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VYGEKRAAL CEMETERY BOARD 

VYGEKRAAL CEMETERY EXPANSION: PART 2 ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION 

AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

MINUTES OF PRE-APPLICATION MEETING WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF 

ENVIRONMENTAL AFFAIRS AND DEVELOPMENT PLANNING (DEA&DP) 

DATE  24 May 2022  

VENUE: Microsoft Teams (Virtually) 

PROJECT: Vygekraal Cemetery Expansion, Rylands, Cape Town – Part 2 EA Amendment 

Application 

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 720.22023.00001 

PURPOSE: The purpose of the meeting was to: 

• provide an overview of the proposed project i.e. the project location and 

project description; 

• provide the project schedule; 

• provide an overview of the environmental assessment process that is relevant 

to the proposed project; 

• provide an overview of the public participation process (PPP), including 

specialist studies that would be undertaken; and 

• capture any comments and issues raised by the DEA&DP for consideration in 

the assessment process. 

ATTENDANCE: Name: Organisation: 

Rizqah Baker (RB) SLR 

Fuad Fredericks (FF) SLR 

Keagan-Leigh Adriaanse (KLA) DEA&DP 

Rainer Chambeau (RC) DEA&DP 

APPENDICES: A copy of the pre-application meeting presentation is included in Appendix 1. 

 

 

 OPENING AND INTRODUCTION 

The meeting was opened by RB, who began with a description of the meeting protocol followed by an introduction 

of the project team. The rest of the meeting attendees were then given an opportunity to introduce themselves.   

 

 PRESENTATION 

RB commenced with the presentation (see Appendix 1), which amongst other items, included a background and 

overview of the proposed project, the Environmental Authorisation (EA) Amendment process, the specialist studies 

that would be undertaken and the proposed PPP. The presentation concluded with a discussion (see Section 3).  



 DISCUSSION 

A record of the main discussion points raised during pre-application meeting is included in Table 1 below. Where a 

response was provided, it has been included. 

 

TABLE 1: RECORD OF THE DISCUSSION THAT FOLLOWED THE PRESENTATION 

Issue Raised Response  

Have all the comments in the response to the 

submitted Notice of Intent (NOI) been noted? Specific 

reference is made to the request for an updated 

Screening Tool Report (RC, DEA&DP).  

All comments have been noted and an updated Screening Tool 

Report will be submitted with the Application for EA (RB, SLR). 

How is it determined whether a Screening Tool Report 

is out of date (FF, SLR)? 

The Screening Tool Report is deemed valid if it was generated four 

to six months prior to submission. The database on which the 

Screening Tool Report is based is updated frequently and the 

afore-mentioned timeframe would ensure that the 

environmental sensitivities are adequately captured in the report 

(RC, DEA&DP). 

Should the updated Screening Tool Report yield the 

same levels of environmental sensitivities, would it be 

required to do another site visit and compile another 

Site Screening Verification Report (SSVR) (RB, SLR)? 

The findings within the SSVR would not need to be updated should 

the environmental sensitivities remain the same. If this is the case, 

the same report can be submitted, with an added reference that 

there are no changes between the two reports (KLA, DEA&DP) 

It is noted that there is no pre-application consultation 

period, and that post-application PPP would commence 

at the end of June 2022 (KLA, DEA&DP). 

This is correct. The PPP will commence with the public review of 

the Draft EA Amendment Report and the Groundwater Impact 

Assessment (FF, SLR). 

What was meant by saying that dewatering to 2 m 

below burial depth wouldn’t be practical (KLA, 

DEA&DP)? 

The SLR Groundwater Dewatering Investigation Report has 

indicated that dewatering to a level of 2 m below burial depth 

would not be realistically achievable given seasonal variation in 

groundwater levels and the change in topography over the site. It 

follows that dewatering would be required during the wetter, 

winter months and would not be required in the drier, summer 

months. 

 

Notwithstanding, the Report has found that the site generally has 

good groundwater (inorganic) quality and that it would not be 

required to be dewatered to a level of 2 m below burial depth (RB, 

SLR). 

What are the requirements at other cemeteries within 

the city and the country regarding dewatering? There 

have been instances at other cemeteries where burials 

could not proceed due to the high groundwater levels 

in graves, which begs the question as to what is 

enforced elsewhere (FF, SLR). 

