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Environmental Management
CAPE TOWN

The City of Cape Tawn's Transport
and Urbar Develapment Aithority

Environmental and Hefitage Management

T: 021 8504282 F: 021850 4231
E slephanis.coetzes@capeiown.gov.za

Ref: Strand Sea wall and lengthening of rock revetment
12 January-2018.

PC Box 1058
Wellington
7654

Email: heleneb@iafrica.com
Dear Ms Helene Botha

AMENDMENT APPLICATION: THE STRAND SEA WALL AND LENGTHENING OF ROCK REVETMENT -
PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OF A ROCK REVETMENT AND STORMWATER CULVERT BETWEEN THE SEA
WALL AND STRAND JETTY, STRAND (DEADP REF. NO: 16/3/3/5/A3/57/2054/17)

Reterence is made fo the amendment application of the Strand sea wall and lengthening of rock:
reveiment in order to construct o rock revetment and stormwater culvert between the sea wall
and Strand jetty,  This application has been assessed in terms of the National Envirohmental

Management Act, ho 107 of 1998,

The Environmental Management Depariment {EMD): Environmental and Heritage Mandgemesni
Branch circulated the amendment application to the following departments/branches for
comment: Social Services: Recreation and Parks: Transport and Urban Development Authority
(TDA}: Asset Management and Maintenance Branch; TDA. Environmental Management
Department (EMD}: Coastal Management Branch. '

Comments were received from the following departments/oranches: Social Services: Recreation

_and .P_cnrks...(.Annexure--A-)-:JDA:--EMD’:-Go’asfd_l--M‘dncgemen’r*qunch'{"Annexure' Bl and TDA: EMD; "
Environmental and Heritage Management Branch. Defailed comments can be viewed in
Annexures A - B.

The respective City of Cape Town Departments’ -comments are as follows:

Social Services: Recreation and Parks - Tamara Josephs (Annexure A); _

The lease for the jetty with the department of Public Woiks has expired in 2015 and the departmernit
has not reapplied for it since. No removal or dlterations:can take place without approval frorh the
land owner. Furthérmore, there are uncertdinties with regards fo the way forward conceming the
department responsible as well as funds for restoring the jetty. It wds propoesed in the mnitial
planning phases of the sea wall that after the wall has been built, it would allow for the restoration
and the entrance of the Strand jetty.

There are currenily no approvals for the demblition of restaration of the Strand fefty. It is further not
clear if the. design of the proposed rock revetrment caters for the possible restoration of the jetty
and its enfrance. Whether or rict the jety is rebuilt, it is sfil imperative that the wave over-topping
be minimized as the. area is very popular due to the market and the restaurants located in close
proximity. Please refer to' Annexure- A for the full comiment from this Department.
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TDA: EMD: Codstal Management Branch - Natalie Newmnan {Annexure B)

While this Branch has no in principle concemn with the prefered ond proposed option 2,
quanfification of the potential socio-ecoriomic benefits and the loss of beach amenity through the
preferred oplion 2 has not been assessed. Similarly, the beach amenity that has already been lost
given the acceélerated erosion as a resulf of the current sea wall that has been built, haos-also fiot
been asséssed.

It could be argued that this loss of amenity should be assessed and be a factor to consider in
determining the preferred opfion. Given that opfion 3 could result in potenficl replacement of the
lost beiach, this should be investigated. Notwithstanding, while option 3 intheory is a viable option
to consider, this Branch does agree that there are too many unknowns and as suggested o assess
the potential impact(s), expensive field studies, humerical and physical modelling, as well as further
impact assessments will be required. ‘Option 3 is dliso considered the more expensive opfion.
Howevef, no quantification is provided on the potential socie-economic benefits that it rmay have
in terms of the beach that would be formed. These benefits, dithough more difficult to guantify,
should offset the cost associated with.option 3, if found to be desirable.

