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WESCO WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY (PTY) LTD  
ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (ESIA) FOR THE PROPOSED WESCO WASTE 

MANAGEMENT FACILITY 

NOTES OF PUBLIC MEETING HELD AT THE PHILADELPHIA NG KERK BOERESAAL, CHURCH STREET   
HELD ON 01 FEBRUARY 2023, 18H00 

 

NO. ITEM 

1.  WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 

1.1.  Antoinette Pietersen (AP), the independent facilitator, welcomed all present, set out her experience as a 

facilitator and explained her role in the ESIA process. AP then introduced Msizi Cele (independent isiXhosa 

translator), SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd (SLR – the Environmental Assessment Practitioner (EAP)) and 

Wesco Waste Management Facility (Pty) Ltd (Wesco - the Applicant), and explained that the purpose of the 

meeting was to present information on the proposed project and the Environmental and Social Impact 

Assessment (ESIA) process.  APAP proceeded to explain that the purpose of the meeting was to present 

information on the proposed project and the Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) process. AP 

highlighted that the formal ESIA process has not commenced, and that the meeting formed part of the Pre-

application phase of the ESIA.   

AP provided a brief overview of the public participation process associated with the ESIA and requested input 

from attendees to provide details of any additional stakeholders that should be contacted to be informed of 

the ESIA process and proposed project. She noted that the meeting content presented is the same as what was 

presented in the previous meeting held in Philadelphia on 7 December 2022. 

AP presented the proposed meeting format, which included presentations by Wesco and SLR followed by a 

question-and-answer session (discussion), the proposed guidelines for the meeting to facilitate a constructive 

discussion. She further noted that the meeting was being recorded for minute-taking purposes and requested 

if photos could be taken for proof of the meeting. All attendees agreed with the meeting format.   

The list of attendees is presented in Appendix A and photographs of the meeting are presented in Appendix B. 

Photographs of the recorded comments and questions raised during the meeting are presented in Appendix C. 

2.  PRESENTATIONS - refer to Appendix D  

2.1 Kate Stubbs (KS) provided background to Wesco as the project applicant and indicated that Wesco is a subsidiary 

of Interwaste (Pty) Ltd (Interwaste) which is owned by the Séché Environnement Group (Séché), an international 

company based in France.  KS highlighted the overall experience that Interwaste and Séché have in the Waste 

Management sector. 

KS then presented an overview of an existing Waste Management Facility (WMF) located in France that is owned 

and operated by Séché. The existing facility is considered to be a representation of how the proposed Wesco 

WMF would be operated. She then provided an outline of the current state of the waste sector in the Western 

Cape to illustrate the need for a new WMF within the City of Cape Town and broader region. 

KS went on to provide a description of the proposed project, including the overall vision for the project, the 

project location and overview of the project components and associated infrastructure. In summary, the 

proposed WMF would include, amongst others, various waste minimisation/recovery facilities, a waste 

treatment facility, and a Class A waste disposal facility that would accept both general and hazardous waste. 
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2.2 Matthew Hemming (MH) noted that SLR had been appointed by Interwaste to undertake the required ESIA 

process for the proposed project. He provided an overview of the authorisations that are required in terms of, 

the National Environmental Management: Waste Act, 2008 (Act 59 of 2008) (NEM:WA), National Environmental 

Management Act, 1998 (Act 107 of 1998) (NEMA), National Water Act, 1998 (No. 36 of 1998) (NWA) and 

National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (No. 25 of 1999) (NHRA). In summary, the ESIA process is required as 

part of the Waste Management Licence (WML) application in terms of NEM:WA and the Environmental 

Authorisation (EA) application process in terms of NEMA and the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 

Regulations, 2014 (as amended). 

MH noted that the decision-making authority would be the National Department of Forestry, Fisheries and the 

Environment (DFFE) for the WML application and the Western Cape Department of Environmental Affairs and 

Development Planning (DEA&DP) for the EA application. MH explained there would be a single Scoping and EIA 

process that would provide information to both authorities for decision making.  

