MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE FERNKLOOF NATURE RESERV E (FNR)
ADVISORY BOARD (FAB) HELD AT FERNKLOOF, HERMANUS
ON THURSDAY, 8 MARCH 2012

1. Attendance and Apologies

Present: Mr D Heard (in the Chair); Mr D Beattie, Mr A vadoogstraten, Mr F
Woodvine, Mrs L Griffiths, Mrs L Burman, Dr Muthamduasya, Mr G Forbes (Cape
Nature)

Apologies: Councillor P Scholtz, Dr V Hamilton-Attwell; Mr A lsrais (Cape Nature)

In attendance: Ms L Bezuidenhout (Environmental Manager, OverstjaMs P Aplon
(Environmental Officer, Hermanus); Mr N Green (Eommental Officer, Kleinmond),
Ms Jill Hendriks ( PA, Onrus Office).

Before opening the meeting the Chairperson welcoi@eaint Forbes as an official
representative of Cape Nature and noted that haif@hrson) would request CapeNature
to appoint Grant to FAB in addition to Mr Andrae Me. Grant’s knowledge of FNR
would provide a measure of institutional knowledgeatinuity. His involvement too with
the management of nearby CapeNature reserves inbication with Andrae’s
knowledge of conservation issues in the districi@¢@ssist FAB significantly.

The Chairperson also welcomed Ms Jill Hendriks,t®Aiezl Bezuidenhout, who would
be trained to take over as Secretary. He thanked! lfor taking care of the FAB
secretariat issue.

2. Confirmation of Minutes

RESOLVED that the minutes of a meeting of the Fernkloof i&dwy board held on 10
November 2011 be confirmed.

Matters Arising

2.1 tem 3.10: The Hermanus Astronomy Centre (HAC) Proposal for tre
Development of an Astronomy Education Centre and Odervatory (AECO) on
FNR.

It was agreed to deal with this item ahead of oite®ens on the agenda.

The Chairperson presented a draft recommendati@otmcil on this matter to FAB for
their input and approval. This was as a result &peacial Meeting of FAB held with
members of the Hermanus Astronomy Centre on Tuestidarch 2012 at which they
had presented their proposal for an AECO opposée/tew site on Rotary Way.
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FAB discussed the proposal at length and in detaéind based on the points raised in
Appendix 1 (a summary of the issues discussed and commentedabithe HAC
meeting) unanimously resolved to support the following recommendation to
Council:

FAB RECOMMENDATION TO COUNCIL — 2012 (1) :
Although it is envisaged that the AECO project wblé of significant benefit to the Overstrand

Community and is supported in-principle, FAB canpsently support the siting and developmept

of the AECO on FNR.
The proposal is premature as the following stayupdanning processes for FNR have not been
completed. These planning processes are intendgadde and inform the process of decision-
making in terms of the management and developnfdriB:
1. An approved FNR Management Plan that compliels thi# National Environmental
Management: Protected Areas Act and its latest R&guas, is not in place. In accordance wit
this Act, the Management Plan must contain a Zond@lan, Management Policy Framework
Guidelines and a Concept Development Plan thabeas subject to an appropriate public
participation process.
2. An appropriate biodiversity assessment of theeasiid associated ecological processes wh
will provide a sensitivity analysis of the site @nthken by a professional scientist approved
CapeNature (Overstrand SDF requirement).
3. An holistic, Site Development Plan for this FNRV2lopment Node (look-out point and
parking area on Rotary Drive) that is in accordanith the FNR Management Plan Objective
and Policy Guidelines as well as the above sciertifidy (2) which should aim to reduce the
impacts (but not necessarily numbers) of tourists@hers users of the area. In this way,
uncoordinatecd hocdevelopment in the reserve is avoided.
4. An Environmental Management Plan to guide anli@iged development construction on
FNR under the supervision of an independent Enunmemntal Control officer (Normal practice
with development in nature reserves and Nationgd$Pa
The above processes will conform with statutoryunemments and will greatly assist in determinin
the appropriateness of any proposed developméiné aite and protecting the landscape characts
well as the integrity of the natural environmentraunding the site.

