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Sunday, April 3, 2022

Objection: Case ID 70577600

Erf 35099 Milnerton, 5 Marine Circle Table View

We would like to object to application Case ID 70577600.

1.

MPBL Section 99 Criteria for deciding application: Reads

(3) The following considerations are relevant to the assessment under subsection (1)(c) of

whether, and under subsection (2)(d) of the extent to which, the proposed land use would be

desirable — (a) economic impact; (b) social impact; (c) scale of the capital investment; (d)

compatibility with surrounding uses; (e) impact on the external engineering services; (f) impact

on safety, health and wellbeing of the surrounding community; (g) impact on heritage; (h)

impact on the biophysical environment; (i) traffic impacts, parking, access and other transport

related considerations; and (j) whether the imposition of conditions can mitigate an adverse
impact of the proposed land use

Current Potsdam Waste Water Treatment Plant is under upgrade this application cannot be

allowed to continue until its is completed and sufficient capacity is installed to cater for this

development

Impact on external Engineering Services F) 3.

We object to the inclusion of a private waste water treatment plant. These plants have no place

in a residential area and pose a great risk to the environment and the health and well-being of

other residents.

a) This is no provision for electrical outages such as load shedding. To allow a generator in this
area would cause disturbance to residents in the area.

b) These plants need specialist management which would need to be onsite to deal with
technical issues and breakdown. This has not been catered for

c) These plants emit odors which the applicant has omitted from this application.

d) The applicant alludes at Annexure A which it claim to be a report from Water & Sanitation.
The applicant has omitted this in this application. In so doing the application contravenes
the MPBL and has submitted an incomplete application

e) The Applicant misleads the City in section E(1) by making the following statement
E) 1. NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT NR. 107 of 1998 The proposed
development does not trigger the need for an Environmental Authorization.

This again contravenes the MPBL and is simply not true. In its current form the application
would damage the environment as there is not capacity to deal with the waste water at
Potsdam. The inclusion of a waste water treatment plant would need to be passed by nation
government who would consider its possible damage to the environment. Whilst the City



f)

g)

h)

has no objection to a private waste water treatment plant The City is not the correct
authorizing body.

The decision maker be it the City, MPT or the appeal body has not right to sanction a waste
water treatment plant. This is a national government competency. The applicant has misled
the City or the City has attempted to misled rate payers and objectors in saying the City
Wastewater treatment plant will not be opposed. Whilst they might not oppose the waste
water treatment plant they have no right to sanction it.

It must be noted that the City of Cape Town has failed in its constitutional obligations to
provide an environment that will not harm its residents and rate payers. In so doing has
showed contempt for the rule of law. The adherence to the rule of law is the most basis
function of a municipality.

The same people who are responsible for the lack of investment in our waste water
treatment infrastructure and the destruction of our environment are the same people who
now do not object to these private waste water treatment plant. If they cannot even
manage the plants that are their responsibility how can they approve private plants when
they do not have the legal or ethical right to do so.

There is not data given in the flawed and incomplete report as to how and where the waste
water from this development will be removed. Both options available are illegal. If the
applicant proposes that the waste water is removed via the sewage system this will add
additional load to an already overloaded plant. If they are suggesting that the wastewater
by discharged via the storm water system this will see effluent run into an already polluted
river system. We note there is no report as to the quality of water that will be produced
from the ‘temporary waste water treatment plant’

Conclusion

We cannot support this application with a waste water treatment plant. The applicant has
presented an incomplete application with the correct and required permissions for a plant if this
type.

We could only support this application once the Potsdam Waste Water Treatment plant is
upgraded and there is sufficient capacity to deal with a development of this kind. Given the
current destruction of our environment by the City of Cape Town any new developments can
only be passed with an undertaking to clean up our environment to come into line with the
country’s constitution.

David Ayres

Greater Table View Action Forum (Planning & Biodiversity)
Non-Profit Organization No. 16/244140-NPO
Email: planning@gtaf.org.za
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