MH provided additional information about the proposed project site and the desktop screening process that 

was undertaken to determine the suitability of the proposed project site for the establishment of a WMF. He 

then provided an overview of the ESIA process, noting that this meeting forms part of the pre-application phase 

of the proposed project. He indicated that the aim of the pre-application phase is to identify stakeholders that 

need to be engaged with during the ESIA process and to identify potential risks and benefits of the project on 

the environment that need to be assessed further in the ESIA process. 

MH then presented the proposed specialist studies that would be undertaken in the ESIA Phase to assess the 

identified potential impacts and benefits of the proposed project. 

3.  CLARIFICATION QUESTIONS 

3.1 Steven Wood (SW), a nearby landowner stated that he has not yet received meeting minutes from the last 

meeting.    

3.1.1 MH indicated that the meeting minutes were not shared with people individually, however, the minutes 

were available on the SLR website.  

3.2 Mienie Wood (MW), a member of the Dassenburg Neighbourhood Watch, made a number of comments and 

asked several questions, as set out below:  

- Has Séché invested in South Africa because the recent legal changes for managing waste in France means 

that the overall waste volumes will be reduced? 

- The Traffic Impact Assessment must include information regarding the volume of traffic in terms of the 

number of vehicles that will be used and indicate the sizes of those vehicles. 

- What is the quantity of water that will be used by the proposed project. The abstraction of water from 

boreholes is a concern as this water source could run dry as evidenced in the recent “day-zero” drought.  

- Wesco has three options for electricity, Eskom, solar and turbines/generators. If generators are used, 

Wesco will need sufficient fuel storage capacity on the property which would require an additional 

assessment. Furthermore, the generators will make noise and create more air pollution. If loadshedding 

does not affect the facility, electric cables or installed solar panels may be stolen. In such cases, what 

backup would Wesco have and what will be the impact be should the WMF have no power? 

- A seismic study is required.  

- A terrestrial report is required. 

- The dumpsite saga has been going on since 2007, the City of Cape Town (CCT) has had a Record of Decision 

(ROD) for a facility since August 2013 - why has CCT never implemented the project since the ROD was 

issued in 2013? 

3.2.1 KS explained that detailed studies will be undertaken to understand potential of sources for water. She 

also noted that for other sites operated by Interwaste, they are required to undertake water monitoring 

and are audited as well.  
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KS noted that the site would be fenced and security would be in place to prevent theft on site. She also 

indicated that the source of power is not certain at this stage as there is no clarity on what project 

infrastructure would be approved for development, however, this issue is noted and will be considered in 

the project design going forward. 

MH explained that at this stage SLR is commissioning a series of specialist studies to investigate potential 

impacts and the scope of those studies will be disclosed to the public during Scoping Phase. A seismic study 

has not been proposed at this stage, however, SLR will engage with Wesco and the Authorities to 

determine if it is necessary. 

MH explained that the CCT received a ROD in 2013 which subsequently went under appeal. When a 

decision goes under appeal, it is suspended.  The appeal went through multiple high court applications 

and the supreme court made a judgement in April 2022. Therefore, the CCT could not proceed previously 

as the decision was under appeal and thus suspended.  

MH noted MW raised a number of impacts and many of them are related to a landfill and need to be 

understood and that is part of the ESIA process. He indicated that the SLR team will do its best to ensure 

that information is gathered and presented in the subsequent reporting.   

3.3 Wayne Thomas (WT) from Dassenberg asked the following questions: 

- Can Wesco provide a guarantee/fund where the landowners can be compensated for any damages due to 

water contamination? 

- As Interwaste has Level 1 Broad-Based Black Economic Empowerment (B-BBEE) certification, are any of 

those directors or representatives located in the Western Cape? 

3.3.1 Lise Steyn (LS) of Interwaste/Wesco explained that the National Water Act makes provision for 

compensation to affected water users should there be any proven pollution of water resources by Wesco 

operations. 

MH further noted that South Africa’s environmental legislation provides very specific provisions regarding 

liability and should a person or a company do something that compromises the environment, there are 

mechanisms in the law for that liability. He also explained that typically for such a project, there would be 

a requirement for a financial provision to be made for rehabilitation during the operational and post-

closure phases.  

