
OUDE MOLEN VILLAGE ASSOC.     
OUDE MOLEN VILLAGE  ALEXANDRA ROAD  PINELANDS  W. CAPE  PH/FAX: 

021 448 8996  
 

FROM  :  DAN NESER (OMVA CHAIRPERSON) 

 

TO        :  DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND TRANSPORT 

 

ATTN  :  MINISTER ESSOP 

 

RE   : THE DEVELOPMENT OF OUDE MOLEN VILLAGE (erf 

26439,Valkenberg East) 
 

DATE  :  May 6, 2003 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Dear Minister 

 

The tenants of OMV, along with the general public, have been exposed to PAWC’s 

preliminary redevelopment proposal. I am tempted to say “finally exposed” as it appears 

to be at least five years old in terms of political and social awareness. One wonders 

whether we would have seen it at all if the EIA process had not made consultation 

compulsory.   

 

On that point, I must commend UCT who performed the social aspect of the EIA process 

with intelligence and thoroughness. I believe their final document will contain an 

accurate and comprehensive list of concerns relating to government’s plans. 

 

The outdated nature of PAWC’s proposal aside, our main concern is that it bears no 

relation whatsoever to what is actually transpiring on the ground at OMV. Intimations 

that buildings will not be demolished and an agricultural component retained do nothing 

but reinforce the perception of a thinly disguised vehicle to achieve rezoning and, 

ultimately, sub-division.  

 

To investigate this, we have requested a copy of the actual development proposal which 

will accompany the official rezoning application. But irrespective of the level of honesty 

contained in the application, if successful it spells the end of the OMV vision which is 

encapsulated in the now-registered OMVA constitution. 

 

Thus, there are two avenues of action open to supporters of the village vision. Firstly, to 

participate in the public process by raising objections wherever possible in the hope that a 

reappraisal of the proposal becomes necessary. This is a hazardous option given the 

financial momentum that we suspect has built up behind this application but we are 

committed to using whatever public leverage is available to thwart the selling off of this 

public asset for short term financial gains. 

 



Secondly, we can appeal for political intervention to halt the rezoning process. In this 

regard, your comments reported in the Cape Times on May 2, were a source of great 

encouragement. Your political position and personal experience of OMV make you the 

ideal focus for such an appeal. We suspect that you are as opposed to an office park on 

this estate as we are and we are willing to supply any information/assistance you might 

need to motivate for a reassessment. 

 

To this end, I would like to restate some of those envisaged principles of alternative 

development that we discussed in our only meeting to date: 

- Rezoning is unnecessary. “Government Use” is the ideal zoning for this property as it 

allows a certain amount of flexibility without the conventional development pressure 

that a “commercial” zoning will bring. 

- OMV becomes a precinct of the City Council’s Urban Park initiative and adopts its 

guidelines, government retains the landlord role and, along with the community, 

adheres to the aims of the OMVA constitution. 

- Estate Management will be shared through a government/community partnership. 

Government will have a largely administrative role while the community will take on 

the daily tasks of on site management. Policies relating to letting, evicting, marketing, 

funding, open land use and any other activities will be jointly agreed upon by this 

composite management team. 

- Tenure would be linked to the realisation of certain goals established through 

negotiation to benefit government and the community at large. Examples of these are: 

OT programs, skill training systems, tourist attractions, environmental and 

educational features, renewable energy initiatives, urban park gateway, recycling 

operations, agricultural and gardening projects and a host of other potential benefits. 

- Development or, more accurately, redevelopment will initially be restricted to 

existing footprints and will be done building by building in a co-ordinated manner. 

Funding for redevelopment should come from estate revenues and each project would 

be used as an opportunity to support young architects, engineers and contractors from 

previously disadvantaged communities. 

- This estate would be seen as a far ranging social project that is by no means divorced 

from economic realities. On the contrary, it will be seen to be addressing these 

realities, whereas government’s current proposal can only contribute to the growing 

disparity of wealth seen throughout the world. 

 

The OMV supporters have undertaken to draw up an “Alternative Development” 

document wherein these concepts are expanded upon so that greater public support can 

be enlisted around a coherent vision.  

 

In truth, we are encouraging you to enter the fray and use your influence to redirect 

perceptions of what is pertinent to our country when deciding on the use of any 

government owned land. 

 

Thank you for your time. I leave you with a question from one of the EIA questionnaires 

to be answered by visitors to OMV:  In your personal opinion, would the broader Cape 



Town community lose something unique should Valkenberg East be developed as an 

office park?  Yes is the only answer so far. 

 

Yours truly, 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Dan Neser (OMVA Chairperson) 

 


