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Information and Background  

T Duvenhage opened the meeting and presented on the background of the project as well as the relevant processes 

and procedures (see attached presentation).   

Questions and Discussions 

Definition of maintenance and the environmental authorisation process –  

 

M Christie: How do you define maintenance.  

 

T Duvenhage: In terms of the National Environmental Management Act (NEMA, Act 107 of 1998) the definition of 

maintenance is activities performed to keep a structure or system functioning or in service on the same location, 

capacity and footprint. 

 

J Watson: Are we allowed (as homeowners) to move the sand by ourselves.   

 

T Duvenhage: Homeowners would be allowed to undertake sand maintenance once the authorisation is in place. 

Do note, that any illegal removing of sand before the process is finalised may have a negative impact on the process, 

so we ask that the community please refrain from doing sand maintenance while this application process is 

underway.  

 

R Schenk: When is environmental authorisation applied for and how long would it take under normal circumstances 

to get it? Am I correct in thinking that within total framework of this authorisation the homeowners would be able to 

do basic sand maintenance activities? And once all of this is complete, what authority do we apply to, to have the 

sand removed and how long would it take from when we submit this "application" to the holder to get their approval?  

 

T Duvenhage: Once a formal application is submitted to the competent authority (the Sarah Baartman Office of the 

Provincial Department of Economic Development, Environmental Affairs and Tourism, or DEDEAT) then the 

timeframes as per slide 13 of the presentation will apply. After the authorisation is in place, the process will require 

that homeowners to submit a method statement (MS) detailing the work to be done to the relevant authority 

(DEDEAT) for approval before commencement of any activities. Although the authorities are regulated to give 

feedback within 14 days of a submission, this process is not regulated, and it would be safe to assume that a 30-

day period can be allowed for receiving a response. 

 

P Eve: My understanding is that once Aurecon is done with the process we will have a 5-year maintenance plan 

where we don’t apply every week to remove sand provided we work within the framework, then we can do this within 

this framework, then DEDEAT will monitor the activities and you must behave lawfully. I have a question in that 

many homeowners want to sell their properties and are now forced to do environmental impact assessments (EIAs) 

because of their proximity to the highwater mark. Can you refer me to someone who can assist?  

 

T Duvenhage: Your question is relevant as this single application deals with multiple applications in many areas, 

as allowed in the NEMA Regulations. During the site visit similar question was posed and DEDEAT has confirmed 

that multiple properties may be combined in a single submission. You may approach DEDEAT (Sarah Baartman 
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Office) for a list of environmental assessment practitioners (EAPs) who can assist with this, as Aurecon cannot 

market during this process. Also, DEDEAT will not advise you on who you must use but will supply you with a list of 

EAPs working in the jurisdiction of the relevant office. 

 

C Christie: This is good, but I have a concern regarding changing regulations. There will be reviews every 5 years 

but who will do it and will a change in the regulations not affect the validity of the document?  

 

T Duvenhage: The acceptance and treatment of an authorisation would be under the regulation it was authorised.  

In the end the authorisation is a legally binding which stays valid. Environmental authorisations can also be 

amended, but the process is determined by the competent authority. Do note, that the municipality cannot authorise 

any activities regulated under NEMA (Act 107 of 1998).  

 

C Engelbrecht: Taking the three critical dates into consideration, if everything goes right the homeowners can 

expect the environmental authorisation to be in place within the 1st quarter of 2020?  

T Duvenhage: Yes, that is the envisioned timeframe. Ndlambe will be the holder of the authorisation, but 

homeowners can then request delegation to do sand maintenance on their properties and then continue as per the 

process of submitting a method statement to DEDEAT (Sarah Baartman Office) before commencing activities.  

 

Exclusions and Limitations –  

 

R Clayton: Are homeowners allowed to remove invasive alien vegetation if its growing in your immediate area or 

is it a function of the municipality? 

 

T Duvenhage: Please note that for the management plan, the planting of vegetation will be included for dune 

stabilisation purposes, where appropriate, but not the removal of vegetation, as it may open loopholes for clearance 

of indigenous (non-invasive) vegetation, which can be problematic. It will be difficult to make the distinction between 

non-invasive and invasive vegetation for clearing purposes and a botanist would have to do it in each case. Thus, 

we are reducing the risk with this project by excluding bush-clearing.    

