N2 WILD COAST TOLL HIGHWAY PROJECT
MINUTES OF AUTHORITIES COORDINATION
COMMITTEE MEETING NO. 3

Date:

25 January 2017

Time:

11h30

Venue: Msikaba Conference Room, Wild
Coast Sun
No.
1.

Item
OPENING AND WELCOME

1.1

Opening
Mr Drew (NMA Effective Social Strategists) opened the meeting and welcomed attendees.
Refer to the attached attendance register for a list of attendees

1.2

Apologies
Apologies were given for Ms Lutsch (Department of Environmental Affairs – Biodiversity and
Conservation - DEA), Mr de Villiers (Eastern Cape Department of Economic Development,
Environmental Affairs and Tourism - DEDEAT), Mr Bester (Department of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries - DAFF), Mr Lucas (Department of Water and Sanitation - DWS), Ms Thompson
(Department of Mineral Resources - DMR), Mr Mokhanya (Eastern Cape Provincial Heritage
Resources Authority – ECPHRA), Ms Dunywa (OR Tambo District Municipality - ORTDM), Ms
Geach and Mr Mapiya (Eastern Cape Parks and Tourism Agency - ECPTA) and Mr McLachlan
(SANRAL).

2.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

2.1

The agenda was adopted as a suitable guide for the proceedings of the meeting without any
amendments or additions.

3.

PROGRESS UPDATE ON N2 WILDCOAST TOLL HIGHWAY PROJECT - (SANRAL)

3.1

Presentation:

Action

Mr Gibberd (SANRAL) gave an update on what had happened on the project since the last ACC
meeting and the process going forward.
See attached presentation.
4.

ADOPTION OF PREVIOUS MINUTES

4.1

The minutes were adopted as a true reflection of the proceedings of the previous meeting without
any amendments or additions.

5.

MATTERS ARISING

5.1

Matters Arising from the Previous Minutes

5.1.1

Item 4.1: “DWS to provide an update on the status of the Water Use License Application (WULA)”
Mr Drew said the Department of Water and Sanitation (DWS) responded as follows:
Technical verification for Phase 1 (19 crossings) of this project has been completed. It falls
within the ambit of General Authorisation and has been recommended for registration in term of
section 39 of the NWA. DWS is currently busy with phase 2 (+/- 100 crossings) which is being

N2 Wild Coast Toll Highway – Authorities Coordination Committee – Meeting No. 3

1

evaluated in terms of Section 40 of the NWA (licence application).
This approach is in line with the outcomes of the second pre-consultation meeting between
DWS, SANRAL and PSPs earlier this year. Phase 1 of this project will keep SANRAL busy for
quite some time.
Mr Lucas (DWS) added that all the stream crossings from the phase 1 application were registered.
The hundred odd stream crossings that form part of the phase 2 application also fall under the
“general authorisations” category. He said a “general authorisation” is an authorisation that is
already published and, provided the applicant complies with the requirements, there is no need to
go through the full licensing process. DWS is debating internally whether to push for a full licence
because a general authorisation is only valid for 20. He said the full licence is valid for a longer
period. DWS is following the process of general authorisation to avoid any hold-ups and do not
foresee any delay in registering the phase 2 application.
Mr Fredericks (SLR Consulting) said the Water Use Authorisation had been issued.
5.1.2

Item 4.6: “EIA application to DMR for the first Quarry.”
Mr Fredericks said that the scoping report had been accepted by DMR and SLR had been
requested to commence with the preparation of the EIA report which would be done during
February and March.

5.1.3

SLR

Item 4.11: “SANRAL can contact the GIS department at DMR for locations of current prospecting
and mining applications.”
Mr Fredericks said he had been in contact with the GIS department at DMR but still had not
received any feedback.
Mr Drew said Mr Fredericks should contact Ms Thompson again for assistance and keep following
up until he received the requested information.