Further to the above, dll three of the propesed engineering solutions for “Bart's Corner” wil have
implications for the jetty. This Branich is of the opinion that the jetly is derelict, a danger, and should
be demolished. Currently delbris or pieces of the jetty that have washed loose: or continue to wash
loose, pose a significant threat to beach users. White it s understood that the Transport and Urban
Bevelopment Authority (TDA} are trying to dppoint consultants to assess the possibie restoration of
the-Jetty, censidering the cumrent state of the jetty, it is highly likely: that the jetty will require being
demolished before it can be reconstructed. It is recommended that further discussions be had with
TDA regording the possible demolifion of the jetty at the same time as.the proposed works at "Barts
Comer” is undertaken. This will allow for the. derelict structure to be removed and the risk of debris
from the jetty hurting someone: to be' eliminated. This will provide more time for TDA to consider
whether the jetty should be reconstructed, and to censult with the necessary parties, and
undertake the associated planning. Please refer to Annexure B for the full commient from this.
Branch,

TDA: EMD: Environmental and Heritage Management Branch (Heritage Section) - Elize Joubert

For this project 1o proceed, -an application for the partial demolition of the Sirand jetty will have to
be made fo the Provincial Heritage Authority, Heritdge Western Ceipe (HWC), as the jety is
considered a grade 3A heritage resource. The Strand jetty was built as a small fishing harbour in

-.1934 by the then Depariment of Mines and. Fisheries. It has. since. become the property of the - -

National Depariment of Public Works: The City of Cape Town had leased it from the NDPW since
1985 to- 2015 aos a public amenity. Currently there is no lease agreement in place as the last
agreement lapsed in 2015.

TDA: EMD: Environmental and Heritage Management Branch {(Environmental Section} - Stephanie
Coetzee

Having reviewed the Amendment application, dated 21 November 2017 and the Codstat
Profection Solutions document, dated 28 March 2017 it was noted that physical mode! tests
investigated the hydraulic and physical {stability) of various seawall configurations. Itwas noted
that option 3 was not part of the investigations and-would reguire further detailed and costly
studies, While this Branch has no in principle objection fo option 2, it was not clear from the
application what the construction and operational impacts will be on the environment when
implementing the offshore breokwater berm compdred to option 2, Le, the seawall revetment.

Notwithstanding the above, the following amendments fo the Amended Construction and
Operational Management Plan, dated November 2017, are required:

I. On page 8 of the.amended CROMP the first sentence in the second paragraph must be
amended to the foliowing: “Affer the completion of the first phase of the seawall (as
approved by the Environmental Autherisation......"



2. Onpage 9, the second sentence of the third paragraph stafes that the architectural design
guideline ‘for the beach wall and revetment must be accepted by the municipality and
DWA prior fo commencement of construction activitias: It is not clear what DWA stands for
in this document.

3. On page 10, the second sentence in the-first paragraph is incorrectly stated at the end of
the sentence j.e. “The existing wall on the beachfrontis-so low fhat frequent overtopping of
waves and sand.is required."

4. Onpage 10 and 11 errors were made in fhe bold letters. This should be corrected to reflect
the corréct-figure numbers,

3. On page 12, first senfence in the first paragraph must be amended 16 the. following: The
existing stormwater infrastrycture along the Strand ......"

6. On-page 12, the first and second pardgraph refers to the incorect measurements of the
stormwater outiets and sewer lines. Please amend to the correct measurements as stated in
the Amended Environmental Authorisation dated 2016/01/26.

7. Onpage 14, section 3.2, paragraph 2 refers to HOA. It is not clear what HOA stands for.

8. On page 14, section 3.2, paragraph 2 the second sentence must be amended to the
foliowing: “The RE/ECO must consulf the Environmental and Heritage Managemient Branch
in order {o decide how fhe pendaifies, if any, are fo be spend on measures......."

9. On page 14, section 3.4, point 7 must include the following sentence “All excavated rocks:
and stones must be removed from the beach in order 1o ensure that the staie of the beach
is the same as it was before construction commenced.”

10. On page 21, section 3.14, point 1 the second sentefice miust bé removed i.e. "All waste

_ from construction will be used as fill in the dam wall”

11. On pdge 23, séction 3.18, second sentence must be amended to the following: “The
stockpites must be placed within demarcated areas and not on the beach.”

