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Adopted Resolutions and Decisions of the Meeting of the Impact Assessment 
Committee (IACOM) 

of Heritage Western Cape (HWC) held on MS Teams at 09H00 on Wednesday, 9 July 
2025 

 

 
MATTERS DISCUSSED 
 
11. SECTION 38(2) RESPONSES TO NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP (NID) 

11.1 Proposed Development on Portions 4, 5, 18, 20, 21, and 27 of Farm 17, Botfontein Smallholdings, 
Kraaifontein: NM 
HM/ CAPE TOWN METROPOLITAN/ KRAAIFONTEIN/ PORTIONS 4, 5, 18, 20, 21, AND 27 OF FARM 
17 
 
Case No: HWC25060410CSI0605 

 
FINAL COMMENT: 

Since there is no reason to believe that the proposed development on Portions 4, 5, 18, 20, 

21, and 27 of Farm 17, Botfontein Smallholdings, Kraaifontein will have an impact on heritage 
resources, no further action under Section 38 of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 
25 of 1999) is required. 
 
           CSi 

 
12. SECTION 38(1): INTERIM COMMENT 
12.1 None 
 
13. SECTION 38(4) RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) 
13.1 None 
 
14 SECTION 38(8) NEMA RESPONSES TO NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP 
14.1 None 
 
15 SECTION 38(8) NEMA INTERIM COMMENTS 
15.1 None 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Adopted IACom Resolutions and Decisions_9 July 2025  2 

16 SECTION 38(8) NEMA FINAL COMMENTS ON ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT  

 

16.1 Proposed IPTN Phase 2A W8 Route on various Erven & Road Reserves, Ottery, South & 
Waterbury Roads, Wynberg & Plumstead: NM 
HM / CAPE TOWN METROPOLITAN / WYNBERG / WYNBERG IRT W8 ROUTE 
 
Case No: HWC22100303CN1004 
 

 INTERIM COMMENT: 
The HIA dated 5 May 2025 and prepared by Bridget O’Donoghue Heritage Practitioner does not 
meet the provisions of Section 38(3) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999). 

 
1. The following specialist studies are endorsed: 

a. Archaeological review; 
b. Social Impact Assessment  

2. There are strong heritage objections to the proposed design of the bridge, given the lack of 
mitigation and alternatives explored. In addition, there is a further need of a visual exploration 
of the proposed structures older than 60 years – by means of a clear mapping and identification 
exercise. These must be submitted in an updated Urban Study and Visual Impact Assessment 
which includes the assessment by the heritage practitioner.   

3. The above must be submitted to HWC in order for HWC to provide a final comment to DEADP 
prior to approval being granted. 

 
            CN 
 
16.2 Farm 1259; Erven 583; 1613; 1751; 1752; 1753, Paternoster Waterfront, Paternoster: MA 

HM / WEST COAST / SALDANA BAY / PATERNOSTER / FARM 1259; ERVEN 586, 1613, 1751, 1752,  
1753 
 
Case No: HWC24050209EJV0516 
 

 FURTHER REQUIREMENTS: 
The HIA dated October 2024 prepared by Chris Schoeman does not meet the provisions of Section 
38(3) of the National Heritage Resources Act (25 of 1999). The following is required: 
1. The cultural landscape components of the HIA have not been adequately assessed including 

the prominent location of the site contributing to the character and historical layering and 
origins of the settlement of Paternoster, including its pre-colonial heritage and its role in the 
development of the West Cost Fishing Industry.  

2. Site analysis and assessment of the existing industrial structures and landscape is required. 
3. Motivation for the retention or reuse of any industrial buildings and structures on the property.  
4. Motivation for all new proposed buildings with particular reference to the dominant building 

morphology of the historical Paternoster and how it has evolved yet still retaining its sense of 
place within a natural coastal setting.  

5. Identification of no-go development zones and with reference to appropriate zoning to ensure 
protection.  

6. Improved mapping of archaeological sites identified on the site as related to proposed 
interventions.  
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7. Better spatialisation of a prior archaeological work and finds in the area particularly related to 
human remains. 

 
            EJV 
 
16.3 Erf 438, R43 between Stanford and Gansbaai, Stanford: NM 
 HM / OVERBERG / OVERSTRAND / STANFORD 
 
 Case No: HWC24021419SB0219 
 
 INTERIM COMMENT: 

The Committee has resolved to endorse in terms of S38(8) the Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) 
dated May 2025, and prepared by CTS Heritage, as having met the provision of Section 38(3) of the 
National Heritage Resources Act (NHRA), with specific reference to the following recommendations 
to be attended to: 
1. Detailed designs of the Treehouse Lodge being submitted to HWC for further comment and 

endorsement.  
2. Amendment to the double storey height of the proposed residential buildings by allowing for 

a roof attic/loft expression of upper storey elements and/or the Stanford Heritage Guidelines 
3. Detailed design development proceeding largely in accordance with the Site Plan and 

Landscape Plan as dated 27 May 2024, prepared by Coetzee Sadie Architectures. 
4. Detailed design development proceeding largely in accordance with the Landscape 

Development Plan and Stanford Green Architectural Guidelines respectively. 
5. The proposed demolition of the existing residential structure located on the site is approved 

as this structure has been determined to be Not Conservation-Worthy. 
6. The HWC Chance Finds Protocol must be implemented for the duration of excavation activities 
7. Should any archaeological resources, palaeontological resources or human remains or burials 

be uncovered during the course of development activities, work must cease in the vicinity of 
these finds, Heritage Western Cape (HWC) must be contacted immediately in order to 
determine an appropriate way forward. 
8. The amended designs as required, must be submitted to HWC in order for HWC to provide 

a final comment to DEADP prior to approval being granted. 
         