5.1.4

SLR

Item 4.13: “Each member organisation needs to provide details of a principal and alternate
member for representation on the ACC.”
Mr Drew said this had not been done by many organisations, particularly the municipalities and
DEDEAT, and it is therefore hard to determine who the representatives are from each organisation.
He requested once again that member organisations confirm the details of the principal and
alternate members in writing. The confirmation must be from the head of the member’s
organisation / department on the letterhead of the organisation.

All
Concerned

Mr Drew said that this made it difficult to send invitations to the meetings and where an
organisation had not confirmed its representatives he was having to send invitations to anybody
from that organisation who had attended any of the previous meetings as well as the municipal
manager or head of Department of the organisation concerned.
5.1.5

Item 4.19: “SANRAL to send confirmation of appointments of the Environmental Control Officer
(ECO) and environmental auditor to DEA before EMC commences.”
Ms Makoa (SANRAL) confirmed that DEA had been sent the details of the ECOs. However, the
environmental auditor had not yet been appointed. She said DEA would be duly notified once the
appointment had been made.

5.1.6

Item 4.20: ACC members agreed that NMA should send the invitation for the next meeting from
Outlook so that it is automatically scheduled on their Outlook calendars.
Mr Drew said that this had been done and he would send out the dates of the meetings for the rest
of the year so that they could be put in everybody’s Outlook calendars.

5.1.7

SANRAL

NMA

Item 4.22: “SANRAL to send letters of commencement to DEA and the provincial department.”
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Ms Makoa said that this had been done after the ECO appointments were made.
5.1.8

Item 4.25: ACC members agreed that the BOA implementation committee, once established,
should report to the ACC but the ACC will not be the forum where the implementation of the BOA
is deliberated. They also agreed that a BOA implementation progress report will form part of future
ACC meeting agendas.
Mr Drew said that feedback on the implementation of the Biodiversity Offset Agreement had been
included on the agenda for the EMC meeting and this had also been included on the agenda for
the ACC meeting under item 6.1.

5.1.9

Item 5.2: Ms Olivier (DEA Biodiversity Conservation) asked if there is a specific rehabilitation plan
for pier nine that was shown in the presentation to have a footprint in the indigenous forest in the
Msikaba Gorge. Ms Makoa said SANRAL is still waiting for a permit for the removal of protected
trees and passing through natural forests. She said this shouldn’t be seen in isolation because
SANRAL has an EMP for the entire project as well as a search and rescue plan. She said a
specific method statement will be developed once the conditions of the permit are known, a
contractor is established on site and has provided specific details on how the work at Pier 9 is to be
undertaken.
Mr Drew said that SANRAL had received the permits from DAFF and the tender process for the
bridge was currently underway. Once the contractor for the bridge had been appointed they would
be required to prepare a detailed plan on how they propose to construct Pier 9.

5.1.10

SANRAL

Item 5.2.6: The compliance monitoring strategy needs to be in place before the haul road
construction commences.
Mr Drew said that the haul roads form part of the environmental authorisation for the project and
the ECOs were on site before any work commenced to ensure that the compliance monitoring was
carried out as per the requirements of the EMP.

5.1.11

Item 5.2.8: Mr Pantshwa (Ingquza Hill Local Municipality - IHLM) said some of the ward councillors
affected by the project had made complaints to his office that they had not been consulted. He said
there are traditional leaders that are not directly affected by the road but will be affected by the
development. The traditional leaders also wrote a letter of complaint to him and he has written to
SANRAL in this regard. SANRAL needs to consult all the traditional leaders in the local municipal
areas to manage potential tensions. He said there are no meetings between local municipalities
and SANRAL, which is a risk to the project. He also asked if SANRAL have a strategy for dealing
with complaints because there are a number of complaints that come to his office.
Mr Gibberd said that SANRAL is liaising with the local and district municipalities on a regular basis
and that a process is in place for dealing with complaints.