FAB rejects in the strongest terms the statemetitarHAC ‘Comments on Objections’ report whig
states on Page 5 - “To delay an application ofrihisire because the requisite statutory obligatior]
have not been fulfilled is indefensible...”. Thtatement is misguided and grossly irresponsible

especially since the proposal is forahhocdevelopment within one of the most sensitive acéas
globally important nature reserve that has on@etighest botanical species densities in South
Africa and the world (1 100 species in 1 800 ha.6rspecies/ha). By comparison, the Kogelberg
Nature Reserve, the recognised core area withiKdgelberg Biosphere Reserve — a global fynhe
‘hotspot of species density’ has 1 654 species8iAd0 ha or 0.092 species/ha)

FAB also strongly rejects the HAC ‘Conclusion’ dretlast pageWith due consideration having
been given to ALL arguments verbalized in the adigjes to the proposed lease agreement, the H
respectfully submits that its application has raatly addressed all the issues raised therein amd
such represents the fact-based best option folottetion of the AECO”The HAC response does
not present a convincing argument as it failedddress all issues satisfactorily (refer to Apperijix
especially the statutory obligations, various desigteria as well as the fact it has not eveneatar
formulating an Operational Business Plan which ddatt the proposal for sustainability.
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The Chairperson was thanked for his efforts in tagard.

A number of additional points were made by members:
. The site proposed for the AECO — which had beeturdtied during the
Eskom power line installation some years back ar@s wow presently
rehabilitating well.
. Any construction on and /or disturbance of the witelld open up the way
for invasion by invasive alien vegetation througlots or seeds being imported
into the area with building materials.
. The newest AECO proposal included the construciiomall to act as a
‘human sundial’ along the nearest vehicle trackended to prevent human
trampling through the veld. This structure in itsebould increase the
development footprint significantly and would als@ate a sun, wind and rain
shadow for metres either side which would changenhture of the adjoining
vegetation.
. That although the facility had been carefully desigy to avoid the
necessity of a full EIA by a small margin, the Meipality had a duty to exercise
“due care” when considering applications which douhave severe
environmental impacts.

2.2 ltem 3.1: Letters of Appointment
Andrae Marais to be reminded to send a copy oflditer of appointment to Council.
Grant Forbes to forward his as well once it wagaygd by CapeNature.

2.3 Item 3.3: Circulation of Minutes to Council

Liezl Bezuidenhout reported that she had now agdrtgat the FAB Minutes would be
submitted via her to her Director, Stephen Muléerd from there to the relevant Portfolio
Committee. Copies of the minutes would thus fornrt paf the Council Public
Documentation available at the Library.

David Beattie would ensure that relevant items wase brought to the attention of the
Ward Committee (Ward 3) of which he was a member.

2.4  Item 3.2: FAB Portfolio of Information
This had been completed and was circulated to/A fhembers by Grant Forbes. The
environmental staff were thanked for their effontshis regard.

2.5 ltem 3.5: By-laws relating to the Advisory Bdar
It was noted that new regulations were mooted byRiotected Areas Act and that these
might need to be taken into consideration. Newdteen to follow up.

Liezl reported on a proposed re-structuring of Em@ironmental Department in which a
new appointment of Biodiversity Manager would bedma This person would have
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ultimate responsibility for management of Fernkldmit also the entire Overstrand
Municipal Area.
-4 -

A Senior Field Ranger would be appointed, who wadtlas Asst. Fernkloof Manager
and there would be an addition two Field Rangers.

These positions would be advertised in the newnfire year. In the meantime Neville
Green would be responsible for legal matters aedMlanagement Plan and Penelope
Aplon would assist with the operational side, aliegetation, paths etc. and supervise
the activities of the Field Ranger.

The Board recorded its appreciation to Liezl| for &#orts in this regard.

2.6 ltem 3.6: FAB Secretariat

Liezl informed FAB the her Administrative Assistadill Hendriks would to take over
the Secretarial function once she (Jill) had becar®istomed to the workings of the
FAB.

NOTED with thanks.

2.7 Item 3.7: Invitation to Mayor to attend FAB rtiag

In view of the fact that the date of this meetiragl tbeen changed, Duncan Heard had not
sent out an invitation to the Mayor until he coualahfirm that all subsequent meeting
dates would remain the same. He would send thgoMa list of the dates of further
meetings for the year so that she could choos¢eavd@ch suited her schedule.

2.8 Item 3.8: FNR Management Plan

Liezl Bezuidenhout and Neville Green had visited tlonsultants the previous week for
initial discussions. It had been agreed that st public information session would be
held prior to 12 May and it would be important siablish the stakeholder base as soon
as possible. The assurance was given that FABatsbc members would be consulted
and kept fully informed.