The approval contained in this comment is valid for 5 years from the date of this decision. This 
period may be extended on good reason being shown and at the discretion of HWC, provided 
that application for extension must be made prior to the effluxion of the 5-year period. 
 

SB 
 
16.4 Erf 878, Fontein Street, Riebeeck Kasteel, Swartland: MA 
 HM / WEST COAST / SWARTLAND / RIEBEECK KASTEEL / ERF 878 
 
 Case No: 20030413SB0603E 

 
 INTERIM COMMENT: 

The requested final comment will be provided at the meeting on 13 August 2025. 
 
            SB 
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16.5 Portion 37 of Farm 74, Farm Kanu, along the R304, Stellenbosch: MA 
 HM / CAPE WINELANDS / STELLENBOSCH / FARM 74 
 
 Case No: 22042615NK0429E 
 
 INTERIM COMMENT: 

The Committee has resolved to endorse the Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA), titled 
Supplementary Report - Portion 37 of Farm 74, Stellenbosch, dated June   2025, and prepared by 
Lize Malan and David Gibbs, as having met the provision  of Section 38(3) of the National Heritage 
Resources Act (NHRA), with specific reference to the following recommendations:  
1. The preparation of detailed site development plans for the hotel component and the additions 

to the werf, with architectural sketch plans that will reflect the architectural controls referred 
to in the indicators and also address controls for lighting and reflectivity. 

2. The SDPs must be accompanied by a landscaping plan, prepared by a professional landscape 
architect that indicates: 
a. Trees to retained on the site. 
b. The nature and size of new trees to be planted. It is important that trees of an adequate 

height are planted from the onset to reduce potential visual impacts – thus tree heights 
must be specified in the landscaping plan. 

c. A landscape management plan that addresses inter alia succession planting for trees.  
d. The SDPs must be submitted to the HWC for approval, before building plans can be 

approved by the Municipality. 
 

The amended SDP and detailed plans for the hotel and the wine cellar precinct must be submitted 
to HWC in order for HWC to provide a final comment to DEADP prior to approval being granted.  

 
The approval contained in this comment is valid for 5 years from the date of this decision. This 
period may be extended on good reason being shown and at the discretion of HWC, provided 
that application for extension must be made prior to the effluxion of the 5-year period. 

 
            CSi 
 
16.6  D’Olyfboom Farm RE 29112:MA 
 HM / CAPE WINELANDS / DRAKENSTEIN/ PAARL/ FARM RE 29112 
 
 Case No: HWC23060606SB0608 
 
 FURTHER REQUIREMENTS: 

The Committee requires the following additional information: 
1. Clarity on the location of the site within the urban edge and including the planning statutory 

framework. 
2. Reconsideration of the layout using the shaft of agricultural space in front of the main building 

as a principal feature and development being located on the site edges in relation to the 
existing development  

3. The inclusion of 3-dimensional information including cross sections and building heights  
 

SB 
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17 SECTION 38(8) MPA ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN RESPONSES TO NOTIFICATION OF 
INTENT TO DEVELOP 

17.1 None 
 
18 SECTION 38(8) MPA ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN INTERIM COMMENT 
18.1 None 
 
19 SECTION 38(8) MPA ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN FINAL COMMENT 

19.1 None  
 
20 SECTION 38(8) OTHER LEGISLATION NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP 

20.1 None 
 
21 SECTION 38(8) OTHER LEGISLATION INTERIM COMMENT 

21.1 None  
22 SECTION 38(8) OTHER LEGISLATION FINAL COMMENT 

22.1 None 
 
23. SECTION 27 PROVINCIAL HERITAGE SITES 
23.1 Proposed Consolidation, Subdivision, Rezoning & Development on Erf 48 & 49, Dutch Reformed 

Church, 23 Church Street, McGregor: MA 
HM / CAPE WINELANDS / BREEDE RIVER WINELANDS / MCGREGOR / ERVEN 48 & 49 

 
Case No: HWC25021011SJ0211 
 

 FURTHER REQUIREMENTS: 
The Committee resolved to approve the proposed Consolidation, Subdivision, Rezoning and 
Development subject to drawings being submitted indicating the full developmental proposal. 
These drawings can be permitted by HOMS.  
 

SJ 
 
24. SECTION 47 CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLANS 
24.1 None 
 
25. ADVICE  
25.1 None 
 
26. SECTION 42 HERITAGE AGREEMENTS 
26.1 None 
 
27. OTHER 
27.1 None 

 
28. Adoption of decisions and resolutions 

The Committee agreed to adopt the decisions and resolutions as recorded above. 


