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4.9 
PORTION 2 (A PORTION OF PORTION 1) (OLD OAK) OF THE FARM OUDE BOSCH NO. 
637, DIVISION OF CALEDON, OVERSTRAND MUNICIPAL AREA: APPLICATION FOR 
CONSENT USE : MESSRS WRAP PROJECT OFFICE ON BEHALF OF CRYSTAL KLOOF 
(PTY) LTD 
 
Ptn 2 of Farm 637 RCAL 
P Roux (028) 313 8900 Hermanus Administration 
15 September 2021 
 

1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

An application was received on 16 July 2020 from Messrs WRAP Project Office on 
behalf of Crystal Kloof (Pty) Ltd on Portion 2 of the Farm Oude Bosch No. 637, 
Division Caledon in terms of Section 16(2)(o) of the Overstrand By-Law on Municipal 
Land Use Planning, 2015 (By-Law) for consent use in order to accommodate a 
restaurant, place of entertainment and tourist building (farm shop/stall) on the 
property. 

 
A Locality Plan of the property concerned is attached as Annexure A.  The Motivation 
Report from the applicant in support of the proposal is attached as Annexure B, while 
the proposed Site Development Plan (SDP) is attached as Annexure C. 

 
2. DECISION AUTHORITY 

 
Municipal Planning Tribunal 

 
3. BACKGROUND / SITE HISTORY 

 
Portion 2 of the Farm Oude Bosch No. 637, near Stanford is zoned as Agricultural 
Zone 1 and measures 127,6603 ha in extent.  The property is developed with a 
manor house, three (3) additional dwellings and associated outbuildings which 
include an agricultural barn.  Access is obtained from a gravel road which leads from 
the R43. 

 
4. SUMMARY OF APPLICANT’S MOTIVATION 

 
Only the main points of motivation are summarised as follows (the detailed report is 
attached as Annexure B): 

 
❖ Application is made to convert the existing farm into a venue and restaurant.  It is 

proposed that the building will be utilised for a dual purpose.  For majority of the 
time the structure will be used as a restaurant and on special occasions it will 
serve as a place of entertainment. 

❖ The existing structure’s footprint will be maintained for the restaurant use whiles a 
small expansion is planned for the kitchen and toilet facilities. 

❖ The footprint of the structure will be 77m² whiles the outside seating area for 
functions will be 2500m². 

❖ Consent use is therefore made for a tourist facility and place of entertainment.  
The applicant motivates that the place of entertainment will attract a maximum of 
100 guests at a single event and will be characterised by the generation of some 
music.  The events will occur occasionally and will not constitute a continues high 
impact activity, this will allow for the rural character of the subject farm to be 
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maintained.  The site has natural characteristics which lends itself to be the ideal 
scenery for weddings and other celebrations.  The existing barn will 
accommodate a tourist facility (restaurant) and farm shop/stall.  The proposed 
uses will function interchangeably to accommodate the proposed events venue 
after hours and over weekends and in normal operating hours the barn will 
function as a restaurant and farm shop/stall. 

❖ The proposed consent uses will allow the property owner to generate additional 
streams of income to help maintain the farm.  Although the Covid-19 pandemic 
and the lockdown regulations had a negative effect on the tourist facilities; the 
proposed uses on the farm will allow the farm owners to strategically revive the 
tourism industry once the lock down regulations are eased.  The location and 
rural area are renowned for tourist activities and facilities.  The proposed uses 
are therefore considered to complement and be in harmony with the prevailing 
tourism fabric of the rural area. 

❖ The subject property and the surrounding properties are zoned for Agriculture 
Zone 1: Agricultural purposes.  The zoning of the property will remain unchanged. 

❖ Surrounding land uses include agriculture, conservation, and tourism. 
❖ The Title Deed has no restrictions that needs to be removed in terms of the 

conveyancer’s certificate which was submitted. 
❖ The proposal is in line with the spatial planning guidelines (WCSDF, SDF) 

applicable to the area. 
❖ The proposal does not trigger listed activities in terms of NEMA. 
❖ The proposal is consistent with the planning principles in terms of LUPA and 

SPLUMA. 
 