5.1.12

Item 5.2.10: Mr Mphahlele (SANRAL) asked that ACC members present at the meeting provide
contact details of the correct person from their respective organisations.
Mr Drew said that this was a request for the contact details of people at the municipalities who
should be contacted by SANRAL on matters relating to the N2 Wild Coast Toll Highway and
particularly economic development activities around the project.

5.1.13

LMs /
DMs

Item 7.1: Mr McLachlan said the ECOs will be appointed by Monday.
Mr Drew said that the ECO appointments had been made shortly after the last ACC meeting.

5.1.14

Item 7.5: ACC members agreed that an invitation to the EMC meeting will be sent to a
representative of each of the seven Traditional Authorities. Mr McLachlan said SANRAL will
enquire about the protocol for inviting the traditional houses.
Mr Drew said that the traditional authorities had been invited to the first EMC meeting in November
but nobody attended the meeting. At a meeting between SANRAL and the traditional authorities
that took place the previous week, the traditional authorities agreed to send four representatives to
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the EMC meeting that took place earlier in the morning. However, once again nobody from the
traditional authorities attended the meeting. He said that this would be discussed under item 6.3 on
the agenda as it was raised at the EMC meeting earlier in the morning and there is a COGTA
representative at the meeting who may be able to assist.
5.1.15

Item 7.6: Mr Drew said NMA will prepare a draft agenda and send out letters of invitation to the
EMC to all the various organisations. Invites to municipalities will be directed to ACC members that
have attended the meetings as well as the municipal managers. Invites to the departments will be
sent to the heads of department and the people already on the ACC and will be copied.
Mr Drew said that this had been done and some organisations had indicated that the same
representative should attend both the ACC and EMC meetings while some had nominated different
representatives for the EMC.
Mr Drew said that there had been difficulty in getting representation from some of the municipalities
but Mbizana municipality had attended the site visit the previous day and sent somebody to this
meeting so hopefully that would continue at future meetings. He said the only municipality that was
still proving problematic was Alfred Nzo District Municipality as they had never sent anybody to any
of the meetings or acknowledged any of the correspondence sent to them about the ACC and
EMC meetings. He asked if anybody could provide assistance in getting in contact with Alfred Nzo
District Municipality.
Mr Gibberd said that SANRAL gave a presentation on the project to the Alfred Nzo District
Municipality strategic planning meeting the previous week and he said he would contact the people
who attended this meeting to ask them to send representatives to these meetings.

SANRAL

Ms Tshefu (DEDEAT – Alfred Nzo District) said that the municipal manager was not at that
meeting. She said that she had spoken to the senior manager for economic development and
planning and they said that they had not been receiving the invitations to the meetings. She
explained that the invitations had been sent to the municipal manager and she forwarded him the
emails that she had received and he acknowledged receiving them so she was not sure why they
did not attend today’s meeting. She said that in future the invitations should be sent to economic
development and planning as well as the municipal manager.
Mr Drew said that he would speak to Ms Tshefu after the meeting and get the contact details for
the senior manager for economic development and planning. He said he would then send the next
invitation to him but as a matter of protocol he must always send correspondence to the municipal
manager until such time as he nominates a representative to attend on behalf of the municipality.
5.1.16