Some cemeteries have a historical background where certain 

conditions aren’t in place, whereas other newer cemeteries have 

stricter conditions to adhere to. However, groundwater levels 

become a big concern, specifically in the context of the drought 

experienced a few years ago, where there was a need to tap into 

groundwater supply. It follows that maintaining a good 

groundwater quality and limiting impacts on the aquifer is a 

priority. This pertains to cemetery and other non-cemetery 

developments.  The consensus is that requirements for 

cemeteries are evaluated on a case-by-case basis (KLA, DEA&DP).  

Will dewatering take place throughout the wetter, 

winter months and where will the water be pumped to? 

What infrastructure will be required on site to 

undertake dewatering activities, and will water be 

Dewatering infrastructure, including pumps and pipelines, would 

need to be required on site. Movable infrastructure would be 

provided so as to allow for it to be removed off-site when not in 

use, in lieu of instances of theft that have taken place on site. The 



Issue Raised Response  

tested. Has the City of Cape Town been consulted 

regarding capacities to treat the discharged water (KLA, 

DEA&DP)?  

full detail of all infrastructure required will be provided in the 

Amendment Report (RB, SLR).  

 

Groundwater will be monitored, tested and discharged into the 

sewer system to be treated by the Athlone Wastewater 

Treatment Works. Treatment capacities at the Wastewater 

Treatment Works will be confirmed and communicated during the 

Amendment process (FF, SLR).  

There is a concern that timeframes may be impacted by 

concerns raised during the environmental process 

given that no pre-application process will be 

undertaken. Specific reference is made to available 

capacities to treat discharged water. This must be 

considered prior to the commencement of the 

environmental process (KLA, DEA&DP). 

This is noted. Should issues raised during the process lead to 

delays in the regulatory timeframes, an extension will be applied 

for in terms of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 

Regulations (FF, SLR).  

It must be noted that comment from the Department 

of Water and Sanitation (DWS) would be required on 

the Amendment Report in order to process the 

application (KLA, DEA&DP). 

This is noted. DWS has already been consulted on the project to 

date and SLR will endeavour to obtain comment timeously from 

DWS. 

 

 

 

 CLOSE 

The meeting was closed by RB at 13:15. Attendees were informed that meeting minutes would be distributed. 

  



APPENDIX 1: PRE-APPLICATION MEETING PRESENTATION 



1

VYGEKRAAL CEMETERY EXPANSION, 
RYLANDS, CAPE TOWN

Pre-Application Meeting with DEA&DP

24 May 2022
12:30 – 13:30



AGENDA

2

• Meeting Protocol

• Welcome and Introduction

• Project Location

• Project Description

• Project Schedule

• Proposed Public Participation Process including Specialist Studies 

• Discussion

• Close



MEETING PROTOCOL

3

• There will be a dedicated discussion session at the end of the presentation.
However, please feel free to use the “raise hand” icon should there be urgent
queries during the presentation.

• Kindly note that the session will be recorded for record keeping purposes.



WELCOME AND INTRODUCTION

4

Applicant Environmental Assessment Practitioner

Vygekraal Cemetery Board
- Abdullah Salie
- 36 Walnut Road, Lansdown, 7780
- vygieskraalcb@gmail.com
- 078 904 4039

SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd
- Fuad Fredericks and Rizqah Baker
- 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, 178 

Campground Road, Newlands, 7780
- ffredericks@slrconsulting.com and 

rbaker@slrconsulting.com
- 021 461 1118
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

6

• The proposed project entails the expansion of the Vygekraal Cemetery onto erven
171553 and 171554, Rylands, Cape Town

• Burial space will be increased by approximately 6 000 m2 to address pressing demand
• EA for the expansion was received on 11 September 2015 by means of a BA process
• Subsequent to the submission of an application for Part 1 (Non-Substantive) EA

Amendment, the validity period of the EA was extended (on 27 September 2020) to 11
September 2025

• In pursuance of an EA condition, SLR completed a Groundwater Dewatering
Investigation, which amongst other things, led to the recommendation to maintain
groundwater levels through active dewatering

• The Groundwater Dewatering Investigation included a site reconnaissance undertaken
on 11 March 2021 to investigate the status of existing piezometers and boreholes on
site and to evaluate site conditions for drilling and aquifer testing and to determine
groundwater levels and quality



PROJECT DESCRIPTION contd.