5. ADMINISTRATIVE COMPLIANCE 
 

Methods of advertising Date published Closing date for 
comments 

Notices Yes 11 September 2020 16 October 2020 

Ward councillor Yes 10 August 2020 16 October 2020 

Total comments FOUR 

Total letters of support NONE 

Was public participation undertaken in accordance with Section 46 - 50 of 
the By-Law on Municipal Land Use Planning? Yes 

Was the application processed correctly? Yes 

Is the proposal consistent with the principles referred to in Chapter 2 of 
SPLUMA and Chapter VI of LUPA? Yes 

 
6. SUMMARY OF COMMENTS FROM ORGANS OF STATE AND/OR MUNICIPAL 

DEPARTMENTS 
 

Name  Date received Summary of comments 

Building Department 01/09/2020 Overstrand Building Department 
does not have any objection.  

Fire Services 11/09/2020 Annexure F. 
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Waste Management 17/09/2020 Annexure G. 

Eskom 02/10/2020 Annexure H. 

Open Serve 02/10/2020 Annexure I. 

Heritage and Aesthetics 
Committee 15/10/2020 Proposed usages are consistent 

with the surroundings.  Supported. 

Department of Environmental 
Affairs and Development 
Planning: Component: 
Environmental 

21/10/2020 Annexure J. 

Breede-Gouritz 
Catchment 
Management Agency 
(BGCMA) 

13/11/2020 Annexure K. 

Engineering Services 08/12/2020 Annexure L. 

CapeNature 18//01/2021 Annexure M. 

Environmental Section 15/10/2020 Annexure N. 

 
7. SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

 
Notices were served on the affected property owners.  Three (3) objections were 
received and one (1) objection was received late.  The points of objections and 
comments are similar from the various interested and affected parties and will 
therefore be grouped together.  Persons who commented on the application are A & 
Y Ivey, JP Bergh, L Ivey & H Knight and E Ivey. 

 
1. There is a confusion regarding the total number of dwellings and structures 

to be built on the property and where they are going to be placed.  We 
require a site plan. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
A site development plan was attached to the submitted proposal as Plan 3 which 
illustrated the scale and placement of all the structures on the subject farm. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The main proposal for the application is the proposed alterations to the existing 
restaurant building in order to use it as a venue/entertainment area, the diagrams for 
this was circulated with the application.  The existing dwelling units are historical 
approvals which do not from part of the current application.  Should the commentator 
wished to view the documents relating to the aforesaid then they could have enquired 
them form the municipality. 
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2. The present height restriction for a barn is 9m.  No greater height will be 
permitted. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
The height of the present agricultural barn will be kept at 9m as there is no immediate 
intent to increase its height. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The subject structure which is to be used as a venue/place of entertainment will be 
limited in height as stated by the commentor. 

 
3. The structures and dwelling must conform to the previous conditions of 

approval given by the Department of Agriculture dated 10 January 2011. 
 

Response from applicant 
 

The Department of Agriculture supported the submitted application and the conditions 
of approval which were imposed was complied with. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
Comment from both parties is noted, any additional conditions made by the 
Department of Agriculture will be stipulated as a condition. 

 
4. The Title Deed has a Water Servitude NO K742 dated 24 July 1984 and 

registered 15 August 1984.  This servitude was transferred to PM Grant and 
3 others (Erven 637 portion 3, 4, 5 and 6 on 14 February 2001 T009815/2001.  
The water supply to Old Oak has been divided between Crystal Kloof and 
Zilvermijnbosch.  Crystal Kloof is entitled to less than half of the water 
flowing in the public stream.  Title Deed TI6090/75 Endorsement K742/1984 
and T009815/2001. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
According to the Title Deed, which was submitted with the planning application, 
Crystal Kloof (Pty) Ltd is entitled to use one half of all the water flowing in the public 
stream. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
No objection was received from BGMCA and the Title Deed as referred to by the 
applicant, does allow for usage of water from the stream.  The property owner of the 
subject property is not allowed to alter or prohibit the stream in terms of 
Environmental Law.  Further, the servitude agreement is between private parties and 
should be dealt with between the private parties.  Lastly, should the application be 
approved, a condition will be imposed that prior to the approval of building plans the 
applicant must provide approval from BGMCA as stated in the agency’s comment. 