The Chairperson expressed the hope that the resdld@ument would be user-friendly
and serve as a genuine base for management dedwii@taff members.

2.9 Item 3.11: Grotto Picnic Area

David Beattie said that part of the Ward 3 Budgetuded provision of a portion of cliff
path around the edge of the Grotto and removdi@btaais. However the restoration of
the wetland necessitated an EIA or at least a Bassessment which implied that there
would not be time to spend the funds in this finahgear.

Liezl Bezuidenhout undertook to give the matter edhought to see if part of the work
could be linked to other proposed development wairksrotto Beach, thus freeing up
funds for the path section of the work.
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2.10 Item 3.14: Dumping at Hoy's Koppie

Regarding law enforcement, David Beattie said tiee been numerous changes in HPP
management and the CPMG would be setting up a ngeadi see if various problems
could be ironed out. Liezl Bezuidenhout asked thanhember of the Environmental
Section be included in the meeting. Linda Griffitlequested that she also be present.

The Chairperson stated that the whole issue ofaotfe law enforcement needed to be
looked at. Particular problem areas appeared tibelgal dumping and control of dogs.

Neville Green mentioned that Working for the Coalo had funding available for
monitors but that no programme was in place yet.

3. Administration

3.1 Management Reports

Penelope Aplon said that she had submitted herrtrepn Fernkloof to Liezl
Bezuidenhout. The latter apologised for have daite circulate the report and promised
to do so.

4. Standing ltems

4.1 Ecological Issues

4.1.1 Keurboom (Virgilia) Distribution and Status

Grant Forbes promised to forward his final reporthie Chairperson for circulation.

4.1.2 Dewpond Path

At the last meeting FAB had resolved that the ‘DrRend’ path should not be re-opened
as it was poorly aligned and and passed througimabar of steep wetland seeps. Since
then and after further representations from a sgralip of regular hikers at Fernkloof,
the Chairperson, accompanied by Grant Forbes, biad d further ecological assessment
of the path in question. This assessment re-aftirrR@B’s recommendation that it
should not be maintained. His report is attachexdppendix 2.

Linda Griffiths and David Beattie had been appreacimdividually by the hiker group as
they were apparently still not satisfied with trexigion.



RECOMMENDED that the Board stand by its originalcid®n and that no further
debate on the subject be entertained and thatatf ghrticular group wanted to make
further representations, they needed to submit tioetime Director's office.
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It was noted that the hiking trail system and itaimtenance would form part of the
Policy Framework of the Management Plan.

4.2 Research/Event Applications

4.2.1 Quantum Adventures

Application is made for a two-day Berg and Beachi it with up to 200 participants.

Day 1 starts at De Kelders and ends at Fernkloedb section cleared with Cape
Nature) and day 2 involves 27 km of trails in Héoof, starting and ending at the
Botanical Centre.

This event has seen held for the past two year$) mo noticeable negative effects;
however, there had never been as many as 200ipartis.

RECOMMENDED that the event be approved, subjecth® number of participants
being limited to 150.

4.2.2 The Ride

Permission is sought for a group of 14 riders &wvdrse Fernkloof, entering from the
property of Anthony Hamilton-Russell, along portioiithe Jeep Track and traversing the
Reserve via Elephant Path and the southern bourmirind the houses, crossing the
Mossel River and following the firebreak behind kig. The function would receive
television coverage and could hold benefits forRleserve.

Reservations were expressed (a) for the safetyoodels and riders on the steep and
unstable portions of Elephant Path and (b) theraleiity of horses, which could
introduce foreign seed via hooves and excremerat,nature reserve of this type.

After thorough discussion and assurances by managetiat steps could and would be
taken to mitigate any ill-effects, it was RECOMMERHD that the Ride be permitted on
this occasion with increased TV exposure on theomamce of the Fernkloof Nature
Reserve. It was, however, recommended that th&e twough the Mossel River be
changed in consultation with reserve management.

Any further applications would be considered aftes effects of this event had been
assessed.

4.2.3 Whale Coast Conservation Walk



Application is made for a "Walking for Water" wadong the cliff path from the New
Harbour to the Old Harbour on Wednesday, 21 Mafit22
-

This would be a joint effort between Whale Coastn€®vation and the OSM
Environmental Section and the normal fees would/aired.