7

• Five groundwater samples were collected which indicated a good general groundwater
sample quality, but exceeded the SANS for drinking water and agricultural water use

• Groundwater levels were approximately 1.34 m below burial depth (drier months)
indicating dewatering during the drier months to 2 m below burial depth would be
excessive

• Dewatering would be required during the wetter months when groundwater levels
increase due to seasonal recharge

• Recommendation is to amend the EA to change the threshold levels of a fixed 2 m
below burial depth to a minimum of 0.5 m below burial depth, with active dewatering

• Corr. From DEA&DP on 12 August 2021 indicated that a Part 2 (Substantive) EA
Amendment process would be required to change mitigation measures contained in the
EA



PROJECT DESCRIPTION contd.

8

• Condition 8.3 of the EA requires the following: “a ring of dewatering wells and
pumps must be installed along the outside perimeter of the site prior to the
implementation of the expansion activities; dewatering wells must be 6 m deep
and connected at appropriate intervals to surface suction pumps; and
approximately 2 m must be maintained between the bottom of the graves and the
top of the water table on the site”

• It is the above-mentioned EA Condition that is subject to the amendment ap-
plication, in line with the recommendations as per the Groundwater Investigation,
that groundwater levels need only be maintained at a minimum depth of 0.5 m
below burial depth through active dewatering

• DWS has indicated that a Section 21a WULA would need to be submitted to
undertake dewatering



PROJECT SCHEDULE

9



PROJECT SCHEDULE contd.
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PROPOSED PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS INCL. SPECIALIST
STUDIES

11

• Pre-Application Process:
– Compilation of I&AP database
– Advertise project in Athlone News (English)
– Erect site notices (English)

• Specialist Studies – Groundwater Impact Assessment

• Formal Process:
– Make Amendment Report and NTS available to I&APs (Email notification, SLR websites)
– Send Amendment Report to Commenting Authorities (Electronic copies)
– Place Amendment Report in Rylands Public Library
– Compile and distribute notification letter to I&APs on project database



PROPOSED PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS INCL. SPECIALIST
STUDIES contd.

12

• The DFFE Screening Tool Report identified the need to undertake various studies
as part of the current environmental process. The studies identified, as well as the
rationale for not undertaking them are as follows:

Specialist Study Reason for Exclusion 

Agricultural
Project area is not agriculturally zoned and no agricultural activities are
undertaken on site and in the immediate vicinity

Landscape/Visual The project entails the extension of the existing cemetery

Palaeontology Palaeontology was dealt with as part of original environmental process

Cultural/Heritage
Cultural/heritage was dealt with as part of original environmental
process



PROPOSED PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS INCL. SPECIALIST
STUDIES contd.

13

Specialist Study Reason for Exclusion 

Terrestrial Biodiversity No CBAs, ESAs or natural areas are located on site

Aquatic Biodiversity
Will be considered as part of the Groundwater Impact Assessment.
However, no wetlands or watercourses are located on site

Hydrology Will be considered as part of the Groundwater Impact Assessment

Traffic Traffic was dealt with as part of original environmental process

Geotechnical Will be considered as part of the Groundwater Impact Assessment

Socio-economic
Socio-economic factors were dealt with as part of original
environmental process



PROPOSED PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS INCL. SPECIALIST
STUDIES contd.

14

Specialist Study Reason for Exclusion 

Plant Species No CBAs, ESAs or natural areas are located on site

Animal Species No CBAs, ESAs or natural areas are located on site

Civil Aviation Project entails the expansion of the existing cemetery. Civil aviation will
not be impacted in this regard

Defence Project entails the expansion of the existing cemetery. Defence will not
be impacted in this regard



DISCUSSION

15



CLOSE

16

• Thank you for your time

• Meeting minutes will be compiled and distributed to all attendees
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VYGEKRAAL CEMETERY BOARD 

VYGEKRAAL CEMETERY EXPANSION: WATER USE LICENCE APPLICATION AS PART OF PART 2 

ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORISATION AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

MINUTES OF PRE-APPLICATION MEETING WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND SANITATION 

(DWS) 

DATE  26 October 2022  

VENUE: Microsoft Teams (Virtually) 

PROJECT: Vygekraal Cemetery Expansion, Rylands, Cape Town – Water Use Licence Application 

as part of Part 2 EA Amendment Application 

SLR COMPANY: SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR) 

PROJECT NUMBER: 720.22023.00001 

PURPOSE: The purpose of the meeting was to: 

• provide an overview of the proposed Project i.e. the project location and 

project description; 

• provide the project schedule; 

• provide an overview of the Water Use Licence Application (WULA) process that 

is relevant to the proposed Project; 

• capture any comments and issues raised by DWS for consideration in the 

assessment process. 

