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APPROVED MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF HERITAGE WESTERN CAPE (HWC) 
ARCHAEOLOGY, PALAEONTOLOGY AND METEORITES COMMITTEE (APM) 

Held on Wednesday, 1st July 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 9:00 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) 
 Dr Wendy Black (WB)    Dr Mxolisi Dlamuka (MD) 
       Mr Olwethu Dlova (OD) 
       Mr Thando Zingange (TZ) 
       Ms Sandisiwe Mathole (SM) 
       Ms Nokubonga Dlamini (ND) 
 
 Visitors 
 Ms Katie Smuts   Dr. Mohd Shafi Bhat    
 
 Observers     
 None 
 
3.   Apologies 
 None 
  
 Absent 
 None 
 

4 Approval of Agenda 

4.1 Dated 1st July 2020 
The Committee approved the agenda dated 1st July 2020 with changes, including additional 
items.  

 
5. Approval of Minutes and Matters Arising from Previous Meeting  
 
5.1 APM Minutes dated 3rd June 2020. 

The Committee reviewed the minutes dated 3rd June 2020 and approved the minutes with 
minor amendments. 
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6. Disclosure of Interest 

 
6.1 Recusals 
 

None 
 
7. Confidential Matters 

 
7.1 None 
 
8. Appointments 
 
8.1 None  
 
9. Administrative Matters 

9.1  Outcome of appeals and tribunals 
 PM provided feedback on the following appeals and tribunals matters: 

• Proposed Additions and Alterations to Erf 1444, 24 Davenport Road, Vredehoek (Section 
34); 

• Proposed Total Demolition of 4 Nursery Road, Rondebosch, Erf 45530 (S34 BELCOM); and 

• Proposed Additions and Alterations, Erven 439, 440 & 442, 47 & 49 Napier Street & 13 
Jarvis Street, The Village Lodge, De Waterkant (Section 38 - HOMs). 
 

9.2 The Guideline for Application for the Disturbance of Human Remains  
WD informed the Committee that Mr Andrew September was dealing with the drafting of 
this document before he resigned. She would circulate the document to the APM members 
for their comment, and proposed discussing the document at the APM meeting in 
September. 

 
9.4 APM minutes 

PM noted that it was important to phrase the decisions of the meetings correctly, as the 
substance of the decisions taken during the meeting could not be edited afterwards when 
the finalisation of the minutes occur. She also requested that the minutes of the meetings 
be finalised as soon as possible by email after the meetings, to assist the officers. HWC was 
attempting to issue permits and ROD’s within five days of a meeting. There is no legal 
requirement for all the Committee members to comment on the finalisation of the minutes 
(i.e. a quorum was not required) by email. They would be afforded the opportunity to do so 
at the following APM meeting, at which the minutes were accepted.  

 
10. Standing Items 
 
10.1 Erf 4998, Sayers Lane, Simons Town (Reburial) 
 Nothing to report  
  
10.2 Kasteelberg nomination  
 Mr Gribble noted that he had commenced a review of the nomination document and 

accompanying information. Professor Sadr might be approached to provide more information 
regarding the site. 

 
10.3 Circulation/Workshop of Accidental Finds of Human Remains Protocol 
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 SB informed the Committee that she was emailing the Protocol to interested parties, but that 
a Workshop was not possible at this stage.  

  
10.4 Updating of Minimum Standards for APM Reports 
 The Committee made a number of general comments but agreed that they would continue 

working on the document via email as this seemed to work well.  

• It was agreed that there should be a single document for all APM report guidelines, rather 
than separate guidelines for s.35, s.36 and s.38.  

• A guideline table at the start of the document would assist the applicant.   

• A flow chart at the start of the document was also an option for assisting applicants.  

• Report guidelines for the Destruction of Archaeological Remains under S.35 would also 
be required. 

