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PO Box 9187 

George 

6530 

andrewwest@isat.co.za   
 
Attention: Mr Andrew West 
 
CONSULTATION IN TERMS OF THE NEMA FOR EVALUATION OF A DRAFT BASIC 

ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OF A HOUSING 

DEVELOPMENT WITH ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE ON FARM RUYTE VALLEY No. 25 

PORTION 95, SEDGEFIELD, KNYSNA MUNICIPAL AREA 

 
DEA&DP Reference #: Unknown 
 

CapeNature, as custodian of biodiversity in the Western Cape1, would like to thank you for the 

opportunity to comment on the proposed Draft Basic Assessment Report (DBAR) with 

appendices and wishes to make the following comments. Please note that our comments only 

pertain to the biodiversity related impacts and not to the overall desirability of the application.  

 

The following information describing the proposed actions were extracted from the documentation 

supplied by the consultant, with the extent of development illustrated in Figure 1: 

 

“1.2 Proposed Activity Description 

 

The envisaged development is for 90 to 102 Residential II units as well as private and public open 

space. The total property size is 7,822ha with the density of units within acceptable standards 

and according to planning policy. 

 

The area under application is currently vacant. The site is part of the old parallel dune system of 

the Sedgefield coastline. Vegetation cover is mixed alien invasive vegetation between some 

remnants of the dune thicket vegetation found just south of the property. A specialist Biodiversity 

Study has been completed with respect to the vegetation on site. 

                                                           
1 Section 9, Western Cape Nature Conservation Board Act 15 of 1998 

BIODIVERSITY CAPABILITIES 
postal Private Bag X6546, George, 6530 

physical 4th Floor, York Park, Building,  

York Street, George, 6530 

website www.capenature.co.za  

enquiries Colin Fordham 

telephone +27 87 087 3058 fax +27 44 802 5313 

email  cfordham@capenature.co.za  

reference 14/2/6/1/6/4_KNY/205/95_2019/CF021 

date 30th August 2019 

 

mailto:andrewwest@isat.co.za
http://www.capenature.co.za/
mailto:cfordham@capenature.co.za


Page 2 of 7 
The Western Cape Nature Conservation Board trading as CapeNature 

Board Members: Prof Denver Hendricks (Chairperson), Prof Gavin Maneveldt (Vice Chairperson), Ms Marguerite 

Loubser, Mr Mervyn Burton, Dr Colin Johnson, Prof Aubrey Redlinghuis, Mr Paul Slack 

 

The development application has undergone various iterations in terms of the layout planning in 

order to accommodate sensitive vegetation areas and to provide sufficient ecological corridors 

as indicated. These will be presented in the section on Alternatives relating to the Basic 

Assessment Report (BAR) and in the attached layout plans in Appendix 2. 

 

The property has been earmarked for urban development for the past 20 years in various 

Structure Plans, Guide plans and Spatial Development frameworks of the past. Presently, the 

Spatial Development Framework for Knysna 2017, like all the preceding spatial plans, also 

earmarks the site as urban land within the urban edge. 

 

In 2000, the then Department of Planning and Local Government and Housing approved a 

residential development on the site consisting of 125 group housing units and facilities associated 

with a retirement estate. At the time the then Department of Environment and Cultural Affairs also 

issued a positive Environmental Authorisation (ROD) for the development. The rights were not 

implemented and have subsequently lapsed.” 

 

 
Figure 1: A map illustrating the preferred alternative layout 

 

According to Mucina and Rutherford2, and Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan (WCBSP 

2017)3, the vegetation unit which would be affected by the proposed development is the 

Vulnerable Southern Cape Dune Fynbos (Poorly Protected) (Figure 2). This vegetation unit is 

not listed as a threatened ecosystems in terms of the National Environmental Management: 

                                                           
2 Mucina, L. & Rutherford, M. C. (EDS) 2006. The Vegetation of South Africa, Lesotho and Swaziland. Strelitzia 19. South African 
National Biodiversity Institute, Pretoria. (revised 2012) 
3 Pence, G.Q.K. 2017. The Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan: Technical Report. In Prep. Western Cape Nature Conservation 
Board (CapeNature), Cape Town. 
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Biodiversity Act, 2004 (Act No. 10 of 2004) (NEM: BA). The conservation target for this specific 

vegetation type is listed as 36% of its original extent.  