Item 8.3: Mr McLachlan said SANRAL can potentially assist local SMMEs to legitimise their sand
mining operations but it will be difficult if mines are located in the river course. He said perhaps
DMR can assist with this issue because sand mining forms a big part of the local economy and
there will be pressure on SANRAL to provide opportunities for sand miners on the project. Mr De
Villiers said EC DEDEAT have supported the idea that DMR identify suitable sand mining sites and
permit them. It would be a positive development if DMR could legitimise some of the sand mines
with appropriate rehabilitation plans in suitable areas and involve local SMMEs in the process. Mr
Drew agreed that it is a very good initiative that can be driven through the ACC. He said EC
DEDEAT, DMR and SANRAL can work together with the Local Economic Development (LED)
departments of the municipalities to identify the sand miners in the area, bring them together and
help them to permit and have a stake in any suitable sites identified.
Mr Gabula (OR Tambo District Municipality – Ntinga OR Tambo Development Agency) said that to
take this issue forwards one of the institutions needs to take the lead and submit an application to
DMR and carry the cost of the EIA process. He said Mr De Villiers was speaking generally and did
not have a specific site in mind and there would need to be a feasibility study to determine a
suitable site or sites in the Wild Coast area.
Mr Drew said that Mr De Villiers appeared to have an area in mind for further investigation and he
should be approached to determine where this is. He agreed with Mr Gabula that this initiative
needs a champion to drive the process forwards otherwise it would not happen.
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Ms Gxumisa (Mbizana Municipality) said that the LED departments at the municipalities would be
able to assist. She said that in Mbizana Municipality the sand miners have their own trucks and
want to do things legally but they do not have funds to do the EIAs and get the necessary permits.
She said Mbizana Municipality is trying to assist them with the EIAs and have applied for funds for
this and they also arranged a meeting with DMR who gave a commitment to provide training for
them.
Mr Gibberd said that potentially it is a good project but it is important to understand that the extent
of the project is 120 km and it would be necessary to identify two or three centralised sources
along the route because it would be uneconomical to haul sand from Bizana to Port St John’s for
example. He said that he would undertake to engage with Mbizana Municipality, Mr de Villiers and
DMR to see how this matter can be taken forwards.
Mr Drew said that Ingquza Hill Municipality and Port St Johns Municipality should also form part of
the discussions.
5.1.17

SANRAL

SANRAL

Item 8.6: Mr De Villiers asked that the new quarries be kept outside of the Pondoland Centre of
Endemism (PCE).
Mr Gibberd said that SQ1 between the Mtentu and Msikaba rivers is outside the Pondoland Centre
of Endemism and SANRAL also anticipates using a cutting near Ndwalane. A second quarry site is
also under investigation but SANRAL has not yet received the results for this site.

5.2

Matters Arising from the Site Visit

5.2.1

Mr Kanise said that the logistical arrangements for the site visit need to be better coordinated
because the previous day people did not know where they were going and some people could
have met up with the group at Flagstaff or Lusikisiki.
Mr Drew apologised for the difficulties that were experienced the previous day and said that
hopefully going forwards there would not be similar problems with the community blocking the
road. He said in future the invitation would indicate exactly where it was planned to go on the site
visit. He said he assumed that because people would be staying over for the meeting the following
day they would want to return to Port Edward and he only realised on the site visit that some
people wanted to return to Mthatha. He said that the next site visit should be a lot easier as it was
planned to visit the Mtentu north site in the Amadiba area which is only about an hour and a half
from the Wild Coast Sun so it would be possible to leave at 11h30 and return by around 16h00.

6.

REPORT FROM ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING COMMITTEE

6.1

Implementation of Biodiversity Offset Agreement
Ms Makoa (SANRAL) said that at the previous ACC meeting SANRAL and ECPTA had just met
and it was agreed that SANRAL and ECPTA should have a meeting with National Treasury to
resolve the funding issues for the Biodiversity Offset Agreement. She said that meeting has been
tentatively scheduled for 27 January 2017 but it is dependent on discussions between National
Treasury and the Eastern Cape Provincial Treasury on how the funds will flow and neither
SANRAL nor ECPTA are party to these discussions. She said SANRAL have been advised to wait
for further guidance from National Treasury. She said that at the EMC meeting earlier in the
morning it was agreed that following further guidance from National Treasury or the meeting on 27
January, SANRAL would convene a meeting with DEA and all the other role players (DAFF,
DEDEAT and ECPTA) involved with the Biodiversity Offset Agreement to provide feedback from
the meeting.
Mr Drew explained that concerns were raised about the Biodiversity Offset Agreement by a
number of different parties at the EMC meeting and it was therefore resolved that SANRAL should
convene the meeting referred to by Ms Makoa.