RECOMMENDED that the application be approved.

4.3 Klein River Estuary Management

No further meetings of KREF had been held. Linddfiths read a letter received from

Mrs Corrie Lucas of Voelklip, (which also appeanmedhe Hermanus Times) appealing to
the public to make their voices heard by every raepossible in order to prioritise

conservation issues, and the importance of thenKRiver Estuary in particular, in

connection with the update of the Spatial Developmiéramework currently being

undertaken.

4.4 Report from the Hermanus Botanical Society

Lee Burman reported that the Society planned td bBomini Flower Show (specimens
only) over the Easter Weekend, to coincide withaitsiual Plant Sale. Teas and light
lunches would be available.

She also expressed disappointment that a requesthaylyn Vosloo for financial
assistance for the hack group she has been rufmirte past few years, could not be
entertained due to lack of funds. The wonderfutknadone by Charlyn and her group in
keeping the fringes of the reserve free of aliest pdants (a job which had previously
been undertaken by the Botanical Society itsel§ d@serving of whatever support could
be offered.

4.4.1 Galpin Hut

Duncan Heard reported that he had visited the Gadpit for the first time and that in his
opinion the state of Galpin Hut did no credit te tReserve. Liezl Bezuidenhout shared
this opinion. She felt that there should be closeoperation between the Botanical
Society, that manages the hut and Environmentalage@ment and had spoken to Pat
Miller (Chairperson, Botsoc) about this.

Lee Burman mentioned that she had received a répont the last person to use the hut
(a local resident) and had reported to the Botsom@ittee that the toilet building
needed repair and that new mattresses were nedgett from those items, the person
concerned had felt that the hut was in a sounditond

The Chairperson reiterated that any nature reseceemmodation unit, albeit one of a
rustic nature, needed to meet certain minimum stalsd and must be aesthetically



acceptable in the landscape. He asked FAB memhdrtha Environmental management
section to consider the matter of the Galpin Huthsd recommendations could be made
in this connection at the next meeting.
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4.5 Report from the Cliff Path Management Group

David Beattie reported that, owing to the poor gualf work done by some tenderers in
the past, it had been agreed that the successfderer for the current maintenance
contract would have to complete a test sectiort before the award of the tender is
confirmed.

He also stated that alien clearing is on-going usdpervision of Frank Woodvine.

The Board noted with thanks the contribution of @BMG and Frank Woodvine in
particular, for the ongoing control of alien vedeta along the cliff path area.

5. General

51 Renewal of Lease Agreement: Scout Camp

Antony van Hoogstraten requested the Board's stipo@n application by the Scout
Camp Committee for a renewal of their lease ofS8beut Camp for a further period of 9
years and 11 months. The Scout Camp had beentiogeoa this site for 100 years.

RECOMMENDED that the lease be renewed accordingly.

The poor state of the road leading down to the B&amp and the eroded and
overgrown access from the parking area to the lagmas mentioned. Lee Burman
undertook to send photos to Liezl Bezuidenhoutlltstrate the point. This was noted
and Penelope Aplon would give this some attention.

5.2 Vervet Monkeys in the area

Antony van Hoogstraten reported that on two oceasibe had seen vervet monkeys
close to the Reserve, once in the Hemel & Aarddeyalear Camphill School and once
on the R43 near Cilla’s Stables.

RECOMMENDED that management give some thought fmlecy to deal with these
potential problem animals should the threat mdisea It was uncertain at this stage
whether range expansion was taking place or whetbese were isolated cases - Grant
Forbes was requested to obtain an opinion from Sapee.

53 Provincial By-pass Road




David Beattie stated that this road was indicateadsome planning maps had been

discussed at the last Ward 3 Committee meetingvak RECOMMENDED that the

status of planning for this road be referred toRhevincial Government via Grant Forbes
-9-

54 Coastal Setback Lines

Liezl Bezuidenhout informed the meeting that thenioipality was involved in a process
with the Provincial Administration in determiningo@stal Setback Lines for the
Overstrand which would take into account proje@8d50 and 100 year sea level rises.
Once determined, these lines would be includedhenQverstrand Spatial Development
Framework and would have implications for coast@atedopment. This exercise is being
undertaken in terms of the Integrated Coastal Memmmnt Act. A Stakeholder
Participation Process will be run over the next faanths and will assist the authorities
to determine the 20, 50 and 100 year developmess.li