12. On page 24, section 4.1, point 3 the second séntence must be removed.

Conclusion

Having reviewed the application and the above commenis, it is noted triat there are concerns
that the soclo-economic and environmental benefits of option 2 compared to option 1 and 3 have
not been adequately assessed and addressed. Furthermore, all three enginesring solutions for
“Bart's Corner" will have implications for the jetty and this has not been assessed either. It is
recommended that the above concerns raised by the various Branches be addressed and the

_ information required. be.included in-the Final Amendment: application for comment, prior to the ™~ -

submission of the Finai Amendment application to the competent authority.

Should yeu wish o discuss the above comments, please do not hesitate fo contact Stephanie
Coelzee (see letterhead for confact details).

Kind regards

2la\&
dsmm_smcl _ MeltssaWhifehead o
Director: Environmental Management Commissioner: Transport and Urban Development

Authority.

CC:  Depariment of Environmental Afiairs and Development Planining (DEA&DP)
Fax: 021 483 4372

Annexes

Annexure A: Social Services: Recreation-and Parks - Tamara Josephs

Annexure B: TDA: EMD: Coastal Management Branch -~ Natalie Newman



_ ?;Qﬁ Internal Memorandum

The City af Cage Tawn's Teanspecd:
-and Urban Devafapm ent Authority

T.021 444 2613 ‘M: 072 495 9715
E: Natalie.nemwanEcapetdwr.gav zor

To : Stephanie Coeétzee - Environmental and Heritage Management Branch
From  :Natalie Newman - Coastal Management Branch
Subject : Eif 1142 strand — DBAR Amendment: Strand Sea Wall (Bart's Corner)

Date. . 20.December 2017

The Coastal Mahagement Branch has reviewed the amendment application for the proposed
construction of o new concrete. culvert for the stormwater outlet and rock revetment structure at
"Bart's Corner”, Strand Beach..

As noted in the application, opticn 2 is the preferfed option, While this Branch has no in principle
concern with the proposed option 2, qudntification of the potential socic-economic benefits and
losses with respect to the beach amenlty that may form if option 3 Is pursued versus the loss of
beach amenity fhrough the prefered option 2 has not been assessed. Similarly the beach amehity
that has already been lost given the adcelerated erosion as a rasuli of the current sea wall, that
has been buili, has also not been assessed.

It could be- argued that this loss. of amenity should be assessed and be a factor to-consider in
defermining the preferred ophon Given that option 3 could result in potential replacement of the:
lost beach, this should be investigated. Similarly the . question should be asked whether the offshore
revetment would create hozardous swimming conditions off this newly formed beach, and whether
the offshore breakwater may impdct the hydraulic and in oum morphological processes and
subsequent caastline if pursusd.

Notwithstdnding, while oplion 3 in theory is a nice option to consider, this Branch does agree that
there-are too many unknowns cmd as suggested fo ossess the potential impact!s), ). expensive field
 studiies, numencc:l and physical modeling will be required; as would further impact assessments,
Option 3 is-also considered the more expensive option: However, ho quantificdtion is provided on
the potential socio-economic benefits that it may haive inferms of the beach that would form.
These benefits, although more difficult to-quantify, should offset the cost associated with option 3, if
found to be desirable.

Further 1o the above, ali three of the proposed engineering solutions for “Bart's Corner” will have
rmphcahons for the jetty. This Branch is of the opinien that the jetty is derelict, o danger, and shouid
e demolished. Currently debris or pieces of the jetty that have washed loose or.continue o wash
logse, pose d significant threat to beach users. While it is understood that TDA are trying to. appoint
consultants fo assess the possible restoration of the Jetty, considering the current state of the jetty,. 11
is highly likely that the. jetty wil require being demolished before it can be reconstiucted. It is

recommended that further discussions be had with TDA régarding the possible demolifion-of the
Jetty at the same time as the proposed works at “Barts. Comier” is undertaken. This will allow for the
derelict structure to be removed dnd the risk of debtis from the Jetty hurting. someone to be
eliminated. This will pfovide more fime for TDA to consider whether the letty should. be
reconstructed, and 1o consult with the necessary parties, and undertake the asseciated planning.



