw,
The positions of these conservancy tanks and any existing historical tanks must be
updated/displayed on the map in appendix B.
st Floor, | Dorp Street, Cape Town. 5001 Private Bag X?0B6. Cape Town, 80O
tal: +27 21 483 2975 flox; +27 21 4833184 GunthacFrank@westemcape.gov.2a

www.wesiemcape.gov.za/eadp
|
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& CapeNature

SCIENTIFIC SERVICES

postal Private Bag X5014 Steflenbosch 7598
physical  Assegaaibasch Nature Reserve Jorkaershoek
website www.capenatire.co.za

enquiries  Alana Dulfell-Canbam

telephone 427 21 B56 8000  tax +27 21 866 1523

email aduffell-canham@capanrature,co.2a
reference  SSD14/206/1/8/1/1196-141196rem_Resort_Exp_Kliphoek
date 06 June 2017

Nicole Loebenberg
Ecolmpact

PO Box 45070
Claremont

7735

By email: admin@ecoimpact.co.za

Dear Ms Loebenberg

Re: Proposed expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort in portion 1 of Farm No. 1196 and
remainder of Farm 1196, Velddrif — Pre-application Basic Assessment Report.
DEA&DP ref: 16/3/3/6/7/1/F1/14/2210/16

CapeNature would like to thank you for the opportunity to comment on this application and
wish to make the following comments:

1. CapeNature has recently released the Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan
(WCBSP)' 2017 which replaces the Westem Cape Biodiversity Framework. The
products depict Critical Biodiversity Areas and Ecological Support Areas and provide
other information to be used in land and resource-use planning and decision-making.
This WCBSP should be used as a key informant when assessing the impacts of this
application. It should be noted that even areas that may appear to be degraded may be
of ecological importance or, for example, represent areas that may be flooded, even if
only intermittently.

2. The south bank of the Berg River represents an extremely rare and important
opportunity to conserve relatively undeveloped estuarine shores and land. Protecting
the southern banks of the river is of high importance as the Berg River is the most
important estuary on the West Coast of South Africa in terms of providing safe
breeding and nursery areas for many fish species. The estuary also provides important
breeding, feeding and roosting sites for several species of waterbirds.

! Geographic Information System (GIS) layers are available for download on the South African National
Biodiversity Institute’s BGIS website: hitp://bgis.sanbi.org/Projects/Detail/ 194 or for viewing on the Western
Cape Department of Agriculture’s CapeFarmMapper website:

hS 1 )

The Western Cape Nature Conservation Eoard tradng as CapoNature
Boand Mambars: As Mare McOmbring-Hodoes (Chalrparsan), Dr Cofin Johnson (Vice Chalrperscn). MY Mervyn Burton, Prof Damear Heodicks, Dr
Bruce MeKenzie, Ady Manda Mdiuctu, We Danie N, Prol Actray Redinghuis. Ay Faul Slack
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3. CapeNature has concerns regarding any new development or expansion of existing
development on the southem bank or within the Berg River estuary. Although there are
existing buildings within the Kliphoek Resort, in principle no new infrastructure is
supported within the 1:100 year flood line or 5m contour of the estuary (whichever is
greater).

4. From a terrestrial perspective, the site is generally quite degraded and even
transformed in places. However, as discussed in point 2 above, the ecological
importance of the Berg River estuary is high and any new infrastructure, particularly
within the river, should be clearly motivated for and the potential impacts should be
thoroughly investigated. The number of new jetties proposed is very high and it is not
clear why so many are required. Even though this section of the estuary has been
zoned for recreational use, the impacts of the additional jetties as well associated
boats on the ecology of the river should be considered in more detail. Potential impacts
could include impacts on water flow, sedimentation, water quality and fish breeding
areas as well as noise and other disturbance related impacts. An estuarine specialist
ecologist must be appointed to assess the impacts of the jetties, slipway and the
additicnal boat traffic that may arise as a result of the proposed development.

5. Bank erosion will also need to be addressed. There is already existing erosion and this
will increase with additional boating activities.

6. Impacts on birds are also of high concern. A more detailed description and needs
analysis of the proposed bird hide should be provided. An avifaunal specialist should
assess the potential impacts on birds that may result from the development including
additional walkers as well as the boat traffic around the study area.

7. Areas that are floeded, even if only intermittently., should be excluded from the
development propesal. This may include the proposed BMX track. These areas should
rather be allowed to naturally rehabilitate.

8. From the photographs and captions provided, it seems that some of the new cottages
are already being constructed. Please confirm if this is the case.