ATTENDANCE: Name: Organisation: 

Rizqah Baker (RB) SLR 

Fuad Fredericks (FF) SLR 

Mihai Muresan (MM) SLR 

Kgomotso Mohlodini (KM) DWS 

Warren Dreyer (WD) DWS 

APPENDICES: A copy of the pre-application meeting presentation is included in Appendix 1. 

 

 OPENING AND INTRODUCTION 
The meeting was opened by RB, who began with a description of the meeting protocol followed by an introduction 

of the project team. The rest of the meeting attendees were then given an opportunity to introduce themselves.   

 

 PRESENTATION 
RB commenced with the presentation (see Appendix 1), which amongst other items, included a background and 

overview of the proposed Project, potential impacts associated with the proposed Project, as well as the 

authorisation requirements in terms of the National Environmental Management Act, 1998 (No. 107 of 1998) 

(NEMA) and the National Water Act, 1998 (No. 36 of 1998) (NWA). The presentation concluded with a discussion 

(see Section 3).  



 DISCUSSION 
A record of the main discussion points raised during pre-application meeting is included in Table 1 below. Where a 

response was provided, it has been included. 

 

TABLE 1: RECORD OF THE DISCUSSION THAT FOLLOWED THE PRESENTATION 

Issue Raised Response  

What will happen to the abstracted water? (KM, 

DWS).  

Abstracted water will be discharged into the sewer for treatment at 

the Athlone Wastewater Treatment Works (WWTW). Disposal of 

water in this way is a legal, binding condition as it is stipulated in 

the approved Environmental Management Programme (EMPr) 

compiled as part of the original Application for Environmental 

Authorisation (EA) for the proposed Project (RB, SLR). 

Will abstraction only be undertaken for five years? 

(KM, DWS).  

Abstraction will continue for the duration of the activity and will be 

undertaken primarily during the wetter months as this is when the 

water table rises and has the potential to intersect with the burials. 

Monitoring of groundwater levels will be undertaken to guide the 

abstraction activities (RB, SLR). 

How will abstraction take place in the context of the 

operation of the activities on site? (KM, DWS).  

Abstraction will be undertaken using a portable pump system 

complete with a buried pipeline system. Abstraction will be 

undertaken form the five newly drilled boreholes on site, which are 

located within the proposed expansion areas. It is not anticipated 

that abstraction will interfere with the continuation of the burial 

activities on site as it will be done in a fairly quiet way (RB/MM, SLR). 

How much water per annum and per day will be 

abstracted? (WD, DWS).  

The anticipated abstraction rates have been calculated at about 

70 m3/day, i.e. about 25 000 m3/annum (MM, SLR). 

Based on the indicated abstraction volumes, it is 

anticipated that the water use can be authorised 

under a General Authorisation which makes 

allowance for abstraction activities if it is less than 

100 m3/day. Furthermore, based on the description 

of the proposed Project, it is anticipated that the 

correct water use to be applied for is a Section 21j 

water use: Dewatering activities for the continuation 

of an activity (WD, DWS).  

It is requested that the authorisation process, as well as the 

applicable water use be confirmed internally at DWS and formally 

communicated to SLR as previous correspondence from DWS 

indicated that a WULA process for a Section 21a water should be 

applied for (FF, SLR). 

 

This information will be communicated via the Electronic Water Use 

Licence Application and Authorisation System (e-WULAAS) (WD, 

DWS). 

What documentation, in addition to the Groundwater 

Dewatering Investigation and Impact Assessment 

Report and the Civil Design Report: Pumping and 

Pipeline System, is required as part of the Phase 3 

submission of Technical Documentation? (RB, SLR). 

Confirmation from the City of Cape Town that the Athlone WWTW 

has available capacity to treat the discharged groundwater will also 

be required (WD, DWS).  