55 Paths and Parking areas within 100m of the sea

Liezl Bezuidenhout had been requested to submitrnmition about the existing and
envisaged construction of all coastal paths andkipgr areas to the Provincial
Department of Environmental Affairs and DevelopmeRtanning in terms of

Environmental Management Act. Any changes or newkwmn existing coastal paths
should therefore firstly be referred to her. Newthpawould not be allowed to proceed
without the necessary Provincial Authority to do so

It was noted that the Hermanus section of the phith had originally been constructed
prior to 1960. Lee Burman offered to check old Batal Society minute books to see if
any further information was recorded.

5.6 Public Toilets

It was noted that the public toilets at Fernkloafitbeen vandalised and would hereafter
be locked at night.

6. Dates of Future Meetings
May 18
August 17
November 23

The meeting closed at 12.45



CHAIRPERSON
Date
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Appendix 1

SPECIAL MEETING OF THE FERNKLOOF NATURE RESERVE
ADVISORY BOARD

6 March 2012 at 15:30
at
Fernkloof Nature Reserve

Attended By:

FAB Members: Duncan Heard (Chair), David Beattie (Vice-ChairgelBurman, Frank
Woodvine, Antony van Hoogstraten and Linda GriSith

Botanical Society:Pat Miller (invited by FAB)

Overstrand Environmental Management Section: Liezl Bezuidenhout, Penelope
Aplon and Neville Green

Apologies FAB Members: Andrae Marais, Muthama Muasya and Vic Hamilton-
Attwell

CONSIDERATION OF HERMANUS ASTRONOMY CENTRE (HAC)
PROPOSAL FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF AN ASTRONOMY EDUCAT ION
CENTRE AND OBSERVATORY (AECO) ON FERNKLOOF NATURE
RESERVE (FNR) BY THE FERNKLOOF NATURE RESERVE ADVIS ORY
BOARD (FAB)

1. The HAC had been invited by the Overstrand Mypailify to give a presentation
on the above proposal to FAB. Four HAC membersndtéd and Mr. Pierre de
Villiers from the HAC presented the proposal. Aftee presentation FAB and
Botanical Society members present asked questayrddrification and provided
relevant information to the discussion. What foléois a brief summary of some
of the issues raised.

2. It was stressed that FAB supported the AECO ptojeprinciple and that they
were of the opinion that it would be of great bénéd the Overstrand
Community. The question for consideration howeves whether the HAC’s
preferred site at the view point at the end of Rolarive on FNR was acceptable
in terms of the applicable legislative frameworknad| as the ecological integrity
and landscape character of this part of the naaserve.

3. Leqislative Framework
Although FNR is situated on Overstrand Municipabgarty, it is a declared Nature

Reserve and therefore various provisions of thieviing legislation will be applicable
to it:

. National Environmental Management Act (No 107 0B8R [NEMA] -
Environmental Management Principles e.g. Precawrgrprinciple.
. Western Cape Province - Cape Nature and Envirorah&tunservation

Ordinance (No 19 of 1974) [Ordinance]Original proclamation, powers and
duties of management authority, FAB, oversight auty to CapeNature and

11



Appendix 1

relevant Western Cape Minister — they must agreth Wie management and
development of the reserve

. National Environment Management: Protected Areas(Mo 57 of 2003)
[NEMPAA] - FNR is a Nature Reserve in terms of this Act wigichierns the
establishment and management of such nature reseivealso requires the
compilation of a management plan which moggr aliahave a zonation plan and
management framework for each reserve.

. NEMPAA: Regulations for the Proper AdministrationNature Reserves
(Gov. Notice 35021 of 2012 dated 8 February 20NENIPAA Regulations] -
Chapter 2 and Section 4(1) statd$re management authority may in managing
the nature reserve... (e) carry out any developn@rtt construct or erect any
infrastructure necessary for the management of tureareserve, subject to an
environmental authorization in terms of section é&4National Environmental
Management Act and the management ;plan

. The Fynbos sub-veld type, Overberg Sandstone Fymiags also just
recently been declared as a Critically Endangereds¥stem in terms of the
National Environmental Management: Biodiversity /ad

. The Overstrand Municipal Wide Spatial Developmenatinkework on page
24 (SPC 2.7) specifically requires that before aettgpment in a Core 1 area is
considered, thdta full botanical assessment should be carried byta specialist
botanist approved by the Land Use Advisory UniTapeNature”

The HAC were in agreement that their proposal be dnject to the applicable
legislation and be supported by an approved managesnt plan for the nature
reserve.