9. What is the purpose of the proposed dam that is to be built on an old quarry site?
10. The Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) currently provided is completely
generic with no reference to the importance of the Berg River estuary and protection

thereof. The EMPr must comply with the Berg River Estuary Management Programme
and all by-laws for the area,

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

Yours sincerely

Alana Duffell-Canham
For: Manager (Scientific Services)

The Western Cape Natre Conservalion Scard tradng as CapoNature
Boand Mambers: As Marle McOmibring-Hodoes (Chairpersan), Dr Cotin Johnson (Vice Chalrparscn), MY Menvyn Burton, Prof Demer Heodcks, Dr
Bruce McKanzie, Ady Manda Mdkatu, We Danie Nad, Prol Actrey Redinghuis. My Paul Slack
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15" June 2017
To: Eco Impact Legal Consulting (Pty) Ltd
PO Box: 45070
Claremont
South Africa
7735

For Attention: Nicole Loebenberg

RE: Proposed expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort on Portion 1 of Farm No. 1196
and Farm No. 1196, Velddrif

BirdLife South Africa would like to take this opportunity to comment on the Pre-
Application Basic Assessment Report (BAR), hereafter referred to as the BAR, for the
proposed expansion of the Kliphoek River Resort,

1. Additional specialist input/ assessment required, including estuarine habitat and
bird surveys:

As stated in the BAR, the proposed new jetties and bird hide fall within Estuarine and
Riverine Critical Biodiversity Areas (CBAs). However, what is not clear from the BAR,
is that other proposed facilities, such as the BMX Bike Trail and Camping Grounds,
are also located within the Estuarine and Terrestrial CBA network, respectively, The
existing resort and immediate area comprise elements of both the Estuarine and
Terrestrial CBA network, as well as small areas of degraded Terrestrial CBA network.

While it is understood that this site is already heavily transformed, it still forms part
of the Berg River Estuary floodplain, the extent of which is unique in the south-
western Cape, The vegetation within the site originally comprised xeric floodplain,
with smaller areas of halophytic floodplain, open pans, halophytic intertidal and
supratidal saltmarsh and it is likely that the remaining fragments of natural
vegetation conform to these vegetation types.

In order to better understand the impacts of the proposed expansion, and to allow
for the recommendation of alternative new facility/ unit locations with lower
environment impact, as well as the possibility of more focused mitigation works
{including terrestrial/ estuarine habitat rehabilitation and/ or restoration), there is a
requirement for specific surveys of the estuarine and riverine habitats; employing
the expertise of an estuarine specialist. The need for a terrestrial, botanical survey
appears less likely, but could be asked for at the discretion of the estuarine

BirdLife N \",B“_— Q
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Erosion has been identified as one of the key environmental issues faced by land
owners at the Berg River Estuary. Prolonged erosion causes irreversible soil loss over
time. Soil erosion not only involves the loss of land available for farming; the loss of
fertile topsoil and the reduction of soil productivity, but is also linked to serious off-
site impacts related to the increased mobilisation of sediment and its delivery to
rivers, causing siltation and pollution of our water resource.

BirdLife South Africa would like to offer our support going forward. As part of our
Western Cape Estuaries Conservation Project, land that is being considered for
Biodiversity Stewardship will undergo formal Biodiversity Site Assessments in
September this year, including estuarine habitat and bird surveys. We are working
with partners from the Western Cape Department of Agriculture on trialling several
soft-engineering erosion control options at key sites at the estuary, as part of an
evolving erosion control programme for the lower Berg River and would be happy to
share best practice and the detail of the recommended interventions,

We are also able to offer guidance around the bird hide proposal and the bird survey
requirements for the site, as well as being able to assist with additional bird and
biodiversity data.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or requests for further
information. Thank you for your consideration of the above points.

Kind Regards,
Giselle Murison
Project Manager: Western Cape Estuaries Conservation Project

BirdLife South Africa
m. 071 603 3845

e. giselle.murison@birdlife.org.za

BirdLife ) w— @
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The BMX bike trail is located within an Estuarine CBA and within relatively close
proximity to the river's edge. The trail should be re-lacated away from river, to
discourage disturbance to the river and wetland areas, and to allow for the possible
restoration of floodplain habitat in that location. It is assumed that BMX biking refers
only to low impact mountain biking, and not motor biking, to which there would be
strong objection. Even so, the suitability of a BMX biking trail in an estuarine
environment of such high conservation importance should be considered.

The building of additional units (most notably the 3 new units at 7 on the SDP) so
close to the river's edge is to be discouraged. New units should not be located in
front of development setback lines, or for estuaries, within a distance of 100m inland
of the high water mark; or at least not within 32m of a watercourse, measured from
the edge of the watercourse. Given the nationally recognized importance of this
estuary for conservation, proposals should look to comply with the relevant
legislation (i.e. ICMA; coastal setback lines etc.). It sets a poor precedent where
spatial planning and conservation action have been forward thinking in establishing
estuarine functional zones and setback lines to better protect sensitive ecosystems
like estuaries. These units should be relocated away from the river’s edge, in order
to maintain a more natural riparian profile and to preserve the remaining floodplain
habitat, which however degraded, is necessary for estuarine function and health.

Construction within the floodplain should be avoided, and the placement of the
proposed bird hide within the estuarine floodplain needs to be looked at carefully, to
avoid negatively impacting wetland habitat and to avoid disturbance to bird
populations. BirdLife South Africa would like to offer assistance in the placement of
the hide and/ or in surveying alternative locations with lower impact. Please see
additional offers of support below.

3) Establish bankside erosion control measures

While erosion is referenced amongst the potential impacts in the BAR, specific notice
should be given to the issue of bankside erosion. Development within the estuary
and floodplain at this site, as well as the associated disturbance from construction,
and the potentially higher levels of land and river-based recreational disturbance
{including wave action from boats), will contribute to bankside erosion. The current
points and causes of bankside erosion need to be identified and assessed, and
specific bankside erosion control measures put in place to mitigate for these effects
and to ensure that no new erosion takes place (as a result of any development/
associated disturbance). These may include reinforcing banks, through revegetation,
as well as the restoration and/ or rehabilitation of riparian and floodplain habitat.