Should the Athlone WWTW indicate that they do not 

have the capacity to treat the volume of water 

discharged, what alternative will the Applicant 

explore? 

As mentioned previously, the disposal of dewatered groundwater 

in this way is a legal, binding condition as it is stipulated in the 

approved EMPr compiled as part of the original Application for EA 

for the proposed Project. Thus, at this stage, no alternatives have 

been considered for the disposal/treatment of the abstracted 

groundwater (FF, SLR).  

  

 CLOSE 
The meeting was closed by RB at 11:00. Attendees were informed that meeting minutes would be distributed. 

 



APPENDIX 1: PRE-APPLICATION MEETING PRESENTATION 



1

VYGEKRAAL CEMETERY EXPANSION, 
RYLANDS, CAPE TOWN

Pre-Application Meeting with DWS

26 October 2022 

10:00 – 12:30



AGENDA

2

• Meeting Protocol

• Welcome and Introduction

• Project Location

• Project Description

• Impacts and Mitigation

• Authorisation requirements

• WULA Programme

• Discussion

• Close



MEETING PROTOCOL

3

• There will be a dedicated discussion session at the end of the presentation.
However, please feel free to use the “raise hand” icon should there be urgent
queries during the presentation.

• Kindly note that the session will be recorded for record keeping purposes.



WELCOME AND INTRODUCTION

4

Applicant Environmental Assessment Practitioner

Vygekraal Cemetery Board
- Abdullah Salie
- 36 Walnut Road, Lansdown, 7780
- vygieskraalcb@gmail.com
- 078 904 4039

SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd
- Fuad Fredericks and Rizqah Baker
- 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, 178 

Campground Road, Newlands, 7780
- ffredericks@slrconsulting.com and 

rbaker@slrconsulting.com
- 021 461 1118
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

6

• The project entails the expansion of the Vygekraal Cemetery onto erven 171553 an
proposed 171554, Rylands, Cape Town

• Burial space will be increased by approximately 6 000 m2

• EA for the expansion was received on 11 September 2015 by means of a BA process
• Subsequent to the submission of an application for Part 1 (Non-Substantive) EA

Amendment, the validity period of the EA was extended (on 27 September 2020) to 11
September 2025

• In pursuance of an EA condition, SLR completed a Groundwater Dewatering
Investigation, which amongst other things, led to the recommendation to maintain
groundwater levels through active dewatering

• The Groundwater Dewatering Investigation included a site reconnaissance undertaken
on 11 March 2021 to investigate the status of existing piezometers and boreholes on
site and to evaluate site conditions for drilling and aquifer testing and to determine
groundwater levels and quality



PROJECT DESCRIPTION contd.

7

• Four modelling scenarios were initially run to assess the impacts to
groundwater levels based on achieving a depth of approximately 2 m below
burial depth:
– Scenario 1: Groundwater abstraction from three boreholes and sump with annual abstraction

rate of 0.66 L/s for a total of 5 years.
– Scenario 2: Groundwater abstraction from five boreholes and sump with annual abstraction

rate of 0.78 L/s for a total of 5 years.
– Scenario 3: Groundwater abstraction from eastern and southern boundary areas and sump

with annual abstraction rate to be determined from the numerical model for a total of 5 years.
– Scenario 4: Same as scenario 3 with a longer simulation time of 50-year pumping period and

50-year recovery period. This simulation was run as a worst-case to understand the
groundwater recovery.

• Based on a review of the groundwater level difference between burial depth and
dewatering scenarios, as well as the drawdown cone extent for modelled scenarios,
there is a limited extent of groundwater drawdown for the each of the scenarios



PROJECT DESCRIPTION contd.

8



PROJECT DESCRIPTION contd.

9



PROJECT DESCRIPTION contd.

10

• Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 indicated that dewatering from the site’s 5 new boreholes and the
existing GW Sump, could dewater groundwater levels between 0.5 m – 4 m below burial depth.

• Due to the site’s topography and dynamic groundwater level changes expected throughout the
year, an approximate 2 m drawdown below burial depths is not possible across the entire site with
Scenario 1 and Scenario 2.

