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OMP

From: Adele van Biljon <adele.pidesign@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 15 December 2025 23:57
To: OMP
Subject: Oude Molen Precinct (OMP) - Comments and Objections on Proposed 

Development

Dear Sir/Madam 
 
 
Draft Revised Heritage Impact Assessment & legislated public participation  
 
Oude Molen Precinct Development remainder of erf 26439 and erf 115697 
 
We hereby formally request extension of time for the lodging of objections and comments to the 
proposed development on the abovementioned properties.  
 
As concerned and interested parties, we state that the 30-day objection period is insufficient time 
to thoroughly research the full extent of the complexity of the impact of the proposed development. 
The latest relevant documents* then needed to be compared to all the foregoing documents 
compiled by the various government appointed consultants. 
 

*  (RESPONSE TO HWC FURTHER REQUIREMENTS IN RESPECT OF HERITAGE IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT FOR THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF OUDE MOLEN PRECINCT: PORTION OF 
ERF 26439-RE CAPE TOWN WESTERN CAPE NOVEMBER 2025 To be submitted in terms of 
Section 38(4) of the NHRA (HWC Case Number : 21022615SB0330E - 45pp 
 DRAFT HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT (V2) FOR THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF OUDE 
MOLEN PRECINCT: PORTION OF ERF 26439-RE CAPE TOWN WESTERN CAPE NOVEMBER 2025 
- 231pp)   
 

Consideration should be given to the fact that some of these consultants have been involved in this 
project for approximately 5 years, therefore our argument is that 30 days is not nearly enough time to 
research, then formulate substantiated comments and valid objections. Also the fact that any formal 
objections to a draft documents, in our opinion, can be considered to be null and void as the final 
document is not in the public domain.  
 
Within the limited time, at our disposal to date, to study available documents it has come to light that 
most of these documents call for further research and studies on all elements, to be done. This is yet 
again further proof that 30 days is insufficient time to lodge objections or comments, if the 
local government's own appointed consultants publish documents as draft proposals. Within these 
documents reference is made that these studies are conceptual.  
 
One of our main objections is that the proposed coverage and height restrictions are absolutely in 
contradiction to the existing urban fabric, which in its essence destroys most of the existing 
vernacular urban qualities that makes it worthy of conservation. Study of aerial photographs suggests 
an average Coverage of 35-40% which is indicative of a residential area. The proposed Coverage is 
75-100%. The existing urban fabric consists of mainly single and double storey structures, therefore 
the proposed Height Restriction of upto 6 storeys and/or 25m, will also infringe on the heritage 
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qualities that makes this village within a city so attractive. The physical intervention of these 
structures will have a detrimental effect by forming a physical and visual barrier that destroys the 
natural attractive qualities experienced on a human scale at pedestrian level.  
 
The fact that the only objections that shall be considered by the local government is restricted to 
heritage issues can be perceived to be counter productive in the process of transparent socio-
economic inclusivity. Point in case is the Western Leopard Toad, an endangered species residing in 
the proposed area.  
 
The tangible heritage cannot be skimmed over by your consultants as being frequently considered 
unlikely and therefore not really taken into account. Point in case no substantiated reports of actual 
archaeological surveys are included in the documents that we have been able to study in the 
available time. 
 
Thank you for your positive consideration of this request. 
 
Kind regards, 
Concerned citizens 
Adèle de Klerk 
Louise Nel 
 
 