4. Ecological integrity and Landscape Character
The developed node at the lookout point on RotaryeDas well as the associated gravel
tracks and other ‘informal’ lookout points have emly impacted the biodiversity,
natural environment and landscape character ofeitidogically sensitive mountain-top
area of FNR. Furthermore no holistic botanical &edlogical assessment studies has
been undertaken of this area over all seasonsfaratious the veld age classifications.
It is clearly evident that the present road anckdab points are in a poor condition and
their impacts need to be reduced through firstlgartaking a thorough biodiversity and
ecological study of the natural environment herasd®l on this information, appropriate
development planning would determine what the rsagtble visitor facilities could be
sustainably placed here to cater for visitors te goint. This must take into account not
only upgrading but importantly the reduction of theesent impact footprints while
allowing possibly for a greater capacity of visito Ad hocdevelopment without a
holistic site plan that will address all the abovesues would be inappropriate and
extremely unwise. The matter of access control ai as visitor and infrastructure
security together with adequate management resewace matters that must also be
addressed with this planning.

The HAC agreed that a thorough ecological and biodersity study of the site must
be undertaken.
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5. Funding and Operational Business Plan for AEC@jelet.

To questions in this regard the HAC informed FAB that they estimated the capital
development cost at R3,5 million which they were cdident they could raise from
donors. No development funds would be requested fno the Overstrand
Municipality. They had not developed an OperationalFinancial Business Plan as
yet. FAB commented that the additional capacity and rstheosts for Reserve
Management also needed to be factored in placingdditional financial burden on the
Reserve Management Budget.

6. Parking
The HAC were of the opinion that the parking area would generally be sufficient for

their needs during evening meetings and for smallckool groups (max 30 at a time)
but also mooted that the parking area should be upgded. FAB were concerned
about congestion at the parking area when manysteuwisit the lookout site.

7. Services
The HAC confirmed that they will have water broughtin and stored in tanks placed
in the AECO berms, solar panels on the northern siel for electricity and they would
require a conservancy tank for sewage which will beumped by the Municipality.

8. Fire
The HAC confirmed that they would require no firebreaks or -belts as that the
AECO would be so constructed and insulated to allova wildfire to sweep over and
past the centre without causing damage.

9. AECO Planted Berms
It was the HAC's intention to harmonise the centreinto the surrounding landscape
by surrounding it with a berm on which indigenous pants were to be established.
FAB members expressed their concern about then'adml’ that would have to be
brought in to establish the berm both from a champerspective (and its effect on
surrounding vegetation) and as a carrier of inv&saiien vegetation seed. They were also
of the opinion that it would be almost impossildepropagate and successfully establish
local site indigenous vegetation on all sides ef lterm. Different genetic plant material
needed to be avoided at all costs. Irrigation afhsberms would disturb the natural
regime of the mountain-top vegetation. The assedi&undial Wall would furthermore
significantly cause a change in the vegetationosumaling the structure.
FAB also remain unconvinced that trampling arouredentre would be eliminated

10. Alternative Sites
FAB members accentuated the point that they weteomvinced that enough research
had been undertaken in looking at alternative s#ted especially that of Anthony
Hamilton-Russell who had expressed himself in fawafithe AECO being developed on
his property. If this remained an option, it wogitve the HAC more certainty on the
project as there would be less public participapoocesses required as well as less site
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planning processes. This could very possibly spgethe project implementation phase.
The HAC were requested to give serious consideratidhis.
The HAC noted this request.

11. New Daytime Focus on Astronomy Education
FAB noted the HAC’s new main focus on Daytime Ediscaand therefore ask the
question why the site was selected based on thienalimmount of light ‘pollution’. The
siting would then only mainly benefit HAC memberslassociates using the telescopes
at night!