BirdLife . w— &
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Estuary, including Kliphoek, to formally protect riparian land through Biodiversity
Stewardship, as part of our Western Cape Estuaries Conservation Project (as
referenced in the BAR, Page 17). It is hoped that the island, as well as other key areas
will receive formal protection through a biodiversity stewardship agreement.

However, in order to secure the long term viability of the island as a conservation
area, it needs to be sufficiently buffered and subject to minimal disturbance (both
from land and from water). An increase in disturbance from human activities, in or
adjacent the site, such as boating on the river, foot traffic, BMX biking, or noise etc,
may pose a threat to the birds of this site. Birds breeding and foraging in the
neighbouring wetlands, including the island, are likely to be affected and may be
forced out of highly disturbed areas.

Specialist survey input is required in order to assess the potential development and
associated disturbance impacts on the birdlife and biodiversity of the site, in order
that the integrity of the island and wider area (including the riparian edge and river),
as well as other nearby natural habitats be maintained and improved.

2) Reduction and re-location of proposed facilities, specifically, a reduction in the
number of proposed new jetties and the re-location of the 3 new units at 7, BMX
bike trail and potentially, the bird hide.

BirdLife South Africa would like to see a reduction in the number of proposed new
jetties (please note that proposed new jetties are in red in the SDP, not blue as
indicated in the key). We recommend that no new jetties be built in section f-t, and
that the site be re-assessed for a maximum of two new jetties in section u-y (for use
by campsite and caravan park), and section a-e. It is unclear as to why so many new
jetties are being proposed. Ideally, only a single access point/ area should be
allowed. This would help to monitor boat numbers and general recreational use of
the estuary, as well as reduce the disturbance footprint.

The proposed jetties fall within an Estuarine CBA, and therefore maintaining the
ecological integrity of the riparian and riverine area should be of paramount
importance. The photos provided in Appendix C, indicate that several of the sites for
new jetties comprise natural vegetation. Any loss of existing riparian habitat should
be prevented, and any negative impact on riparian vegetation should be mitigated
for through bankside habitat restoration/ rehabilitation. The reduction in the
number of proposed new jetties will help maintain a more natural riparian profile
and reduce soil erosion impacts by preserving a vegetated shoreline/ bank. The
presence of natural vegetation will also continue to provide habitat for foraging and
roosting birds.

BirdLife N \",B“_— Q
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specialist, once the initial surveys have taken place.

The value of the Berg River Estuary Important Bird and Biodiversity Area (IBA) is
described in the BAR, as are its threats. Specifically, the decline in waterbird
numbers due to alteration in habitat quality and other disturbances, Of particular
concern is the number of waterbird species which no longer have the numbers to
qualify under the IBA congregatory bird category, including several waterfow!
species relevant to this site. Previous surveys (and the photos provided) indicate that
the wetland area where the proposed bird hide and existing access trails are
situated, hereafter known as ‘the island’, comprises sedge marsh and pans, short
reed marsh, and likely halophytic floodplain and saltmarsh. Bird surveys carried out
on the island in 2000-2001, found this area of sedge marsh to be one of most
valuable in the floodplain, maintaining steady numbers and good diversity of
waterfowl| throughout the winter, and attracting large numbers of breeding
waterfowl during the breeding season, notably, with one of the highest recorded
waterbird densities of all habitat sites in the floodplain.

As stated above, specific surveys of the estuarine and riverine habitats must be
undertaken at the island {and across the whole site), particularly as regards the
placement of the bird hide (see concerns around proposed location of bird hide
below). In addition, the site, including the island, requires specialist bird surveys to
establish the current value of the area for birdlife, and to better evaluate the impacts
of the increased disturbance resulting from these proposed facilities. These surveys
should not be snapshot, once-off surveys, but must instead target periods of high
occupancy by, for example, migrant waders and breeding waterfow! (e.g.: previously
recorded peak numbers of these species groups have occurred in May-June, Oct-
Nov, Feb-March). Continued monitoring of the avian and botanical make-up of the
site, particularly the island, would also be required, during and post-construction.

Although not specific to the site, the bird monitoring carried out through the
Coordinated Waterbird Counts (CWAC — CWAC Site Berg River 7: Kliphoek River and
Floodplain 32491813 http://cwac.adu.org.za), as noted in the BAR (Page 18), will
provide valuable historical and current bird data, and should be used in conjunction
with the additional surveys.

It is unclear from this application whether the island is already zoned Open Space 3,
or if there is only the intention to do so. The land owner has expressed a willingness
to secure this land for conservation, via rezoning and/ or other means of formal
protection. This would be a positive step and one strongly supported by BirdLife
South Africa. We are already actively engaged with landowners at the Berg River

BirdLife X \"E"“‘ Q
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2.3 Comespondence of confirmation from the Municipality that there is sutficient capacity for the
removal of and disposal/treatment of sewage at the Municipal WWIW, must be included in
the final appiication,

2.4 In the event that the municipality cannot service the conservancy tanks (due to municipal
strikes or tanker truck breck downs etc.) the applicant must devise a contingency plan for the
oiternate sate pumping of the conservancy tanks. This confingency plan must be included in
the operafional phase of the EMP,

Please contact Gunther frantz at the contact details indicated, should you have any enquiries to
these commenis.