KS stated that she did not have details of the relevant B-BBEE partners for Interwaste, however, disclosing 

that information at a later stage would not be a problem.  

3.4 Ronel Botes (RB), a representative from Dassenburg Neighbourhood Watch, stated that she witnessed CCT 

personnel taking water samples from the Donkergat River on 16 January 2023 and asked whether they have 

permission from the landowner to obtain these samples? 

3.4.1 MH explained that SLR has not appointed CCT to do any work on this project and thus he was not able to 

comment on the actions of CCT employees. However, he did note that there were a series of appointed 

environmental specialists that have been appointed to do work for the ESIA process but they are all private 

consultants. 

3.5 RB stated that she would like representatives from CCT and CapeNature (Jacques, Dale and Kyle) to attend the 

public meetings.  

3.5.1 AP noted that the suggestion to invite CapeNature and CCT to the next meeting is recorded and will be 

considered. 

3.6 RB wanted to know if Wesco is starting to establish the electrical infrastructure for the project as there is 

currently work being undertaken in the Eskom servitude located on the site. 

3.6.1 MH highlighted that Eskom is not doing any work for this project at this stage.    

3.7 Sakkie Stoffberg (SS) made a statement that the site should be described as one of the best agricultural farms 

in the area with good underground water because it is adjacent to the Witzands aquifer. 
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3.8 AP asked MH to provide a brief explanation of what will be looked at in terms of the Water Use Licence 

Application (WULA). 

3.8.1  MH explained that the NWA aims to protect water in South Africa in terms of both quality and availability, 

it also defines water uses as things related to consumptive use and activities that can impact water sources 

by contaminating water or changing the runoff of water. A WULA is a complex process and the exact 

licensing requirements for the project will depend on the details of the project. However, any water use 

that the project would require, would not be able to take away from someone else’s existing lawful water 

use. MH explained that the WULA does not run exactly in parallel with the EA application but the 

information related to the WULA will be made available in the public domain. 

3.9 MW stated that questions regarding the CCT ROD will be sent to SLR by email.  

3.10 AP gave a summary of concerns raised during the meeting mentioning the following: 

- Potential impacts on the value of neighbouring properties; 

- Heritage value of the project site; 

- Agricultural potential of the property; and 

- Potential impacts of depletion and pollution of water resources by the proposed project.  

3.10.1 SW indicated that the summary provided by AP is her view and does not represent the views of himself nor 

everyone else attending the meeting.  

3.11 Christo Liebenberg (CL) asked if CapeNature has been involved in the process?  

3.11.1 MH explained that CapeNature has been notified.  

4.  MEETING CLOSURE 

4.1 AP thanked everyone for their attendance.  Meeting closed at approximately 20h00.  
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APPENDIX A: LIST OF ATTENDEES 

 

NO. NAME ORGANISATION ABBR. 

1.  Liezel Stoffberg   Vaaitjie  LS 

2.  Sakkie Stoffberg  Vaaitjie  SS 

3.  Alan Orthuizen  Enviroserv AO 

4.  Mienie Wood  DNHW MW 

5.  Steven Wood  DNHW SW 

6.  W. Thomas  DNHW  WT 

7.  L. Thomas  DNHW LT 

8.  Ronel Botes  DNHW RB 

9.  Makgabo Van Niekerk Enviroserv MV 

10.  Cristo Liebenberg   Kaalmeer Private Game Lodge CL  

11.  Chey De Wet   DMHW CDW 

12.  Malisi Mootshawa  Enviroserv MM 

13.  Antoinette Pietersen Independent Facilitator  AP 

14.  Msizi Cele  Independent isiXhosa translator MC  

15.  Kate Stubbs  Interwaste (Pty) Ltd - Interwaste KS  

16.  Lise Steyn  Interwaste  LS  

17.  Antoine Deffay Interwaste AD 

18.  Matthew Hemming SLR Consulting (South Africa) (Pty) Ltd - SLR MH 

19.  Nicholas Arnott SLR NA 

20.  Castro Ravhuhali  SLR  CR 
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APPENDIX B: PHOTOS OF PUBLIC MEETING IN PHILADELPHIA  
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APPENDIX C: PHOTOS OF ATTENDEES COMMENTS AND QUESTIONS SUMMARISED 
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APPENDIX D: PRESENTATION 
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1