6.2

ECO Reports

6.2.1

Southern Section (Ndwalane to Msikaba)
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Mr Kriel (EIMS) gave a presentation on the ECO report for the Southern Section – Msikaba River
Bridge haul roads.
Refer to attached Annexure II for details.
6.2.2

Northern Section (Msikaba to Mtamvuna)
Mr Lepono (Ecosolve Consulting) gave a presentation on the ECO report for the Northern Section
– Mthentu River Bridge haul roads.
Refer to attached Annexure III for details.

6.2.3

Discussion

6.2.3.1

Mr Fredericks asked for clarity on the additional access road to the Msikaba south site which was
mentioned in the presentation.
Mr Kriel said that in order to construct the haul road to Msikaba south it may be necessary to
approach it from an angle from outside the approved footprint for the haul road alignment.
Mr Fredericks said that he had not received anything in writing regarding this matter.
Mr Kriel said that he would correspond with Mr Fredericks once he had received a full report on
this issue from the contractor.

6.3

New Matters Arising from EMC

6.3.1

Mr Drew said that a concern was raised at the EMC meeting regarding the landfill sites in the
project area. The environmental authorisation requires that waste from the site must be disposed
of at a licensed landfill site and the only two licensed landfill sites in proximity to the project are in
Port St Johns and Port Shepstone. It was reported at the EMC meeting that Mbizana Municipality
is currently constructing a licensed landfill site in Bizana but there has been a hold up with the
project. It was also reported that Ingquza Hill Municipality was currently in the process of applying
for a licence for the landfill sites in Flagstaff and Lusikisiki. Mr Drew asked the representatives from
these municipalities to explain what is happening with regards to these landfill sites as it has
considerable implications for the contractors working on the project.

6.3.1.2

Ms Gxumisa said that the construction of the landfill site in Bizana is nearly completed and the only
thing that needs to be done is to finish the weighbridge. She said that Ms Tobo can report on
progress with the landfill site at the next EMC meeting.

6.3.1.3

Mr Pantshwa said that Ingquza Hill Municipality has received a licence to continue operating the
landfill site in Flagstaff provided that it upgrades the site to meet the requirements of a licensed
landfill site. He said the municipality is going to appoint a contractor to do the necessary upgrade
and this work should be completed by the end of the year. He said that there is no landfill site in
Lusikisiki and the municipality would like assistance from SANRAL with the geotechnical studies to
identify a suitable location for a landfill site.

6.3.1.4

Mr Drew asked Mr Gabula and DEDEAT to assist Ingquza Hill Municipality in ensuring that the
upgrade at the Flagstaff landfill site meets the requirements for a licensed landfill site.

6.3.1.5

Mr Drew said that the geotechnical work that SANRAL is carrying out in the project area is to
determine the ground conditions for the road and bridges and also to identify suitable material for
construction. He said a study to identify a suitable location for a landfill site would require
completely different information and Ingquza Hill Municipality would have to appoint a suitably
qualified consultant to do such a study.

6.3.2

EIMS

Bizana
LM

DEDEAT

IHLM

Mr Drew said that DWS had indicated that it is aware that some of the conditions in the General
Authorisation/s may not be practical and had requested the ECOs to identify which conditions are
not practical and discuss them with DWS directly so that the necessary changes could be made. It
was agreed that any agreements reached in terms of such conditions would be confirmed in writing
because the independent reviewers would need to be made aware of such agreements.
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6.3.3

Mr Drew said that there was a request that the local people who are being trained to do the search
and rescue of threatened plants should be trained further to enable them to establish nurseries for
local plants which could then become sustainable businesses along the new road once
construction is completed.

6.3.3.1

Ms Gxumisa said that there are already some nurseries that have been established with local
people to grow local plants and there are also local people who have been trained in how to
cultivate local plants and she wanted to know how this would be taken into account with such an
initiative.

6.3.3.2

Mr Drew said that this was important information to take into consideration. He said there are a
number of organisations and people interested in the creation of sustainable businesses through
the implementation of the N2 Wild Coast Toll Highway and SANRAL also has a strong focus in this
regard.