Yours faithful

Wina Kloppers
Director: Poliution & Chemicals Management

Date: ‘§3M Bl
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Our Ref: HM/WEST COAST/VELDDRIF/PORTION1 OF FARM 1196 & FARM 1196 .

Case No.: 16102413AS0608E

Enquiries: Andrew September ILifa leMveli |
E-mail: andrew.seplember@westerncope.gov.za Erfenls
Tel 021 483 9543 Heritage
Date: 03 Augus!t 2017

Nz Loebenberg

PO Box 45070

Claremont

7735

nicole@ecoimpact.co.zo

RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP: FINAL
In terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 199%) and the Western Cape
Provinclal Gazefte 6041, Notice 298 of 2003

NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP: PROPOSED EXPANSION OF KLUPHOEK RESORT ON PORTION 1 OF
FARM 1196 & FARM 1196, VELDRIFT, SUBMITTED IN TERMS OF SECTION 38(8) OF THE NATIONAL HERITAGE
RESOURCES ACT (ACT 25 OF 1999)

CASE NUMBER: 16102413AS0608E

The matter above has reference,

Heritage Westem Cape is in receipt of your application for the above malter received on 12 May 2017,
You are hereby nofified that, since there is no reason to believe that the proposed resort upgrade will
impact on heritage resowces, no further action under Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act
(Act 25 of 1999) is required.

However, should any heritage resowces, including evidence of graves and human burials,
archaeological material and poleontological material be discovered duing the execution of the
acfivities above, all works must be stopped immediately and Heritage Western Cape must be notified
without delay,

This letter does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining any necessary approval from any other
applicable statutory authority.

HWC reserves the right to request additional information as required,

Shoutd you have any further queries, please contact the official abeve and quote the case number.

faithfully

Mr Mxolisi Diamuka
Chief Execulive Officer, Herltage Western Cape

www.westerncape.gov.za/cas

Straatadres
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COMMENTS RECEIVED DRAFT BAR — 17 APRIL 2018

@ CapeNature

SCIENTIFIC SERVICES
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Ecolmpact

PO Box 45070
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By emal: adminiPecoimpact.coza

Diair Mis: Hensiook

Re: Proposed expansion of the Kiphosk River Aesor: In pordon 1 of Farm No. 1198 and
remainder of Farm 119, Velddrif — Dradt Basic Assessment Aepore
DEAADP red: 163387/ 1F1/142H V18

I'-Ia.l.lrnmi:li:-l:h:-ﬁarﬁ for the: opportunily bo comment on this ication and wish bo
Eiul'ufulm = aia

1. As statsd in the estuarine specialist report, the Bem Fecer estuary is considered ane of the
most impotant eshearies for comserration in South Africa. The eshsary has besn idendgfied
umlnwmtﬂlrdﬂnatﬂﬁshduuhudhghcmmm importance Tor fish,
inweriebrates and wegembton. The soush bank of the Bamg Aiver represemis an
rare and important opportunity o conserss relatively undeveloped esharine Soodplains

and land.
2. InprAncizle, duum“pg:anﬁmdﬁﬂmidmymhxdm
within the 1:1 confour of the estary — whichewsr is greater.

Mul.lghﬂm:n?"n: Hﬂhmuﬂmmtﬂ&umm“d}'mn
does sdll form part of the Berg Féver Estuary ficodplain and the remaining natural
wegalabion on sile is indicalive that the sie does siill function as a floodplain from me o
s, despits $ha impoundment of wadsr r up the Bemg Hiver calchment. The proposed
mkﬁ:ﬂlﬂﬁdﬁbunﬂu&nﬁhﬂklﬂdmﬁnﬂmmmm
aneas delemmined as estuarine and rverine Critical Biodivarsity Areas (CBAsS)

3. However, ws acknowisdge that most of the proposed development will be within areas
where there ars existing dishwbance foofprints and existing foundations and platforms for
fhe cottapes and joties wil be wsed 2= far as possibie. The landowner must stll be
prepaned b aocept that theee: is some Aooding risk and no: further hardsning or changes o
fhe meer fromtage area to reduos flooding sk will be supporied.

4. An important mitigation for the proposed dewsiopment is rehabiftation of dishebed areas
immediately after constnuction. dﬁmbmnlenﬂngﬂmbdmﬁmlda}mbn
addressed. Much greater detai in this. negand is reguined in the Emvironmental Management

Programme [EMPr).