1

LICENSING OF PROPOSED WESCO 
WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY

Public Information Meetings
Jan/Feb 2023

1. Introductions

2

• Independent Facilitator:
– Antoinette Pietersen

• Applicant: Wesco Waste Management Facility (Pty) Ltd, 
a subsidiary of Interwaste (Pty) Ltd / the Séché Group
• Kate Stubbs
• Antoine Deffay
• Lise Steyn

• Environment Assessment Practitioner (EAP): SLR Consulting (Pty) Ltd
• Matthew Hemming (Reviewer)
• Nicholas Arnott (Project Manager)
• Castro Ravuhali (Project Assistant)
• Msizi Cele (isiXhosa translation)

3

• Continue practice of social distancing

• Emergency procedure:  Building Safety Instructions

2. Health and Safety

4

 For Applicant and EAP to provide an introduction to:
― the proposed project
― the authorisations required
― Assessment and public participation process to be undertaken

 For Interested and/or Affected Parties (I&APs) to:
― Engage and ask questions, raise issues of concern, or contribute comments

about the proposed project, potential environmental or social impacts and the
EIA process

3. Meeting Objectives

5

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Acceptance of the Agenda

3. Project Overview – Wesco

4. ESIA Overview – SLR

5. Next Steps – SLR

6. Questions & Discussion - All

4. Proposed Agenda

6

• Attendance register (POPI Act)
• Permission to digitally record the meeting and take photos

• Languages:
– Presentations and responses in English
– Translation available for questions / comments /responses in 

English/Afrikaans/isiXhosa

• Content:
– As presented in prior meetings (December 2022) 

5. What you need to know about the meeting

1 2

3 4

5 6
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• Proposed flow of meeting:
- Presentations: approximately 20 - 25 minutes each
- Questions and discussion session after all presentations
- Meeting duration: approximately 2 hours

• Project team available after meeting.

• Proceedings of the meeting will be included in Draft Scoping Report (to be 
posted to SLR’s website and data free website, when available).

5. What you need to know about the meeting

8

Public consultation is NOT a voting or consensus-driven process, rather a process of 

collecting input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.

2. Agree to disagree.

3. Focus on the issue, not the person. 

4. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator.

– Identify yourself (name & surname, organization).

– Give everyone a fair chance to be heard. 

5. One question at a time. 

6. Please take calls outside or turn your cell phones on silent.

6. Constructive Discussion Guidelines

Vision for Wesco 
Waste Management 
Facility 

Agenda 

• Company Introduction

• State of Waste & Western 
Cape Analysis 

• Project Vision & Overview 

GROUP 
OVERVIEW

Séché Company Overview
• Founded in1985
• Family-owned French industrial 

group and global leader specialized 
in treatment and recovery of waste

• Protection and restoration of 
environment and biodiversity sits at 
heart of strategy

• Focused on R&D, circular economy 
and green innovations

• Listed on Eurolist by Euronext since 
1997

• Numerous ISO, EcoCert and OHSAS 
certifications

7 8

9 10

11 12
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Project Structure

Property Owner Local developer & operator

Integrated Waste Management Model

Interwaste Company Overview

• Established 1989, 33 years’ operational experience

• Acquired by Séché Environnement March 2019

• Provides Integrated Waste Management Solutions

• Fully accredited, licensed service provider

• National footprint, 1700 employees

• Over 750 waste handling equipment

• B-BBEE Level 1

• National footprint

• Strong track-record in servicing a wide range of 

industry sectors

• Wesco WMF subsidiary of Interwaste

Case study of vision

Séché Environnement: Changé 
Environmental Site in Mayenne

Séché Environnement: Changé Environmental Site in Mayenne

13 14

15 16

17 18



2023/02/24

4

19 20

21 22

23 24



2023/02/24

5

State of Waste in the 

Western Cape

25 26

27 28

29 30
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Total Waste Generated in South Africa (2017) City of Cape Town 
waste generation vs 
WC Total 