 

Emergency situations –  

  
M Christie: How do you get a permit for properties immediately under threat? 

 

T Duvenhage: The NEMA Regulations, under Section 30A, defines a process where an authorisation can be given 

by the relevant competent authority (DEDEAT) where a situation that has arisen suddenly that poses an immediate 

threat (or emergency) will result if action is not taken. Aurecon has completed 5 applications which were authorised 

under Section 30A in the Eastern Cape. This specific case has been reviewed by DEDEAT, recommendations were 

made and not followed, therefore in terms of the NEMA definition cannot be considered an immediate threat. As 

DEDEAT is the competent authority their position cannot be debated, but if it is declared a disaster, i.t.o. the Disaster 

Management Act (Act 37 of 2002) then Section 30A may apply. We can discuss the details referring to this case 

outside this meeting, if necessary.  

 

T Fincham:  Can’t we have someone on the ratepayer’s association to "authorise" these types of emergencies as 

there were specific cases where cars are inundated with sand in parking areas, but we were unable to move them 

as the authorities did not want to give us permission to move the sand.   

 

T Duvenhage: I cannot comment on that specific situation as I don’t have the details available. However, as 

mentioned earlier, there is a NEMA Section 30A process you can follow in case of emergencies. Note that the 

municipality cannot authorise activities under NEMA, but if there is a real emergency then this request should go to 

DEDEAT preferably via the Disaster Management Division (Directorate: Community Protection Services). Also, the 

definition of an emergency in the Disaster Management Act (Act 37 of 2002) differs with that of the NEMA 

regulations. But if you get a Maintenance Management Plan (like which was done recently for the Nelson Mandela 

Bay Municipality, then maintenance on existing infrastructure is authorised.  
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Specific Interventions Proposed 

 

C Hunter: I have been involved over 50 years in sand dune stabilisation project for various sites, including in Cape 

Town. On one site we planted the invasive marram grass species (Ammophila arenaria) on the main dune and it 

turned out to be part of the solution. Taking my experience of over 50 years into consideration, I believe that one of 

the most effective ways to stop dune movement is water. Is it legal at all to pump / spray heavy droplets of seawater 

from estuaries or the ocean on the days when there are huge windstorms to stop the sand from moving? This can 

be done only in the affected areas, but it would certainly be effective.  

T Duvenhage: I am not aware of the concept but would be interested to look at it as a possible intervention. 

Considering the volumes of water required, you would have to have significant infrastructure and create a sump to 

extract the water, this is likely to require specialist studies to assess the ecological impact on the marine 

environment. It could possibly work, but it would have to go through a separate environmental impact assessment 

(EIA) process. Maybe Johan can comment from an engineering perspective. 

J de Wet: I.t.o. infrastructure considerations you would need a pump and electricity and you would need 

infrastructure which would be able to accommodate the movement of the sea, but it is a very interesting proposal 

to look at.  

T Duvenhage: We can discuss this outside this meeting.  

 

K Sheard: In June 2007 we have gone through a previous process already (as per the documents we gave you 

today). What happens to this authorisation now?  

 

T Duvenhage: I don’t have the background but looking at this authorisation which was issued i.t.o. the NEMA 

Regulations of 2006. Since then, these Regulations have been repealed and replaced with 2 sets of Regulations 

You would have been issued a record of decision (RoD) which is very rigid in terms of timeframes. I would 

recommend submitting an MS to DEDEAT saying exactly what you want to do. Since the Regulations of 2010 you 

can extend any authorisation.  

 

Way forward –  

 

T Duvenhage: The minutes of the meeting as well as the presentation will be circulated to all registered IAPs and 

you will be kept informed w.r.t. the environmental authorisation process. Please contact us if you require any 

clarification or would like to add comments / proposals. Also note that as a registered IAP you can comment on the 

documents which will be submitted to the authority (DEDEAT) as part of this process.  

 

Meeting closed.  

 

 
 

Next meeting: TBA 