T 'Woemen Taps Hebare Comermmor [eard mding o CaesNanrs
rica Menbere. Fro! [enes Hersdncks (1Chmpssson ), Prod Sevn Harevest o ko Crasgeso T, e Heras s llae S W Blaeoyr fumor, [r
Ziolin Jovmon, Pred Ay Heslinghuie, b Paul S
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5. Kliphosk is very important site for feeding and shelenng for wading binds and waterfosl
AMlfhough the eshsarine specialists are of the opinion that the additional oot and boat raffic
wil have a woy low impact, the number of boals and people should be monitored
aspecially during pesk ssason. Signage should be srected near the jeties encouraging

1o limit noise and reduce boat 5. Mo aoosss o the meer should be permitied

ore sunnse or afisr sunse? 1o limit dishecbance %o roosting birds. Direct acosss to the

pans, sedgs and reed marsh areas. must not be pemmitted and paths should be set wel

back from thess areas. Althcugh somes of these aeas degraded due fo the oumrent

dmmwﬂmmqwlﬂi:trmminumhgfm opamional

requirements need more dedal in the EMPr. The EMPr must comply with the Berg Hiver
Esmuary Managemsni Programme and all by- lwws for the area

. Hrnihmﬁmhmxidmmbh&dl‘ibuﬂmﬂjmﬂhplﬁbﬂm
bird Fida. The bird hide should be comstrucied according o BirdLife's best practics bind
hide building guidelines.

7. The adacent sensifve estarine CBAs should be formaly prolecied shrough Biodieersity
Stewardship. Stewardship mmu&uﬂurgﬁnﬂmwnﬂﬁ'hﬁngfﬂamdhy
EBrdlife 34 through hur ‘Western Cape Estuanes Conseration Projeol and
hrdmmdmddammhﬁdﬂ:mﬂﬁmguiﬁﬁﬂﬂadEmmm[FElu
cumantly being sstablished at the Arver Estuary and the landowners would be
stongly encouraged to bacome pant of the PE. At this siags, the stowardship agressment
should be at least & Bindivarsity Iﬂh‘l A with an associaled managsment plan. The

s

managasment plan should include abiitation and managament, sspecialy contral
of Plragmiles reeds, erosion management and prewantion and maonitaring of recreational
achritiss and number of visilors in sensitfee areas.

B. Al aooess tracks and roads must ba cleary dsmarcated and no off-road driving should be

mm:lmr&:hmuﬂl:ﬁhq:ﬂnl minimum {preferably only the one existing

8. Constnction of fhe new jefies should take place in the diy sesson. Camend is highly 1mic
fo aguatic fauna and planis and use thereof should be kept bo e absolube minmum. §

cament is required, ready mix should be used and no cement should be mixed within 30
metras of the mer.

10. The D Socoping Fepor contains table tded *Tabks 3: Commenis and Aesponses for pre-
applicaton phase”, However, no respomsss have been providad o the: comments. Cartain
issues hawe not been adeguaiely addressad including motation for new jattiss in addition
fo restoration of the existing jotbes.

11.Areas #hat ars flooded, even i -:nI inlermitantly, shoud bs esclided from the

development proposal. This may i the proposed BMEY track. Thess arsas should
rather b aliowed to naturaliy rehabifitass.

12. From the pholographs and captions providsd, it ssems $hat some of the new cofiages ane
already bsing consineied. Pleass confim if this is the cass.

13. W hat is the purpose of tha proposed dam that is o be built on an old quarnry sie?

Capebature resersas the right 1o revise inifal comments and request furiher infommation bassd on
any additional information $hat may b necefed.

¥ours sincensly

vl

Alana Dufiel-Canham
For Manapger (Scienific Sanioss)

T W Caps Habare Comervmior [eard mding o Caenianrs
i ety Prof Do Hendroka (Chaipeaon |, Frof Gevm Manessd i ko Cisigesn ), b baras s o S, M ey fueor, Or
Codin Jevean, Prel by Recdlinghuie, b Pl Ses
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DIRECTORATE: WASTE MANAGEMENT
ETIENNE ROUX
Etierne. Rouxwestemcane.gov.zo

ISRl TOGETHER,

e . — . . u

REFERENCE: | 9/2/5/3/F1/14/WLOOR3/18

The Members

Eco Impact Legal Consulting [Ply) Lt
PO Box 45070

CLAREMONT

7735

Tel: (021} 671 1650
Fax: (021] 671 9976

Emai: godmin@ecompoct.co 20
For attention; Ms Yolondie Henstock

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT (dBAR) FOR THE PROPOSED KLIPHOEK
RIVER RESORT EXPANSION ON PORTION 1 OF FARM 1196 AND FARM 11946, VELDDRIF

B The abavementionad dBAR (hereolter 'the Report’| dated 12 January 2018 and received
by the Department of Enviccnmental Affars and Development Flanning, Directorote; Woste
Monogement [hereafter ‘the Department’| an 17 April 2018, refers,

The Depariment hos reviewed the Repart and hos the folowing comments:

2.1 There is infarmation kicking n the dBAR, This relotes 1o section A [1) ond 2 [c). section B (5},
section D (3), 4], (5). |6] and (7). secticn F (4), |7] and (8), as well as mast of sectiors G and
section H which have nol been filed in, Kindly ensure that &l sechicns are filled in
appropnately

22 Kndy Ml in the amount of waste expected fo be generctad by the project duing the
operotional phase, on page 37, in the final BAR. Kinaly also confirm 1hat the Muricipality
has the capodity 10 occommodate the woste sxpected to be produced by this project

23 The EMPr states on poge 35 thot "Domestic wasle ne! suiatie for compost or bio eleciricily
generonion needs 1o be stared in skips for ransport 10 the LOCOT Authavities registered lonatfiy
ste'. Kindly elaborate on the mentioned compostng activity shoud It be envisoned that
compasting wil cecur at the Fociity.