• Total WC generated 7.7 Mt in 2015  
of which, City of Cape Town 
generated 3.7Mt

• CoCT economic hub of WC 
generating approximately 72% of 
provincial GDP

• Supports 66% of population which is 
largely categorized as urbanised

Source: Extrapolated from DEDAT (2016) Green Cape Waste MIR 2021

City of Cape Town 
Waste 
Characteristics

Diminishing airspace: Estimated landfill 
lifespan for local municipalities in WC

• Reduction of landfill airspace across the 
region

• Some municipalities in more serious 
situation than others

• Lack of availability of landfill airspace  for 
some municipalities is resulting in 
movement of waste between 
municipalities – this will affect expected 
lifespans of metro landfills.

• Leading to both metros and 
municipalities exploring waste diversion 
initiatives and waste treatment 
technologies.

• CoCT less than 10 years available landfill 
airspace

Summary of Waste Challenges

Illegal dumping & 
capacity of law 

enforcement

Service delivery 
complexity / 

challenges

Diminishing landfill 
airspace capacity 
across the region

More stringent regulations, compliance 
standards and bans of waste types from 
landfill disposal

Increasing waste 
volumes and types 
of waste

Financial pressure - Reduction 
in tariff collection due to 

economic situation

Rising costs 

Wesco Waste Management 

Facility Vision

31 32

33 34

35 36
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• Investment & development

• Location, site design & layout

•Waste management services & facilities

•Community development

•Biodiversity

Project Vision Investment & development

Initial Investment & development
• Land Acquired 670 hectares
• Licensing
• Site Development
• Infrastructure

• Waste treatment, processing and disposal 
facilities

Ongoing Investment
• Alternative Technologies
• Cell development
• Community & biodiversity programs

Estimated job creation
• 50 direct employment
• 100 indirect employment

Location
Portion 1 of the 

Farm Brakkefontein

No. 32

Location Portion 1 of the Farm Brakkefontein No. 32

Preliminary 
Proposed 

Site Layout

Proposed
Treatment 
Area
Layout

37 38

39 40

41 42
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Waste minimisation 
and recovery facilities

• Clean Material Recovery Facility 
(MRF)

• Refuse Derived Fuel (RDF) 
manufacturing plant

• Composting facility
• Bioremediation facility
• Construction & demolition waste 

beneficiation plant
• Public waste drop-off area
• Waste treatment facility
• Effluent treatment plant
• Additional ancillary infrastructure

Composting facility Bioremediation facility

Conceptual layout of facility entrance including access control, weighbridges, office and visitors’ centre.

Legal Requirements for Engineered Landfill Sites in SA

SA Class A Landfill 
Requirements

Figure 23: Standard containment barrier design of
a Class A containment barrier in terms of the
Norms & Standards for the Disposal of Waste to
Landfill (GNR 636 of 2013) *Note that the figure is
as per the standard design in the Regulations.

Examples of prohibited wastes from landfill
disposal:

• Nuclear or reactive waste

• Untreated health care risk waste

• Explosive wastes

Community 
Development
• Local employment 

• Education & Awareness 

• Training and Development

• Community Initiatives 

Biodiversity strategy

• Group biodiversity strategy and 
commitments – Act4Nature

• Consideration and integration of 
biodiversity throughout project

• Protect, preserve and monitor 
the biodiversity onsite

• Identify and support biodiversity 
projects in the region

Conclusion 
• Economic growth – investment, development, resource 

recovery

• Integrated Facility  supporting WC Strategy, IWMP & regional 
landfill airspace shortage

• Partnership approach – better together, strong relationships 
& stakeholder engagement

• Job creation and skill upliftment

• Sustainable service delivery

• Green innovation and circular economy solutions

• Environmental stewardship - healthier and safer environment

43 44

45 46

47 48
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Thank You
Overview of ESIA Process

50

• Category B of NEM:WA

― The reuse, recycling, recovery or 
treatment of hazardous waste in excess 
of 1 ton per day.