6.3.3.3

Ms Gxumisa requested the details of the NGOs who are interested in establishing such nurseries
so that she can contact them and take the matter further.
Mr Drew said that he would email these details to her.

6.3.4

Mr Drew said that one of the key issues to come out of the EMC meeting was the need to establish
a standard protocol for dealing with the traditional authorities regarding access to the site for
personnel working on the project. He said that at the previous day’s site visit Ms Somfongo from
COGTA was concerned about the lengthy delay incurred when the members of the ACC and EMC
spent more than an hour at the Lambasi Great Place to get permission from the traditional
authority to visit the site. He asked Ms Somfongo how she believed that this matter should be
addressed.

6.3.4.1

Ms Somfongo (COGTA) said that in terms of her understanding of a project of this nature, once the
project has been introduced to the traditional authority there should be no need for site personnel
or officials to ask for permission to access the project site thereafter. However, she said it
appeared that some kind of agreement had been made with this traditional authority to introduce
any new people and request permission for them to go to site.

6.3.4.2

Mr Drew said that the traditional authority in Lambasi is an Administrative Area and not a
Traditional Authority and throughout the project area there are many different Administrative Areas.
He said if this type of protocol is followed with every Administrative Area then thousands of man
hours will be wasted during the project just for people to gain access to the site. He said this matter
needs to be taken higher up by SANRAL and COGTA so that a common agreement can be
reached in terms of the protocol to be followed for all traditional authorities in the project area. He
suggested that SANRAL and COGTA meet with the two Regional Authorities and the six or seven
Traditional Authorities in the project area to reach an agreement on such a protocol. The
representation by the traditional authorities on the EMC should also be discussed in this meeting.
Once the protocol has been agreed upon each Traditional Authority can then call a meeting
together with SANRAL for all their chiefs and headmen to explain the protocol.

6.3.4.3

Ms Somfongo said that the first step would be to determine exactly who the traditional leaders are
in the project area because there is a specific hierarchy of traditional leaders and she does not
know the area very well. She said once this was understood it would inform the process of
engagement and who SANRAL and COGTA should meet with.

6.3.4.4

Mr Drew requested that as a way forwards Ms Somfongo should set up a meeting with SANRAL to
discuss how they should engage with the traditional authorities to establish the necessary protocol
for people to go on site. He said that Dr Noah at SANRAL is very knowledgeable about the
traditional authorities and the different stakeholders in the area and has been interacting with them
and he would be able to assist Ms Somfongo in this regard.

6.3.4.5

Mr Pantshwa said that he had been involved with the discussions between SANRAL and the
traditional authorities at the start of the project and what was agreed was that, because there
would be so many people going in and out of the area, SANRAL would notify the Traditional
Authority when somebody was going to go on site. He said that consultants or other people who
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needed to go on site were expected to inform SANRAL who would then inform the relevant
traditional authority. It was not expected that everybody who needed to go on site should first be
introduced to the traditional authority to get permission to go on site.
Mr Drew agreed that this was the correct procedure because it is important for the traditional
authorities and also the municipalities and ward councillors to know who will be working in the area
but this should be done telephonically or by email and should not require people to present
themselves to the traditional authorities before they can go on site.
6.3.4.6

Mr Mbekeni (DRDLR) said that from his experience he would recommend that the traditional
authorities should not be given too much power on a project because it will lead to problems. He
said that normally DRDLR establishes a project steering committee for a project which discusses
and resolves all the issues relating to the project and then reports back to the traditional authority
to keep them informed.
Mr Drew agreed that a project steering committee or project liaison committee was the best way to
involve the local community in a project as it provides a mechanism to counterbalance the different
interests and centres of power so that no person or organisation can control or impose their views
on the project. He said normally the traditional authority has a representative on the PLC together
with the ward councillor, the CDW, municipal officials and NGOs or community-based
organisations (CBOs) in the project area and these different interests ensure that nobody can
dominate the project and that there is a more even-handed approach to addressing issues and
problems.