12. Objections Received

Twenty-four objections had been received from oiggtions and individuals against the
proposed lease of a portion of FNR for the develepmof the AECO. The most
noteworthy from CapeNature, the Provincial oversighthority for Local Authority
Nature Reserves, the Wildlife and Environment Sgcad Southern Africa (WESSA)
and our local Whale Coast Conservation (OCF). Tdrarnon theme of these objections,
based on legislative requirements, was that no siecicould be made until a
Management Plan (that condoned such a developnhat)been drawn up for FNR
(including a public participation process) and Hagen approved by the Provincial
Minister for Environmental Affairs and Developmdtanning.
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Copy of the contents of an e-mail sent to Robin Richards on 11 January
2012 by the Chairperson.

Dear Robin and Almero

Thank you both for your interest in Fernkloof Nature Reserve (FNR) and for submitting your
inputs regarding the closing of the footpath linking Aasvoelkop with the Galpin intersection.
Public and user input are always welcomed and will be considered.

Robin contacted me a while ago about this matter and | confirmed that the Fernkloof Advisory
Board (FAB) and the Overstrand Environmental Management officials had unanimously agreed
that this particular section of path should be closed. When Robin provided me with various
reasons for not closing the path, | undertook to personally visit and evaluate the area as | have
only been a FAB member for almost a year and had not seen the area in question. | also
undertook to place the item before FAB at its next meeting in February 2012, if | was of the
opinion that the proposal to keep this section of path open could be pursued.

I must also just give you some background on the FAB. It is a statutory Board “for the purpose of
advising and making recommendations to the municipality in connection with the management,
control and development of such reserve”. FAB presently consists of 10 appointed voluntary
members and includes an official from CapeNature, a Botsoc member and others that have
either a sound knowledge of the reserve or have extensive botanical and environmental
management qualifications and/or experience. In my case, | have followed a 40 year career in
environmental management and inter alia specialised in nature reserve planning and
management as well as trail construction and maintenance both on Western Cape nature
reserves and in the uKhahlamba Drakensberg Park World Heritage Site in KwaZulu-Natal.

It must also be said that for many years the footpaths on FNR have not been properly
maintained and that Grant Forbes has now started an excellent maintenance process that will,

in the long term ensure that the footpaths do not cause erosion and that they are safe and
comfortable to walk on. Trails and footpaths in nature reserves should be appropriately placed
and designed in such a way that their ecological impact (even when used heavily) is kept to a
minimum and therefore they must be robust and well constructed in order to minimise the need
for frequent costly maintenance.

I visited the site on 22™ December with Grant Forbes. My findings are as follows:

1. Generally the path in question is poorly aligned up steep slopes and crosses many sensit-
ive wetland seeps and should clearly not have been constructed along this route in the
first place.

2. The path camber (the angle of the cross section of the path) over long distances is too
steep (more than 2° from horizontal) which makes for uncomfortable walking and slip-
ping.

3. Trail sagging is evident at places with the outer edge of the path being fragile and tend-
ing to break away.

4. Along certain sections, the path surface (tread width) is less than 50 cm wide which is
uncomfortable.
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5. The path surface is generally course sand subject to water seeping diagonally through
an over it at wet times of the year which makes it vulnerable to erosion with even a min-
imal amount of use.

6. Vegetation is starting to grow in the path again stabilising the path surface and prevent-
ing further erosion.

7. Aesthetically with this old path overgrown, it is no longer impacting the natural visual
landscape.

From the above observations, | must conclude that this section of path is undesirable both from
an ecological (erodibility and impact on sensitive wetland areas) as well as hiker safety and
comfort (path slope, path sagging, slippery/ wet areas) perspectives. In order to
prevent/mitigate the problems identified, one would have to effect significant and costly ‘cut
and fill” measures and introduce numerous water barriers to effectively divert water from the
path and prevent erosion. Even if one introduces these measures, | would remain unconvinced
that they would be effective over the long term - especially if it is subjected to higher levels of
hiker use. Not only would such mitigation measures and maintenance be disproportionately
costly, but the visual impact of such an ‘upgraded trail’ on this exposed southern slope would be
unacceptable too.

Although | fully appreciate your group’s desire to have a convenient circular hiking route in this
part of the reserve, ecological, aesthetic and maintenance considerations must take priority in a
nature reserve context. | therefore must stand by the FAB and municipal environmental staff’s
decision to close this section of path.

Wishing your "Wednesday Walking Group" a wonderful 2012.
Best Wishes

Duncan Heard

Chairperson: Fernkloof Advisory Board
Tel: +27(0) 28 316 3386

Cell: +27(0) 82 495 3943

Email: duncanheard@telkomsa.net
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