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Dear Sir 

SCOPING REPORT: STANFORD QUARRY Erf 1068 and 1069, Stanford  
(SAMRAD Ref. WC30/5/1/2/2/349MR; Report #: 2258/MR/DS) 

Whale Coast Conservation (WCC) wishes to comment on the scoping report referenced in 
the title line above and have its comments entered into the record and taken into 
consideration during the decision-making process. 

WCC recognises the importance of the quarrying activities to the shareholders of Afrimat 
Aggregates (Operations) (Pty) Ltd, the company’s employees and of the service provided to 
the construction industry in the Stanford area.  The operation of quarry, however, needs to 
be considered in the context of the long-term impact of the quarry on the broader 
community, which should be given priority over the financial interests of the company’s 
shareholders and its direct employees and customers.  Conscious of this, WCC contends that 
the content of the scoping report requires amendment as follows: 

 Rehabilitation of worked portions of the quarry is dealt with inadequately 

 Visual impact is dismissed as inconsequential and should be given greater importance 

 The scoping report assumes the quarry is financially viable without any independent 
investigation to show that to be the case 

1 Rehabilitation 

The scoping report asserts that the worked areas of the quarry will be rehabilitated.  It is 
clear from the aerial photograph given in the report (Pg 16 Fig.2) that no rehabilitation has 
ever been done during the lengthy lifetime of the existing quarry operations.  The 
photograph of the existing excavation area (Pg 15 Photo 3) provides a view of the “Existing 
excavation looking up from the stream crossing”.  The photographs illustrate that no 
attempt has been made to rehabilitate or to prevent storm water carrying silt from the 
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quarry workings down the stream into the Klein River Estuary.  The neglect of any form of 
attention to the very poor state of the worked areas of the existing quarry are a serious 
concern and do not give any confidence that the management of the operating company is 
environmentally aware or concerned about restoring the worked areas to natural habitats. 

The Overstrand Municipal Spatial Development Framework (OMSDF) policy on mining 
activities, provided in the Scoping Report on page 16 requires “simultaneous rehabilitation 
and mining” and that this must be overseen by an environmental control officer (ECO).  This 
policy has not been applied in the historic quarrying activities and compliance needs to be 
entrenched into any authorisation for extension of the quarry.  

The Scoping Report qualifies each reference made within it to rehabilitation with “(albeit 
with altered habitat type)”.  The Report never gives any statement, however, about what 
the nature of the “altered habitat type” will be and this should be addressed. 

WCC contends that the scoping report should contain a specialist report on: 

1.1 What actions must be taken by Afrimat Aggregates (Operations) (Pty) Ltd to 
rehabilitate the existing quarry area. This rehabilitation should be required prior 
to the extension of the quarry operations, or, if future operations are required to 
generate funds to cover the cost of the required rehabilitation, simultaneous with 
quarrying a defined, but limited initial portion of the extension. Extension beyond 
a very limited area should not be allowed if rehabilitation is not implemented or is 
not successful. 

1.2 How future rehabilitation is to be carried out simultaneously with quarrying 
activities in order to comply with the OMSDF policy on mining activities and what 
the nature of the “altered habitat type” should be on completion of rehabilitation. 

2 Visual Impact 

The Scoping Report states under section 4.2.2 and the heading Excavation Planning 
Informants, paragraph 2) that topography and visual impact that the “sensitive landscapes 
of the slopes within the quarry are located, are acknowledged and the aim was to extend 
the excavation without any additional visual impact”.  The report goes on to present phasing 
proposals and says of Phase 1 that “This phase does not present any visual impact above 
current levels”. 

In an area where the primary future economic welfare of the community is dependent upon 
tourism related to the natural environment, the existing visual impact of the quarry is 
unacceptable and, as already pointed out in section 1 of this comment, should have been 
mitigated by rehabilitation work that has been woefully neglected. It is therefore 
unacceptable that the ugly visual impact of the past operation should be used as a standard 
to be maintained by future mining activities. (Photos 6 & 7 and associated dismissive 
comments refer). 
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Scoping Report statements under section 6.2, Cumulative Impact Assessment, are 
particularly concerning:  “… if mining extension is granted and if rehabilitation measures are 
implemented as proposed there will be no additional permanent visual impact. However, if 
rehabilitation fails the resultant impact would be that the upper 10-15m of face would be 
visible along the NE face for a distance of 235m i.e. an increase of the current visual 
impact of 162m upper face length (to views from SW).” (Emphasis mine). These statements 
anticipate potential failure to achieve rehabilitation, without providing any information 
about the circumstances that may lead to such a failure, or the probability that these 
circumstances may arise.  This should be addressed and it should be made clear to what 
extent Afrimat Aggregates (Operations) (Pty) Ltd and its shareholders will be held liable for 
compensating the affected neighbouring landowners and the community in the event that 
rehabilitation is not performed, or, is performed but is not successful. 

WCC contends that the scoping report should contain a specialist report on the mining and 
rehabilitation methodology that should be used to ensure that the visual impact is reduced 
by successful rehabilitation of the existing quarry and future quarrying activities.  The 
methodology should stipulate simultaneous rehabilitation and mining activities and that 
mining activities should cease the moment it seems that rehabilitation is not being 
successful so that increased visual impact is stopped at that point. 

3 Financial Viability 

The expansion of the quarry should only be authorised if the quarry can be shown to be 
financially viable after taking the necessary actions to ensure that the best interests of the 
broader community can be guaranteed by: 

3.1 Implementing retrospective rehabilitation of the existing quarried area 

3.2 Implementing simultaneous rehabilitation and further quarrying activities in 
compliance with the OMSDF policy on mining, and 

Demonstrating that simultaneous rehabilitation work is successful in addressing both visual 
impact and re-establishment of an acceptable standard of natural habitat and in compliance 
with recommendations in the specialist botanical report. 

To ensure that the interests of the broader community and neighbouring landowners will 
be protected, a specialist report should be included in the Scoping Report giving a financial 
plan for the extension of the quarry that shows the extension can be financially viable. Such 
a plan should include the provision of a bond from revenue generated by the quarrying 
activities, or financial guarantees given by the shareholders in their personal capacities, that 
will ensure availability of funds for rehabilitation and compensation for residual visual 
impact should rehabilitation not be done or not be successful. 
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4 Conclusions 

WCC believes that the scoping report as it stands is inadequate and that the precautionary 
principle requires that rehabilitation be given much more careful consideration to eliminate 
the possibility that: 

4.1 Poor rehabilitation practices adopted by Afrimat Aggregates (Operations) (Pty) Ltd 
are addressed on the existing excavation site, and  

4.2 Funding for future rehabilitation is not available because the operation is not able 
to finance the required work. 

 

Please confirm receipt of this letter, consider the contents objectively, and include it with 
any submissions made to the relevant authorities. 

Yours faithfully 

 

Rob Fryer 
General Manager 


