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APPROVED MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF HERITAGE WESTERN 
CAPE (HWC) 

ARCHAEOLOGY, PALAEONTOLOGY AND METEORITES 
COMMITTEE (APM) 

Held on Wednesday, 6 May 2020. On  Microsoft Teams Cape Town at 09:00 AM 
 
 
1. Opening and Welcome  
 

The Chairperson, Dr Lita Webley (LW), officially opened the meeting at 09:05 and welcomed 
everyone present.  
 

2. Attendance  
 

Members   Members of Staff 
 Dr Lita Webley (LW)    Ms Penelope Meyer (PM) 
 Ms Emmylou Bailey (EB)   Ms Stephanie Barnardt (SB) 
 Dr Jayson Orton (JO)    Ms Waseefa Dhansay (WD) 
 Ms Cecilene Muller (CM)   Mr Jonathan Windvogel (JW) 

 Mr John Gribble (JG)    Ms Colette Scheermeyer (CS) 
 Dr Ragna Redelstorff (RR)   Ms Nuraan Vallie (NV) 
       Ms Ameerah Peters (AP) 
       Dr Mxolisi Dlamuka (MX) 
       Ms Nosiphiwo Tafeni (NT) 
       Ms Cathy-Ann Potgieter (CP) 
 
 Visitors 
 None 
 
 Observers     
 None 
 
3.   Apologies 
 Dr Wendy Black  
  
 Absent 
 None 
 
4. Approval of Agenda Dated 6 May 2020 
 
4.1 The Committee approved the agenda dated 6 May 2020 with minor changes including 

additional items.  
 
5. Approval of Minutes and Matters Arising from Previous Meeting  
 
5.1 APM Minutes dated 20 March 2020. 

The Committee reviewed the minutes dated 20 March 2020 and approved the minutes with 
amendments. 
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6. Disclosure of Interest 
 

6.1 Recusals 
None 

 
7. Confidential Matters 

 
7.1 None 
 
8. Appointments 
 
8.1 The Committee noted the appointment for item 12.1 set for 09h30. 

Erf 4998, Sayers Lane, Simons Town to be deferred. Invitations were sent out to the parties 
identified during the meeting of the 20th of March 2020 but no response was received. This 
matter is therefore deferred to the next APM meeting in June 2020 and invitations to be sent 
to parties again. 

 
9. Administrative Matters 

9.1  Outcome of appeals and tribunals 
 

9.1.1 Proposed Additions and Alterations, Erf 172004. 212A Buitengracht Street , Bo-
Kaap (Section 34) 

 HM/ CAPE TOWN METROPOLITAN/ BOKAAP/ ERF  172004 
 Case No: 19080614LB0807E 
 Matter from BELCOM 
 
9.1.2 Proposed Additions and Alterations To Erf 1444, 24 Davenport Road, Vredehoek 

(Section 34) 
 HM/ CAPE TOWN METROPOLITAN/ VREDEHOEK/ ERF 1444 
 Case No: 198080508WD0807E 
 Matter from BELCOM 
 
9.1.3 Athlone Power Station, cnr Bhunga Avenue and N2, Athlone (Section 34) 
 HM/CAPE TOWN/ATHLONE/ERF 32564 
 Case No: 19053115HB0604E 
 Matter from BELCOM 
 
          PM 
 
10.1 Site Inspection 
 
10.1.1  None 
 
10.2 Site Inspection Reports 
 
10.2.1 Erven 149294 & 173716, a Ptn of Erf 149294, Dock Road & c/o Buitengracht Street, V&A 

Waterfront, Amsterdam Battery 
 
 The site inspection report was tabled and discussed under item 20.1 

 
10.2.2 Portion 1, 11, 26, 30, 34, 58, 60, 64, 67 and 109 of Farm 222, Hazendal Development 
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 The site inspection report was tabled and discussed under item 16.1 
 
10.3 Report back on ExCo and Council 
 
10.3.1  None 
 
11. POLICY AND PROCEDURES  
 
11.1 SAPS and HWC Accidental Finds Protocol and Procedure 
  

Nothing to report. 
 