6.3.4.7

Mr Kanise said that in the local and district municipalities at a council level, the traditional
authorities are represented and these forums should be used to address this issue. He said he had
been mandated by OR Tambo District Municipality to raise the concern that the municipality is not
receiving regular updates on the N2 Wild Coast Toll Highway. He said SANRAL should have
regular courtesy calls to these council meetings so that everybody is kept informed about the
project because the chiefs who attend those council meetings represent all the chiefs on the
ground in the project area and they can report back to them so that they know what is happening.
He said if this is not done then a situation could arise where the project is brought to a halt as the
communities feel marginalised because they are not being kept informed about the project.
Ms Somfongo said that some of the traditional leaders may not have a representative who attends
the council meetings and therefore it was possible that some traditional leaders could be omitted if
only this avenue is used to reach the traditional leaders. She said both approaches should be used
to reach the traditional leaders.
Mr Drew said he believed that SANRAL and COGTA would find a solution to this problem although
he understands that working with the traditional authorities in Pondoland is not an easy matter,
especially with the divisions created by the dispute over who is the rightful King of the amaMpondo.

7.

OTHER ISSUES / GENERAL

7.1

Mr Pantshwa said that Ingquza Hill Municipality is concerned about SANRAL’s stakeholder
engagement process and the Mayor and Speaker wanted to come to this meeting to raise their
concerns. He said that the concern is that SANRAL consults with the traditional leaders and not
with the local political leadership. In terms of government protocol SANRAL as a government entity
should consult with the municipalities at a local level and the municipalities should then consult
with their stakeholders. The fact that this is not happening poses a risk to the project and SANRAL
should ensure that they involve all stakeholders in the project.

7.2

Mr Kanise said that the political leadership at OR Tambo District Municipality are also concerned
that they are not being engaged about the project and that they are getting second-hand
information rather than being addressed by SANRAL at regular briefing sessions. He said there is
a regular Mayor’s Forum where presentations are given to the political leadership and he
requested SANRAL to make use of such forums to keep the municipalities properly informed.

7.3

SANRAL

Mr Kanise wanted to know why it was necessary to advertise in the local newspapers to identify
the graves in a rural area because in such areas the local community always know who the graves
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belong to. He said the exhumation of graves is a very sensitive issue and if nobody comes forward
after 30 days of the advertisement then the graves can be demolished with could cause problems.
Mr Gibberd said that the archaeologist who is dealing with the relocation of the graves has
consulted extensively with the community in question and 30 to 40 graves have been identified but
after a number of discussions with the community there are still a few which have not yet been
identified. He said there are still some people who are living in Johannesburg who need to be
consulted but thereafter, if it is not possible to get confirmation of who the grave belongs to, then
legally SANRAL is obliged to advertise. He said that following this there will be a reburial process
involving the affected families and the community.
Mr Drew explained that the process which Mr Gibberd outlined is prescribed in The National
Heritage Resources Act and very thorough consultation was carried out to try and identify all of the
graves which must be relocated. He said SANRAL was following the correct legal procedures and
there was therefore no need to be concerned.
8.
8.1

WAY FORWARD AND CLOSURE
Mr Drew thanked members for their attendance and said the minutes of the meeting would be sent
out within two weeks. He said the next meeting will be on Wednesday 19 April 2017 and on
Tuesday 18 April there will be a site visit to the Mtentu North site which should leave at about
11h30 and take 4 to 5 hours. He said that the next ACC meeting may be combined with the EMC
meeting and he will discuss the pros and cons of this with SANRAL and let everybody know in the
invitation. He said that at the moment there are many people who are members of both committees
who have to hear the presentations twice and it may be better to have everybody attend the EMC
meeting and once the agenda for that meeting has been completed the ACC members can remain
behind to go through the agenda items that are only addressed by the ACC. He then closed the
meeting.

N2 Wild Coast Toll Highway – Authorities Coordination Committee – Meeting No. 3

NMA

9