― The disposal of any quantity of hazardous 
waste to land.

― The disposal of general waste to land in 
excess of 25 000 tons.

― The construction of such facilities. 

Legal Requirements

51

• National Environmental Management: Waste Act, 
2008 (No. 59 of  2008) (NEM:WA):

– NEM:WA sets out that no person may 
commence, undertake or conduct listed 
waste management activities unless in 
accordance with specified standards or a 
Waste Management Licence (WML).

– Wesco WMF will trigger waste 
management activities in Category B, 
requiring the undertaking of an assessment 
as stipulated in the EIA Regulations 2014. 
 Scoping and EIA

– The Minister at Department of Forestry, 
Fisheries and the Environment (DFFE) is the 
licensing authority for hazardous waste 
management activities.

• National Environmental Management Act, 1998 
(No. 107 of 1998) (NEMA):

― NEMA provides for the control of certain listed 
activities, which are prohibited until 
Environmental Authorisation (EA) is obtained.

― The development of Wesco WMF will include 
activities in Listing Notice 2 and requires an 
assessment process, per the EIA Regulations 
2014 EA.

 Scoping and EIA

― The competent authority for decision-making 
on the EA application would be the Western 
Cape Department of Environmental Affairs and 
Development Planning (DEA&DP).

SLR has been appointed as the independent Environmental Assessment
Practitioner to undertake the required Scoping and Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) process

As both the WML and EA applications require a Scoping and EIA process in
terms of the EIA Regulations 2014, a single assessment process will be
undertaken to inform the two authorities’ decision-making

Legal Requirements (2)

52

• National Water, 1998 (No. 36 of  1998) (NWA):
– Section 21 of the NWA sets out the water 

uses that may not be undertaken without a 
Water Use Licence (WUL), unless in 
accordance with schedule 1 or a specified 
standard.

– Wesco WMF will trigger water uses, 
requiring the undertaking of an assessment 
as stipulated in the Water Use Licence 
Application Regulations 2017. 

– The Minister at Department of Water and 
Sanitation (DWS) is the licensing authority.

• National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (No. 25 of 
1999) (NHRA):

― Section 38(1) of the NHRA lists development 
activities that require authorisation by a 
heritage authority.

― Wesco WMF will include certain listed 
activities, which may require the undertaking of 
a Heritage Impact Assessment.

― Heritage Western Cape would be the 
competent authority.

SLR has been appointed to manage the required application processes

Why Portion 1 of the Farm Brakkefontein No. 32?

53

• The City of Cape Town had identified this property as an option for a landfill 
(2000). 

• It was previously subject to a licensing process (2002 to 2013).
• Although the approvals were not concluded, this was not directly due to features 

of the property.  
• The property came on the market and was purchased by Varenne, an Interwaste 

subsidiary. 
• Prior to commencement of the current application process, Interwaste appointed 

SLR to undertake a GIS-based screening to identify potential sites for development 
of a waste management facility, to determine if the target sites had any fatal flaws, 
and to  indicate if any the sites were preferred.

Why Portion 1 of the Farm Brakkefontein No. 32?

54

• The screening process followed a phased approach which:

1. Determined an ‘Area of Interest’ for the study2. Eliminated unavailable areas (leaving only ‘potentially 
available land’) 

3. Undertook environmental sensitivity screening to 
eliminate higher-risk sites and focus consideration toward 
lower risk ‘target sites’

4. Desktop investigation of suitability of lower risk ‘target 
sites’ at a comparative level.

5. Three short-listed sites were investigated further and 
compared.

Brakfontein was preferred:
- Closest to waste generation
- Adjacent to road and rail 
- No competing agricultural use
- Owned

49 50

51 52

53 54



2023/02/24

10

Scoping and EIA

55

• The WML and EA require a Scoping and EIA process
• The Scoping an EIA process is undertaken to gather information to inform authority 

decision-making by:
– identifying potential risks and benefits on the environment,

• through consultation with landowners and stakeholders
– assessing the significance of potential impacts (++ and --),

• with inputs from specialist studies
– identifying measures to prevent or mitigate impacts, should the project be approved.