MATTERS TO BE DISCUSSED  
 
12. SECTION 35 PERMIT APPLICATIONS  
 
12.1 Permit application, Erf 4998, Sayers Lane, Simons Town. S35 Application 

Case No: 18061907SB0704E   
 
 Deferred to June 2020. 
 

SB 
 
12.2 Ptn 37 of Farm 516, De Hoop Nature Reserve, The Potteberg Estate, Midden. Section 35 
 HM/OVERBERG/ AGULHAS/ DE HOOP/ PORTION 37 OF FARM 516 
 

Case No:19041104SB04131E 
  
 Discussion 
 The earlier email correspondence by the Committee regarding this application was referred 

to, which discussed amongst other things, the following: 
 

• The Committee noted that the penguins pose a significant threat to the midden due to their 

burrowing habits, and questioned whether the “anchovy netting over the surface of the 

ground, secured in place with pegs” would be sufficient to prevent future long-term damage 

to the site as the development of a penguin colony on the point is encouraged. 

• The Committee discussed the archaeological value of digging small holes along the edge of 

the midden, on the line of the proposed fence. They were of the opinion that the scientific 

value of the samples would be enhanced by the formal archaeological excavation of one or 

two square meters of the midden which would produce a larger sample of material that could 

be retained for future analysis and dating. 

• It was noted that the budget for the project was provided by BirdLife Africa, a non-

governmental organisation, and that funding could be limited. 

• It was noted that the CMP for the area was prepared in 2009, and incorporated into the 

Management Plan of the De Hoop Nature Reserve Complex Protected Area in 2016. Although 

the nature of the intervention does not require that the entire CMP be re-drafted, it is 

recommended that conservation methods dealing with this specific midden should be 

updated. 
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 FURTHER REQUIREMENTS  
Ms Smuts is advised to discuss the comments of the Committee with her client and present 
a revised application to the APM  committee. It is recommended that Ms Smuts attends the 
next APM meeting when this item is discussed. 

           SB 
 
 
12.3 Proposed thin-sectioning of tortoise specimens from Duinefontein, DFT2, Duynefontein. 

Section 35 
 HM/CAPE TOWN METROPOLITAN/DUYNEFONTEIN 
 
 Case No: 20012809SB0311E 
  
 Discussion 
 Amongst other things, the following was discussed: 

• The Committee was in support of the project but was concerned about the lack of 
information on the methodology to be used in interpreting the thin-section results; 

• There is a lack of information on the provenance of the specimens. 
 
 

 FURTHER REQUIREMENTS  
 The applicant is requested to resubmit:  

• Full provenance  for each specimen; 

• A brief description of the interpretive methodology. 
 
          SB  
 
13. PERMIT REPORTS 
 
13.1  None          
 
14. SECTION 38 WORKPLAN APPLICATIONS 
     
14.1 None 
 
15. SECTION 38 (8) TO OTHER AUTHORITIES  
      
15.1  9/441, 10/441 and RE 700, Proposed expansion of an existing dam 
 HM/CAPE WINELANDS/ BREEDE RIVER WINELANDS/ WORCESTER/ FARM 9/441, 10/441 

AND RE 700 
 
 Case No: 19032202SB0514M 
 
 HIA documentation was tabled. 

 
DISCUSSION 
Amongst other things, the following was discussed: 

• The Committee noted that a number of recent archaeological impact studies had been 
conducted in the Breede River Valley, although these were not available on SAHRIS. These 
studies indicated a widespread distribution of MSA material. Since collections have never 
been made, these artefact scatters are poorly understood; 
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• The Committee commented on the poor quality of the photographs of the archaeological 
scatters which generally did not provide enough detail for assessment of typology or 
signficance; 

• Similarly, the site records/tables did not provide enough information on artefact densities 
and types which could inform on site formation and taphonomy, although it was noted 
that the artefacts were said to be eroding from the sand cover which hints at the 
possibility of in situ materials; 

• The desktop PIA was endorsed and the Fossil Finds Reporting Protocol supported. 
  