24 Kindly provide more information relatad 1o the corservancy tanks to be usad on site, What
wil the size of these tanks be? Relaled to the expected amount of waste waler generoted.
aof what frequency wil the waste water be removeds How wil the ntegrty of Hhese
consarnvoncy fanks be ensurac?

I Hoor, AMerbwy House. § Risbeect Mheal, Capw Town, &0 Frivose Bag X984 Caps Town, 8000
fed: <27 21 483 8378 o +2T7 71 4B3 4435 Wew WMo aoe osv 2o/eodp
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=5 Fage 47 af P ERAPT $1ates Thed greund and surfacse woaler mariforing «il be done a5 per
the Deportment of Woier and Saritofon’s requiremants, Kindly elaborate on where fhis
mICnicing wil occos, o8 well o8 al whal Treguency. Wil any rmorfdaing accur in the wiciniby

of the conservoncy fanks?

a, The Deportment reserees the rght 1o revies its initiol comments ard reguest further
information fram you Basad on any Seeyr of evised niformsalion receved.

Tous Foithfully,

LAMCE MCESIN-CHARLES
CEPUTY DIRECTOR: WASTE MAMAGEMENT LICENEING

DATE: -;,c.ﬂ]lg.!l Iy

oot (1] P pArRete KOs [REpEaesh Fistiasncas) ol Eichcstnicstichoat cooo

Fage 2ol 2
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16" May 2018

To: Eoo Impact Legal Consulting |Pry) Lid
PO Bow: 43070

Clziremont

Spurth Africs

735

By emril: SOMINGHECOMpEE 60 75
For Astertion: Yolandle Hensiook

RE: Proposed expansion of the Eliphoek River B=sort on Portion 1 of Farm Mo, 1196
and Farm Mo. 1196, Vel ddrif — draft Basic Assecsment report

Biindl ife Sowsth Africa would like o take this opporiunity to comment on the draft
Basic Assezsment Report (BAR) for the proposed expansion of the Kliphoek River
Rezort. Reference is made throughout to the findings of the Estuarine Specialist
Study and Impact Assessment |ESSEIA).

1 Ag stated in the BAR and E55E18, the Berg River estuary is one of the most
important estuaries for consenation in South Africe, particularly with respect to its
fish and bind species, and the variety and extent of its composite estuarine
wegEiEtion typest,

2 In general, BirdLife Sowth Afric does not support the construction of buildings or
the development of any other hard infrastructure within the 12100 year flood line, or
estuarine functional zone | 5m oontowr line], whichewer is grester, and srongly
discoursges any boss of Critical Biodiversity Area (CBA).

3. Howsmwer, it is understood that the proposed developmernts ourtfined in the BAR
fall mosdy within existing development and disturbance footprings in an anea now
largely transformed; and that evisting foundations for the new oottages and jettes
will bee uzed 2= far 25 possibbe. The new developrments will still fall within an active:
floodplain area znd the landowner should be prepared to acoept that there is some
Thooding risk and that mo further hardening or changes to the river frontage o
reduce this risk will be supported.

P The Bedg Rbeer esluiary i fanked 3= in the Lop SO euarkes for o ton [n South Al (Turgde
#f ol 0T

Ad
Wil Laie 'I.I._Eq- i ’
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Rehsbilitstion of disturbed snd erodesd sress

4. Key mitigation for the proposed development is the rehabiliztion of disturbsed
arezs immediztely afosr construction and the prevention of amy nezative impects on
the remaining intact natural wepetetion. Moch more detail of these measunes is
required in the Ervironmerntal Manazement Programme [EMPri

5. The additicnal hardened infrastrocture at this site, the sssociated disturbance from
construction, including the loss of mature ripanan wegetztion, and the inoeased levels
of land and river-based recreational disoorbanos (including wave action from bogits)
will comtribute o bankside erosion. AMitigetion should also indude the immedizoe
refmbilitation of existing eroded areas. Erosion is scoelersting duee o drought
conditions, which have GQused massive dieoff of reed morsh and other natursd
riperizn wepeiztion, destabilzing banks and mobilising sediment, resulting in
incressed siltation and polluton of the mver Fb-uth of which wall be exacerbated by
constructon asctivities). Birdlife South Affic is ourmently exploring a River
hsimenance Plan for the estugry. & well as other means of implementing enosion
control options, in oollaboration with YWestern Cape Depariment of Sgmoafure Do)
amnd CapeMzture. The Dod has produced a report’ owtining best practice,
ervinomment@lly sound, soft-engineering techniques for bank stabilisation at the
estuary. The EMPr should include mitigation for the rehabilitation of existing erosion
arezs and should dresw from the interventions owtined in this report.