• The EIA concludes in an Environmental Management programme (EMPr)
• The Scoping and EIA process and timeframes are defined in the EIA Regulations 

2014 (as amended)

56

Pre-application Scoping Phase (97 days) Impact Assessment Phase (203 days) Appeals Phase

• Initial 
notification 

• Stakeholder 
registration

• Database 
development

• Public meetings

• Submit WML/EA applications 
• Prepare Draft Scoping Report
• 30-day comment period
• Update and submit revised 

Scoping Report for acceptance

• Undertake Technical / Specialist 
Studies

• Prepare draft EIA Report
• 30-day comment period
• Update and submit Final EIA Report 

for decision making

• WML/EA 
decision

• Stakeholder 
notification 

• Appeal 
process

1. Identification of stakeholders and updating of the project I&AP database.
2. Engage with I&APs.

Scoping and EIA Process

NB: If there are any other people who need to be informed of the project, please provide their 
contact information to SLR.

We are 
here

57

Proposed Specialist Studies

• Agricultural Agro-Ecosystems Assessment;

• Air Quality Impact Assessment;

• Aquatic Biodiversity Impact Assessment;

• Community Health Impact Assessment;

• Economic Impact Assessment;

• Geohydrology Impact Assessment;

• Heritage Impact Assessment;

• Hydrology Assessment;

• Land Use and Planning Assessment;

• Noise Impact Assessment;

• Social Impact Assessment;

• Terrestrial Biodiversity (including, flora and
fauna);

• Traffic Impact Assessment; and

• Visual Impact Assessment.

Next Steps

58

• Minutes of meetings to be compiled.

• I&APs to: 

– contact SLR for information and / or documents.

– submit comments / questions / issues to SLR.

• All registered I&APs (by completing meeting attendance register) will be notified of 
the next round of public participation – e.g. availability of Draft Scoping Report for 
review and comment. 

• Documents will be made available in hard copy and posted to SLR’s website and 
data free website, when available.

Opportunities to Comment / Participate

59

Scoping Phase (Q1 2023):
• Submission of 

WML/EA/WUL 
applications.

• Distribute Draft Scoping 
Report for public review 
and comment (30-days).

• Update Scoping Report 
with comments received.

• Submission of Scoping 
Report to the CA.

• DFFE & DEA&DP accept 
or reject the Scoping 
Report.

Impact Assessment Phase 
(2023):

• Distribute Draft EIA 
Report for public review 
and comment (30-days).

• Public meetings.
• Update EIA Report with 

comments received.
• Submission of EIA 

Report to the CA.
• DFFE & DEA&DP review 

the EIA Report

EIA Process

Decision / Appeal (Q4 
2023):

• DFFE & DEA&DP grants 
WML/EA or rejects the 
application.

• Registered I&APs 
notified of WML/EA 
decision and appeals 
process.

• 20 days to submit an 
appeal from date of 
notification.

Pre-Application Phase (Q4 
2022 to Q1 2023):

• I&AP notification and 
registration.

• Update of project I&AP 
database.

• Public Information 
meetings.

• Preliminary specialist 
screening of site 
conditions.

We are 
here

Reminder: Constructive discussion guidelines
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Public consultation is NOT a voting or consensus-driven process, rather a process of 

collecting input for purpose of enabling decision-maker to consider issues and impacts.

1. Respect one another.

2. Agree to disagree.

3. Focus on the issue, not the person. 

4. Raise your hand to comment or ask a question and work through the facilitator.

– Identify yourself (name, surname and organization).

– Give everyone a fair chance to be heard. 

5. One question at a time. 
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SLR Contact Details

62

Method Contact Details
Post: 5th Floor, Letterstedt House, Newlands on Main, Corner of Main and 

Campground Roads, Newlands, Cape Town 7700

Tel: 021 461 1118

WhatsApp
/ SMS:

072 422 3448

E-mail: wescoWMF@slrconsulting.com

Web: https://www.slrconsulting.com/en/public-documents/WescoWMF

Data 
Free Web:

https://slrpublicdocs.datafree.co/en/public-documents/WescoWMF
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END
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