 

INTERIM COMMENT 
 The report does not comply with S38(3) as it does not provide sufficient information on the 

archaeological resources for the Committee to make an informed decision. The stone artefact 
scatters need to be appropriately graded and described through provision of: 

• Adequate photographs of sufficient quality to make identification possible; 

• Better descriptions of the sites, including information about site extent and location as 
well as artefact density; and 

• Provision of further information about each site recorded, including diagnostic artefacts 
present. 

 
SB 

 
16. SECTION 38(3)   
 
16.1 Portion 1, 11, 26, 30, 34, 58, 60, 64, 67 and 109 of Farm 222, Hazendal Development. 
 
 Discussion 

Amongst other things, the following was discussed: 

• The site report was tabled. 

• Certain elements (brickwork, sash windows and ceilings) indicate a late 19th century date 
for the cottage rather than the “2nd half of the 20th century” as reported in the AIA.  

• The granite wall footings suggest an earlier building on the site which may be indicated 
on the early map of the werf. 

• The HIA does not indicate how the cottage, “kraal” and “afdak” will be incorporated in to 
the renovated structure proposed in the development plans. 

• Full recording of the cottage and associated features, including a floor plan and fabric 
analysis, must be conducted prior to the commencement of renovation and submitted to 
the IACom. 

 
COMMENT 
The APM Committee endorses the report with the following additional recommendations: 
Monitoring of all earthworks must be undertaken by an appropriately qualified historical 
archaeologist particularly in the areas to the west of the cottage (towards the trapvloer) and 
to the north of the cottage into the area of the poplar grove. A Workplan must be submitted 
to HWC which indicates the repository for any chance finds. 

 
         SB 

        
17. SECTION 27: PROVINCIAL HERITAGE SITE  
 
17.1 None 
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18. REQUEST FOR EXCEPTION / OPINION / ADVICE 
 
18.1 None 
 
19. REPORT BACK FROM OTHER MEETINGS WHEN RELEVANT 
 
19.1 None 
 
20. OTHER MATTERS 
 
20.1 Draft Heritage Agreement for Amsterdam Battery, V & A Waterfront 
 

Discussion 
 Amongst other things, the following was discussed: 

• The site report was tabled- 

• The Committee discussed the draft Heritage Agreement and the supporting 
documentation. 

• The Committee emphasised that the “cease works order” cannot be lifted until the five 
points described in the document titled “Motivation for lifting cease works order” dated 
June 2019 (pages 12 & 13) have been complied with. These five items must be included 
in the Heritage Agreement.  

• The proposed Heritage Oversight Committee (HOC) must include an appropriately 
qualified historical archaeologist as well as a landscape/or general heritage specialist in 
order to ensure that the appropriate heritage and archaeological skills are available for 
the conservation of the site. 

•  The APM committee considers the site worthy of being a Provincial Heritage Site (PHS) 
(not Grade IIIA as listed in the draft Heritage Agreement) as agreed at the APM Committee 
meeting of the 28th of June 2019. 

 
INTERIM COMMENT  
The Committee awaits a revised heritage agreement which addresses the above points.  

 
 
20.2 Kasteelberg 

A draft dossier for the proclamation of Kasteelberg as a PHS has already been prepared and 
the document was forwarded to JG and LW. JW and JG will continue with the nomination 
process and keep the APM Committee advised of their progress. 

           JW 
       
21.  ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS AND DECISIONS 
 

The Committee adopted the resolutions and decisions with minor changes. 
 

22. CLOSURE     The meeting adjourned at: 12:11 
 
 
23. DATE OF NEXT MEETING:   3 June 2020 
 
 
 