• Scenario 3 and 4 simulated the dewatering of the aquifer within the eastern and southern site
boundary area to a depth of approximately 2 m below the typical burial. Scenario 4 simulated the
impacts of dewatering pumping as per Scenario 3 (5.4 L/s) for a period of 50 years and the
assessment of aquifer recovery for 50 years after the dewatering pumping has stopped (as a worst-
case scenario). This indicated that approximately 5.4 L/s (389 m3/d when pumping for 20 hours per
day) would be required to be abstracted.

• The abstraction and associated management of this volume of groundwater in Scenario 3 and 4 is
considered unfeasible given the current well setup, as well as the groundwater disposal
requirements to sewer (sewer disposal at the Athlone WWTW as per 2014 EMPr requirement)



PROJECT DESCRIPTION contd.

11

• For Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 the maximum drawdown predicted outside the site boundary

area is not expected to exceed 0.3 m approximately 80 m east of the site boundary.

• The Scenario 3 maximum drawdown predicted outside the site boundary area is not

expected to exceed 1 m approximately 250 m from the site boundary.

• Scenario 4 indicated that 5 years after the pumping was stopped, the aquifer is almost fully

recovered, and only a 0.4 m maximum drawdown is predicted on a very small radius of

influence. At year 60 of simulation (10 years recovery) the aquifer is completely recovered.

• It is thus recommended that Scenario 2 is implemented with groundwater abstraction from

the five new boreholes and existing sump with annual abstraction rate of 0.78 L/s. Scenario

2 will achieve groundwater levels between 0.5 m – 4 m below burial depth with

manageable disposal requirements to sewer.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION contd.

13

• Water sampling was undertaken
in May and November 2021

• Results were compared with the
DWS SAWQG Target Range,
Volume 4, Agricultural Use and
SANS for Drinking Water 241-1:
2015 for comparison purposes

• Overall results indicated that
nitrate, total suspended solids and
faecal coliforms may be
originating from the cemetery



IMPACTS AND MITIGATION contd.

14

• Impacts expected on:

– Groundwater quality, Human health, Future use of the underlying aquifer

• Previous BA process assessed the impacts to the afore-mentioned quite differently

Issue Without Mitigation With Mitigation

Groundwater quality Medium (High) LOW (MEDIUM to HIGH)

Human health Insignificant (Very High) INSIGNIFICANT (MEDIUM to HIGH)

Future use of the underlying aquifer Insignificant (Very High) INSIGNIFICANT (MEDIUM to HIGH)

• Mitigation:

– Implementation of all other mitigation measures as contained in the EA and EMPr

– Groundwater abstraction from five boreholes at 0.78l/s to maintain groundwater levels to between 0.5 – 4 m below
burial depth

– Quarterly water quality monitoring for CoC

– Daily monitoring of discharge volumes

– Monitoring of groundwater levels



IMPACTS AND MITIGATION contd.

15

• Pumping and pipeline infrastructure:

– A portable pump system complete with a buried pipeline system will be utilised to
undertake dewatering activities

– The proposed main delivery pipeline runs from each existing borehole to the existing
sewer line. The main pipeline is a buried HDPE pipeline.



AUTHORISATION REQUIREMENTS

16

• Recommendation is to amend the EA to change the threshold levels of a fixed 2 m below
burial depth to a minimum of 0.5 m below burial depth, with active dewatering

• Corr. From DEA&DP on 12 August 2021 indicated that a Part 2 (Substantive) EA Amendment
process would be required to change mitigation measures contained in the EA

• Condition 8.3 of the EA requires the following: “a ring of dewatering wells and pumps must
be installed along the outside perimeter of the site prior to the implementation of the
expansion activities; dewatering wells must be 6 m deep and connected at appropriate
intervals to surface suction pumps; and approximately 2 m must be maintained between the
bottom of the graves and the top of the water table on the site”

• It is the above-mentioned EA Condition that is subject to the amendment application, in line
with the recommendations as per the Groundwater Investigation, that groundwater levels
need only be maintained at a minimum depth of 0.5 m below burial depth through active
dewatering

• DWS has indicated that a Section 21a WULA would need to be submitted to undertake
dewatering



WULA 
Programme

17

We are here

30 days from acceptance 
of Phase 1

- Groundwater Investigations
- Civil Design Reports for Pumps 

and Pipelines



DISCUSSION

18



CLOSE

19

• Thank you for your time

• Meeting minutes will be compiled and distributed to all attendees