I} should be neted that any works ori the Jetty will require authorisation from Heritage Western
Cape. Please confact Elize Joubert of the Cily of Cape Town: Envirenmental” and Heritage
Management Branch (elize joubert@capetown.gov.za or 021 850 4074} in this regard.

Kind regards.

Natalie Newman _
COASTAL MANAGEMENT BRANCH
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT
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en Nakani

Sent: 19 December 2017 08:43 AM

To: Stephanie Coetzee

Ca Edward Knott

Subject: RE; Strand Sea wall and lengthening of rock-revetment_ Amendment Application
Hi Stephanie

Please see my comments below regarding the proposed revetment.

. The lease for the jetty with the department of Public Works has expired in 2018 and the
department has not reappiied for it since. No removal or alterations can take place without their
approval. Also, the HWC permit has expired and | was advised not to reapply for this as there was
no funding to do the restoration.

o it was.unclear who should apply for this as TDA: coastal mandgement indicated that the
structure will most likely fall under their jurisdiction once ODTP is concluded thus o decision has fo
e made as to which director will be signing the lease agreement. Blize Joubert (heritage
professional) has asked Linsy Davids {Project Manager) to call a meeting between TDA and
Recreation and Parks but | haven't heard anything since.

» As this sfructure is declared.a heritage site, the restoration has 1o be like-fordike and
according to the proposed changes, | don't see the restoration of the portion of {he jetly they
plan toremove,

. I would advocate for the portion of the seciwall 1o be removed as to make space for the
enfrance fo the jetty. This was supposed 1o be the case as it was proposed in the initial planning
phases of the seawall however when the wall was builf it made cilowance for the restoration and
entrance of the jefty,

in conclusion, the coastal coordination unit is not in agreement with the proposed lengthening of
the rock revetment as it calls for the removal of & portion of the jetty. The City currently does not
have the necessary approvals to do with the removal or restoration of the structure. Once these

approvais are in place of a-decision has been made by fine management whether fo restore or

- demolish the struciure, o new design will have to be drawn Up which accommodates both the
revetment and the jetty as the current designs don't cater for both.

From a public safety perspective, this area and the jetty specifically poses a significant threat as it
has been o drowning hotspot for humber of years. Whether or not the jetty is rebuilt it is sl
imperative that the wave over-fopping be minimized as the areais very popular due to the
market and the restaurants located in close proximity.

Kind regadrds

From: Stephanie Coetzee
Sent: Tuesday, November 28, 2017 11:14 AM

To: Darryl Colenbrander; Howard Gold; Natalie Newrnan; Dennis de Villiers; Wynand Buhr; Tamara. Josephs;: Willem
Jacobus Le roux; Edward Knott; Helen Jordaan; Johan van Wyk; Elize Joubert

Cc: Barrie Barnard; Ben De Wet

Subject: Strand Sea wall and lengthening of rock revetment_ Amendment Application

Dear ali



The Environmental Management Department: Environment ond Herlfage Management Branch are tasked
with ce-ordinating and coliafing internal Department/Branch comments on the Amendment
Application for the proposed
construcfion of a new concrete culvert for the stormwater ouflet and rock reveimeni structure in the
location indicated in the picture below undertaken in terms of the Environmental lmpact Assessment
Regulations promulgated in termis of the National Environmental Management Act of 1998 (No 107 of 1998).

Please review the Amendment Application for the proposed construction of a new concrete culvert for the

stormwater outlet and rock revetment structure énid provide comment ta.me by no later than 19 December
2017,

hip://citvieoms. capelown.gov. za/sites/FHM/Shared%20Documents/Forms/ Allltems, aspx2RootFolder=%0Fsit
257 2FEHME, QFShczmc°f?000¢umen?s%QF‘Dmfriu‘q’QOE s2FErvironmental%20AssessrentsE2FERES20 | 14292081
%20Rock%20Revetment%SFAmendmeni%20Application

It you have any queries regarding the above please do not hesitate to contact me.

Stephanie Coetzee
Assistant Environmental Professional: Environment and Heritage Management Branch

15t Floor, Strand Municipal Building
c/o Main Road and Fagan Street



AT 407 9) 850 4282
F + 27 2] 850 4231

E stephanie costreadcapetown.coy.za
W www.capetowrgov. za
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