    
10.5 Proposed Site Inspection  
 District Six, Parcel N & P, Erven 177646, 10010 & 117891-117898, Cape Town 
 At the APM meeting in February 2020, the Committee approved a s.35 application for  

proposed ground clearance at two portions of land in District 6. Due to the sensitivity of the 
proposed activity, the Committee requested a public participation process and also expressed 
an interest in a site inspection to assess the methodological approach used in the monitoring. 
HWC notified the Committee via email on 23 June that ground clearance had commenced. No 
formal site inspection was possible, as per a decision of HWC Council, until lockdown level 2. 
Three Committee members therefore undertook an informal site visit on 25 June, in their 
personal capacity, since it was possible that ground clearance would be completed before 
lockdown level 2. 

 
 Based on the unofficial visit to the site, the Committee supported a formal site inspection as 

soon as this was possible under lockdown level 2.  
 
 It was suggested that Ms Smuts as PI on site be requested to notify HWC if she felt that their 

presence/a site inspection by HWC was required. 
         
10.6 Site Inspection Report  
    
10.6.1 None      
 
10.7 Archaeological BELCom representation 

The Committee discussed the merits of having an archaeologist on the BELCom as was the 
case in previous committees. The proposal for one of the Council members who also sits on 
APM (Ms Muller or Ms Bailey) to fill this roles was considered and a query was made as to 
whether a formal request for this should be made to Council.  Ms Meyer informed the 
Committee that an APM member could be seconded to BELCom for their specialist 
knowledge. This would require that HOMS flag those items on BELCom which could impact 
on archaeology. HWC staff were requested to provide guidance on the appropriate process 
to follow in future. 

 
10.8 Section 35 prior to the NID   
 Dr Orton was busy with the documentation. 
 
11. Report back on Council 
 
11.1 Nothing to report.   
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12. POLICY AND PROCEDURES  
 
12.1 SAPS and HWC Accidental Finds Protocol and Procedure 
  

Nothing to report. 
 

MATTERS DISCUSSED  
 
NEW MATTERS 
 

13. SECTION 34 PERMIT APPLICATION 
 
13.1 Proposed New Office Building, Erf 24639, 209 Main Street, Paarl: NM 
 HM/CAPE WINELANDS/DRAKENSTEIN/PAARL/ERF 24639 
 
 Case No: 20200505SM0511E 
 
 Permit application was tabled.  
 
 Ms Sandisiwe Mathole introduced the case. 
 
 DISCUSSION: 
 Amongst other things, the following was discussed: 
 

• The Committee noted that the application in terms of S.34 had been submitted to 
BELCom who had approved the development but noted the following: “Given that 
the building remains (walls) on the site are of archaeological nature aspects related 
to this part of the development are to be referred to the APM Committee” (27 May 
2020). 

• The Committee found it difficult to determine the significance of the walling because 
of the lack of archaeological input and information in the report supplied with the 
application. 

• The ruins may be associated with the buried remains of a building, but this can only 
be determined by exploratory test pits along the walls, and randomly across the site. 

• It was not clear how, or if, the walling should be incorporated into the new 
development.  

 
  DECISION: 
 The Committee requires a permit application in terms section 35 to investigate the 

archaeology of the site, including: 
1. The archaological significance of the walling. 
2. Archaeological testpits on the site to determine the nature of subsurface remains and 

whether archaeological monitoring may be required during development .  
3. Proposals for the retention and conservation of some or all of the walls, as required. 
4. The archaeological report to be submitted to the Paarl conservation bodies for their 

comment.   
 

            SM 
  

MATTERS ARISING  
 
14. SECTION 35 PERMIT APPLICATION 
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14.1 Proposed Thin-Sectioning of Tortoise Specimens from Duinefontein, DFT2, Duynefontein: 

MA 
 HM/DUYNEFONTEIN/FARM DUYNEFONTEIN 34 
 
 Case No: 20012809SB0311E 
 
 Additional documentation was tabled.  
 
 Ms Stephanie Barnardt introduced the case.  
 
 Dr. Mohd Shafi Bhat was present and took part in discussion. 
 
 DISCUSSION: 
 Amongst other things, the following was discussed: 
 

• The Committee noted that the thin-section methodology is well established. 

• The list of speciments identified for analysis in the permit application differed from 
the list provided in the letter from Iziko Museums. Dr Bhat confirmed that the five 
specimens listed in the Iziko letter, are the correct ones. 