Monitoring and mitigation for increased recresticnal disturbamos

6. EKliphoek formes part of the Bens River Estuary Important Bird and Biodiversity Arez
[IB:A]). 3 site of Elobcl signifizncoe for the conservation of birds and their habitats, The
valu= of the Berpg Bieer Estusary 1BA is desoribed in the BAR. as ore its threats,
specifically. the dediine in waterbind rumbers due to slberation in hebitat guality znd
pither disturbanoes. OF particulzr conoemn is the numbsr of waterbird spedes: which
na longer haee the numbsers o qualify nder the IBA corgregatony biind category,

incl sding severzl waterfoed speces relevant to this sibe. Althowsh the ESSELA submit
that the additional foot and ozt traffic will hawe @ wery low impec, the number of
boats and people using the sSte and sumounding nafural areas showld be monitored,
especially during peak seszon. Sigrage should be =rected near the jetties znd other
inrformation materizl should be made available, to make pecple 3we=r= of the
conservation value of Kliphoek and the estuary, sand o encourage people to reduce

“H Eing. b7 Losssr Barg Alved = neparl meparding proposed Bank stabilistos techalguees. WA Dt
of Agriculbure

ivd A "
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nioize and disturbanoe impacts. Ko acoess to the river should be permitted before
sunrise oF afber sunset to limit disturbenoe to roosting birds. Monitoring of the avian
ard botanical make-up of the development site, river chanmel and esthuanine CBA
immediztely to the north jwhere the proposed bird hide is loczted ). before, during
and post-construction, shouwld be reguired. Detzils of monitoring should be induded
in the ENPr and should diraey from BirdLife Soarth Africa’s best practice monitoring
guidelines. In general, operstionz] requirements need more deszil inthe EMPr.

7. The adjacent estuzrine CBA comprises sedse marsh znd pans, reed marsh and
szitrmarsh, and supports high numbers and diversity of waterfowl throughout the
winter, in nor-drought conditions, notzbly, with one of the highest recorded
waterbind densities from the floodplzin area. Together with the river channel itself,
these sites also support s=veral Species of Consermtion Concern, induding the
threatened Africn Marsh Harrier and Eastern White Pelican. Mo dired sooess to the
p=ins, secise and larger reesd marsh areas showld be allowed, and paths must be set
well back from these areas and dearly demanczted. Uze must be made of existing
paths where possible. Aocess to this ares muest be on foot only, and restriced to
these paths to prevent tramipling of wegetation and additional disturbance. Although
soimee of these arezs appear degraded due to the current drought situation,. they will
likely recover after rain if not disturbed. While ackrnaowledging that most of these
birds have generally wide distribution ramges, it is still of concern that they might be
exnduded from this area. The Berg Fiver estuarny is 2 sanctuary for waterbinds, one of
the primary reasons for its high conservation importEnoe. Estuarine CBAS are ey
arezs for foraging, breeding and roosting waterbircs ard warrant protection.

B. The desizn, placement ard constrsction of the proposed bird hide reguires careiul
consideration to avoid negatrrely impading sensitive estuarine habitat and to
prewvent disturbance to bird populations. BindLife South Africa is able to offer
assistamoe in the placement and build of the hide. Hide construction should adhere
tos BirdlLife Sourth Africs’s best practios puidelines?

Formal protecticn of key biodiversity aress

5. With the loss of CBA and natural riparian wepetation within the development
footpring, and the threat of increased disturbance, the adjaosnt estuarine CBA
should be =fepuarded, 2= it comprizes intact esuanine habizt of high conservation
valwe. South Africa’s estuaries nemein some of the most threatensed ecosystemn types

oA puide w build usiversally accessible bind hides Bips Seeeres Bipdlilc org cadpublicatim s Tegi s g -
bard-hid=s

Tivd o '
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ir the country® and the Berg River estuarine sind flcodplain areas require at least
partiz] protection in order to reach its biodneersity protection @ngets. There is
therefore national and provincial imperstive to drive formal protection and active
conserdation at this estugry. The sdjaoent sensitive estuanine CBA should be formallby
protected throwsh Biodiwersity Stewardship. BindLife South Afric is curmesrthy
fadliating Stewandship agreements gt the Berg Brver estuary through our Western
Caipe Estuaries Conservation Project and may be contacted in this regard. The
stewandship sgreement should be 2t least 3 Biodiversity Spreement with tithe deed
endorsements and an associzted Management Plan. It should be noted however,
that = Protected Environment [PE] is osmmenthy being extablished at the Berp River
estuary and the landowmners would be strongly encouraged to become part of the PE,
whiich offers higher protection status and greater benefits for Gndowmners

10. A stewsrdship Management Plan ssould indude habitzt rehabilitaton and
management of natursl aress, induding reed |(Phrogmites) management, erosion
contmol and prevention inberventions, mongonng of reoestional activities and visioor
riumbers, estuarine and termestrizl vegetation surveys, as well ss monitoring of bird
numbers and bird and plant spedes diversity.

Crthasr

11 The summary of the public participation process contzins 3 table tided “Table 3:
Comments and Responses for pre-applietion phass”. Howssver, no responses hanee
been provided to the commerts. Certain issues hawve not been adequabely addressed
inclsding motivation for new jetties and the nes dam.

Please do not hesitate to oontact me with any questions or nequests for further
informration. Thank you for your consideration of the abowe points.