 

 

Figure 2: Map of the Farm Ruyte Valley No. 206 Portion 95, showing the vegetation units 

and the conservation status as per the WCBSP (2017) 

There are no known drainage lines on site however according to the National Freshwater 

Ecosystem Priority Area (NFEPA) 4 the Groenvlei Lake ecological functional zone extends into 

the south eastern section of the site (Figure 1 and 2). According to the WCBSP the proposed 

activities will impact terrestrial and estuary Critical Biodiversity Area (CBA) 1 CBA areas are 

defined as: “Areas in a natural condition that are required to meet biodiversity targets, for species, 

ecosystems or ecological processes and infrastructure.”. CBA objectives are: ”Degraded areas 

should be rehabilitated. Only low-impact, biodiversity-sensitive land uses are appropriate.” 

 

                                                           
4 Nel, J.L., Murray, K.M., Maherry, A.M., Petersen, C.P., Roux, D.J., Driver, A., Hill, L., Van Deventer, H., Funke, N., Swartz, E.R., 
Smith-Adao, L.B., Mbona, N., Downsborough, L. & Nienaber, S. (2011). Technical Report for the National Freshwater Ecosystem 
Priority Areas project. WRC Report No. K5/1801. 
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Figure 3: Map showing location of Farm Ruyte Valley No. 206 Portion 95 relative to WCBSP 

(2017) data. 

The reasons for WCBSP delineation are primarily from a watercourse/water resource protection 

aspect with some vegetation reasons, all of which are listed below: 

 Southern Cape Dune Fynbos (VU) 

 Swartvlei (Core) Estuary 

 Water source protection- Swartvlei; 

 Watercourse protection- South Eastern Coastal Belt. 

 

Following a review of the application and appendices, and given the above mentioned sensitivity 

of the site, CapeNature would like to make the following comments/recommendations: 

 

1. CapeNature would like to also remind the landowner that in terms of the Conservation of 

Agricultural Resources Act, 1983 (Act No. 43 of 1983) (CARA), landowners must prevent the 

spread of alien invasive plants on the property. The level of alien infestation is therefore not 

be seen as reducing the sensitivity of a site, nor is the subsequent removal of alien vegetation 

from a property regarded as a mitigation measure due to this is being a legal requirement. 

Infestation by alien plants does not necessarily mean that an area is not important for 

biodiversity as some vegetation types are particularly prone to invasive alien infestation, but 

may recover when cleared of alien vegetation. The EAP needs to take cognisance of this fact 

in all statements regarding mitigation and determination of the No-Go Alternative impact. 

The landowner is legally required to remove all alien plants from the farms and therefore the 

No-Go Alternative has to take this into account. Feasibility of such removal operations are not 
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consider either, as there are state assisted programmes in place to assist landowners who 

do not have the financial resources to remove alien plant species. 

 

2. In addition to CARA, in terms of the Alien and Invasive Species Regulations, NEM: BA, 2014, 

specific alien plant species (e.g. Acacia cyclops) are either prohibited or listed as requiring a 

permit; aside from restricted activities concerning, inter alia, their spread, and should be 

removed. All alien trees present on the properties should be removed as they are a propagule 

source for further spread of invasive alien plants. It should also however be noted that 

although brush cutting vegetation is permissible, the frequency of such activities should not 

exceed thresholds that would result in the succession of the vegetation unit. 

 

3. CapeNature recommends that any indigenous vegetation that requires removal be rescued 

and used for rehabilitation purposes. CapeNature would like to reiterate that all endangered 

species or protected species listed in Schedules 3 and 4 respectively, in terms of the Western 

Cape Nature Conservation Laws Amendment Act, 2000 (Act No. 3 of 2000) may not be picked 

or removed without the relevant permit, which must be obtained from CapeNature. This is 

also to ensure that rescued plant material is accounted for and used in the rehabilitation or 

relocation process. To obtain such permits please contact the relevant Conservation Services 

Officials at the George CapeNature Regional Office or use the following website address 

http://www.capenature.co.za/permits-information/.  