  
 DECISION: 
 The Committee approves the permit application by Dr Bhat for the thin-sectioning of the 

following tortoise bone specimens from Duinefontein: 
1. PQDFT – 34A 
2. PQDFT – 48 
3. PQDFT – 155 
4. PQDFT – 48B 
5. PQDFT – 667 

 
            SB 
 
14.2 Proposed Rubble Removal at District Six, Parcel N & P, Erven 177646, 10010 & 117891-

117898, Cape Town: MA 
 HM/DISTRICT SIX/ERVEN 177646, 10010 AND 117891-117898 
 
 Case No: 20012914SB0131E 
 
 Previous documentation was tabled.  
 
 Ms Stephanie Barnardt introduced the case.  
 
 Ms Katie Smuts was present and took part in discussion. 
 
 DISCUSSION:  
 Amongst other things, the following was discussed: 
 

• Ms Smuts reported that she had uncovered a cobbled entrance off Lewis Street within 
parcel N, as she had expected from her study of historic maps of the area. 

• Site clearance of Parcel N was going according to plan. However, the contractors had 
informed her of the need to construct a water cut off channel and a detention pond on 
the site, to cope with the possible water run-off after heavy rains. This would be a 



 

Page 6 of 7 
Approved APM Minutes 1 July 2020 

temporary feature, but since it was likely to be 5m in depth; the activity would not be 
covered by the s.35 permit granted for ground clearance to historical levels as issued in 
February 2020. 

• The Committee discussed the location of the detention pond, which would be placed over 
the locations of buildings dating to 1926 built fabric and therefore of less historic 
significance. Any ruins present would be destroyed during construction of the pond. 

• Ms Smuts noted that she was recording the remains of any uncovered ruined structures 
photographically. 

• The Committee suggested that a full photographic record of the remains be retained. 

• Ms Smuts was due to meet with HWC later in the day to discuss the application. 
 
NOTED 
            SB 
 
15. SECTION 35 PERMIT REPORTS 
  
15.1  Proposed extension of the Robberg Quarry on Portion 10 of Remainder Farm 443, Brakkloof, 

Knysna: MA 
 HM/EDEN/KNYSNA/PTN 10 REMAINDER FARM 443 
 
 Case No: 18021303HB0221M  
 
 A follow-up site visit letter prepared by Dr Jayson Orton dated 13 April 2020 was tabled. 
 

Ms Stephanie Barnardt introduced the case.  
 
 DISCUSSION:  
 Amongst other things, the following was discussed:  
 

• In the HWC Final Comment of 10th September 2018, HOMS supported the monitoring and 
collection of artefacts from the Robberg Quarry by a trained  member of the staff. 

• Dr Orton and Mr Blackwood conducted a follow-up site visit in April 2020 but found only 
a few Early Stone Age (ESA) artefacts in Areas A and B. 

• However, Dr Orton noted the importance of the larger number of artefacts eroding out 
from a section of the mine at Area C. These were collected under an existing permit and 
will be analysed. A publication is planned. 

• The follow up letter tabled at today’s meeting emphasizes the importance of Area C. 

• The letter is final proof of compliance with the permit requirements. 
 
 NOTED 

SB 
16. SECTION 38 WORKPLAN APPLICATIONS 
     
16.1 None 
 
17. SECTION 38 (4) 
      
17.1  None 
 
18. SECTION 38 (8) TO OTHER AUTHORITIES   
 
18.1 None 
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19. SECTION 27: PROVINCIAL HERITAGE SITE  
 
19.1 None 
 
20. REQUEST FOR EXCEPTION / OPINION / ADVICE 
 
20.1 None 
 
21. REPORT BACK FROM OTHER MEETINGS WHEN RELEVANT 
 
21.1 None 
 
22. OTHER MATTERS 
 
22.1 None 
      
23.  ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS AND DECISIONS 
 

The Committee adopted the resolutions and decisions. 
 

24. CLOSURE 
 
The meeting adjourned at: 12:10 

 
 
25. DATE OF NEXT MEETING:   5 August 2020 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