Kind Regards,

Gizelle Murison

Project Manager: Western CGpe Estuaries Consenation Project
BirdLife South Africa

m. 071 603 3845

e mizelle murison @ birdife ore. za
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Yolandie Henstock

From: Daretha Kotze <dkotre@wod moo 23s

Sent 24 April 2018 (417 PM

To: admin@acoimpactcoza

@ Collzborate Maloox

Subject Draft BAR: Expansion of the Kiphosk River Resort, Remainder and Portion 1 of Farm 1156, Division M mesbury, Bengrivier Municipafity

Ref: 13/2/12/5/1

ATTENTICN: Yolandie Henstock

adam

I refier o your |etter dated 13 April 2016 and the Draft BAR for the application.

The Wiest Coast District Municipaiity submitted comments on the Pre-Application BAR via emailon 14 June 2017 [seebelow). These have not been induededinthe
Comments and Responses Report for the Pre-Application phase contgined in the Draft BAR. Eco Impactis requested to consider and respond to these comments and
include them inthe relevant documents.

Regards

Doretha Kotze

Siads- en Streek beplannerTown and Regional Planne
Weskus Districsmunis ipaliteit

Langstraat 58 Long Street

Posbus 242 PO Box

MOORREESBURG 7310

Tel 022 433 882

West Coast District Municipality
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From: Doretha Kotie

Sent: 14 June 2017 03:27 PM

To: 'admin@ ecoimpact.co.z3'

Ce: Collaborate Mailbox

Subject: Pre-Application B&R: Expansion of the kiphosk River Resort, Remainder and Portion L of Farm L1196, Division Malmesbury, Bergrivier Municipality

Ref: 13/2/12/5/1
ATTENTION: NZLOEBENBERG
Madam

L. Irefertoyour letter dated 12 May 2017 and the Pre-Applcation BAR for the 2bove-mentioned proposal. The West Coast District Municipaity's comments zre s2t
out below.

1. Theproposed development is stusted within the Berg River Estuary and IBA. AN jetties [existing and proposed new jetfies) must be applied for. Being situated
below the Hizh Water Mark [HWM), alljetties must be registered and |eased viz CapeNature,

3. Alinew jetties must be designed to float to prevent erosion and the least environmental damage and impact onthe environment. Jetties must be easily remavable
with limited impact on the estuary and river bank.

4, Bergrivier Municipalty doss not provide 3 waste colettion s2rvice to the famn and 2l solid waste generated by Kiphosk River Resort must be handled, stored,
transported and disposed & & registered municipa waste disposal facifty. Costs in thizregand to beborne by the developer. To prevent any impact on the natur!
environment and the Berg River, no solid waste may beindinerated, buried or dispozed on thefarm,
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5, No permits, icences from any organ of state, Including service letters from Bergrivier Munizipslty, the Depariment of Water and Santafon Water Use
Pemit/Licence, wereincluded in therepart,

8. Water supply and demand were not adequately addressed especialy regarding daiy requirements for the vernizht accommodation facities during peak season
and haliday periods [summer}. Proof must be provided that the municipaity will be in 2 position to supply in the water requirements of all proposed facilties at
the Klighosk River Resort, expecialy during fimes of drousht and level 4 water restrictions, Atemztive measures to reduce wster demand (reusing or recycing of
Zrey wter) was notexplored n the Repart, Possibie utiisztion of grey water from showers for reuse in tolets should be investizzted, sswel 3 ramwter
hanvesting

7. Inorder to become energy efficent the use of aternafve /renewsble energy sources [solar panels for lighting and geysers, te) must be miestizted,

B, Details on the Wastewster Treatment Systems/Septic Tanks are lacking and werenat adequately addressed or indicated on the maps, Specialst reports werels
nat included. Confrmation from the municipaity needsto be provided regarding regular pumping of septic tanks and disposslof effiuent at the nearest municips!
Waste Water Treztment Works,

8 Thessting sipway must be registered 33 Pubic Boat Launch Ste (PBLS| as it currently provides scoess to Cozstl Public Property and the Berg River
Estuary. Since the sipuay iz being ufiized by the general public, 2 PELS Operstional Management Plan needs to be compled.

10, monder to secure theslipway a5 public accessto Coastal Public Property, the developer of the property must register & publcacess senvitudeinfavour of
Bergrivier Municipality 33 part of the application 3s required by Section 16(8) ofthe Integrated Cosstal Manzgement Act,

11, Bergrivier Municipality 1z the process to gazette 3 by-aw for bogting related acfities on the water surfzce of the Berg River Estuzry. Theresort should, 3t 3l
times, 2ssict with education and awareness regarding the Gierg River Estuzry By /2w by informing visitors 2t the resort of the bi-aw and the heaith and safety
aspectsrelated to bosting in the estuary. The resort should also assist in the fssuing of boat foences ouer weskends and after hours toslvisitors. The relewant
siznaze, whichwil be provided by the municipality, toeducated & visitors of the health and safety fssuss, must be erected atthe resrt

12, &lien vegetation and erzdication/mantoring on the property must be addressed in terms of the Kationa! Environmenta Management Blodiiers ty At [ NEMBAJ.

Regards

Doretha Kotze

Stads- en Sheek beplannenTown end Regional Plannes
Wesk s Distriesmunis ipaliteit

Langstrast 58 Long Strest

Posbus 242 PO Box

MOORREESBURG T30

Tel 022433 8523

West Coast District Municipalty
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