 

4. Has the Breede Gouritz Catchment Management Agency (BGCMA) be contacted to 

determine what type of approval is required in terms of the National Water Act (Act No. 36 of 

1998). This type of approval could potentially vary from a General Authorisation to a Water 

Use License Application (WULA), in terms of Section 21 (c) and (i) of the National Water Act 

(Act No. 36 of 1998). It is likely that a WULA will be required due to the sewage systems 

proposed. 

 

5. CBA regions are areas delineated that are in a natural condition that are required to meet 

biodiversity targets, for species, ecosystems or ecological processes and infrastructure. As 

stipulated in the Land Use Advice (LUA) Handbook (Pool-Stanvliet et al. 2017)5 although the 

Farm selected may have undergone a level of disturbance, this cannot be used as motivation 

for establishing of a settlement within CBA areas. It should be noted that it is the landowner’s 

responsibility to ensure his property is suitably maintained at a level consistent with LUA 

guidelines and legislation. The loss of the CBA on the site will therefore further compromise 

conservation targets (which are primarily related to the presence of Groenvlei). Could the EAP 

discuss this development in context with the CapeNature LUA guideline document (Pool-

Stanvliet et al. 2017)? Reference to this document was not found within the documentation. 

 

6. According to Parsons (2009)6 as well as Parsons and Vermeulen (2017)7 Groenvlei is mostly 

surface water fed and therefore CapeNature remains highly concerned regarding the quality 

and quantity of any surface area runoff, that may come from this proposed change in landuse. 

The following concerns need to be addressed accordingly: 

                                                           
5 Pool-Stanvliet, R., Duffell-Canham, A., Pence, G. & Smart, R. (2017). The Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan Handbook. 

Stellenbosch: CapeNature. 
6 Parsons R.P. (2009). Is Groenvlei really fed by groundwater discharged from the Table Mountain Group Aquifer? Water SA 35 (1) 

657-662. https://doi.org/10.4314/wsa.v35i5.49425 
7 Parsons R.P. & P.D. Vermeulen (2017) The hidden hydrology of Groenvlei, a lacustrine wetland on the southern Cape coast of 

South Africa Water SA 43 (1) http://dx.doi.org/10.4314/wsa.v43i1.07 

http://www.capenature.co.za/permits-information/
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6.1. The stormwater management plan states that on the 1:2yr flood will be accommodated 

and doesn’t provide additional detail regarding how the development is proposing to 

accommodate larger rainfall events? 

 

6.2. What measures are proposed to mitigate for the potential change in water quality?  

 

6.3. There is mention of stormwater attenuation ponds, yet no illustrations are provided 

regarding where these are to be located? 

 

6.4. CapeNature will also require assurances regarding the layout of the sewage system as 

the organisation will not approve of any layout that can threaten the water quality of 

Groenvlei via a potential sewage spill. The property naturally drains towards Groenvlei, 

can the engineers not potentially bury sewage pipelines in such a manner that all sewage 

drains away from Groenvlei to prevent any such potential spills occurring? 

 

7. The following comments are based on the Faunal Vegetation and Landscape connectivity 

study and its findings: 

7.1. CapeNature concurs with the Figure 3 of the study. These are illustrated corridors and 

pathways recommended, but this does not appear to have been considered in the 

preferred layout plan? 

 

7.2. Can the author provide comment regarding how the site is proposed to be fenced and 

what impact this may have on the connectivity of the corridors? 

 

7.3. Can the author provide management guidelines that should be implemented for each 

corridor. 

 

7.4. CapeNature has record of several faunal species (in particular otters) making use of that 

corridor. Given the extent of the neighbouring development (to the south) can the author 

comment on the cumulative impact that this development will have on the faunal 

movement corridors that currently exist. This impact is very important given how this 

development has not yet been approved, while the southern development has been 

approved. 

 

7.5. It should be noted that the dune area to the south of the neighbouring property has been 

classified as a reactive biodiversity stewardship site, is there any way that the corridors 

can align with that section and Groenvlei? 

 

To conclude, without the additional details requested CapeNature cannot make an informed 

opinion regarding this proposed development. In addition to which it is unclear if there is 

synchronisation of the NEMA and WULA processes, however this will be for the Competant 

Authorities to decide. CapeNature reserves the right to revise initial comments and request further 

information based on any additional information that may be received. 

 

Yours sincerely 
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Colin Fordham 

Landscape Conservation Intelligence Manager – Landscape East 