 
5. The property falls within the Klein River Catchment Area and the stream 

provides essential inflow of water to the Klein River Vlei/Lagoon.  In 
addition, each property owner must ensure that there is water for the 
Ecological Reserve. 
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Response from applicant 
 

The owner of the subject property does not over abstract water on the premises 
which leaves sufficient inflow water into the Klein Rivier Vlei/Lagoon. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The applicant’s response is noted. 

 
6. During the dry season there is a limited supply of water. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
The impact which the drought has had on the availability of water is not related to the 
land use practices on the subject farm and is not disputed. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The applicant’s response is noted.  However, the property owner can provide 
additional water tanks to catch rainwater to reduce the reliance on the stream, this 
can be stipulated as a condition of approval. 

 
7. The existing three dwelling units have been flooded in the past when the 

stream broke its bands and spread across a wide area.  It is essential that 
the mountain stream is able to spread over a large area into the wetlands 
both for the survival of the wetlands and to protect the R43 and the access 
road to the property.  The interference with the vegetation on the stream 
banks and heavy flooding caused the stream to erode and deepen into the 
alluvial soil to bedrock and form a donga.  The buildings should be located 
outside the flood area in order to be protected from potential floods wates.  
No interference of the natural stream because t his stream is an important 
source of water for the area. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
The three (3) existing additional dwelling units have been approved at the existing 
location by DEA&DP and there is no intention to relocate these units. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The response from the applicant is noted and agreed with. 

 
8. It is noted that the sewerage system to be used is conservancy tanks which 

will be serviced by a private contractor and not septic tanks.  This is 
essential that the property owner mitigate ground pollution. 

 
 
 
 
 

Response from applicant 
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The rationale for the existing buildings using conservancy tanks which are serviced 
by a private contractor and not septic tanks is to avoid sewage contaminating the 
ground water which would pose a health hazard for the water users downstream. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The response from the applicant is noted and agreed with.  The property owner will 
be required to ensure that the conservancy tanks are functioning correctly. 

 
9. The application for place of entertainment – the owners wish to establish a 

venue for weddings and celebrations for a limited number of persons. 
Approval may be given subject to defined conditions which must be 
enforced. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
This is correct as the Overstrand Municipality may impose conditions of approval to 
limit the scale of activities on the subject property. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
Should the application be approved then a condition as requested by the commentor 
will be imposed in order to limit the impact of the activities.  It should be noted that the 
approval does not prohibit the property owner from complying with the Overstrand 
Events By-law. 

 
10. The number of people must be limited i.e. 100 persons. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
The place of entertainment is intended only to attract a maximum of 100 people as 
cited by the commenter. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
Please refer to previous response. 

 
11. The tourist facility will be used as a venue and as a restaurant.  The 

approval may be given subject to defined conditions.  Which must be 
enforced. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
This illustrates that the commenter supports the submitted application in principle but 
only wishes for conditions of approval to be imposed and enforced by the Overstrand 
Municipality which will ensure that the land use activities do not become a nuisance.  
The Overstrand Municipality has a track record of imposing reasonable conditions of 
approval which are generally intended to ensure that the nature of approved land use 
activities do not become a nuisance to neighbours of the property in question which 
can be expected in the decision letter of this application. 

 
 

Response from town planner 
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The required and relevant conditions will be imposed in order to limit the impact of the 
use on the adjacent property owners. 

 
12. We support the recommendation given by the Department of Agriculture 

11 January 2011: 
• The buildings and activities must not contribute to the loss of Critical 

Biodiversity Areas; Critical Ecological Support Areas; Buffer Areas to 
Critical Biodiversity Areas. 

• If these buildings and activities are placed on localities near to rivers 
and ecological corridors the listed activities in terms of N.E.M.A no 107 
of 1998 as well as principles of the PSDF must be noted. 

• No contamination of surface and ground water occur as a result of the 
proposed development. 

• The proposed dwellings should be compact, unobtrusive and respect 
the local vernacular. 

• It is agreed that the subject property has limited agricultural potential 
due to some environmental constraints.  A proposal that involves 
development without negative impact on environmentally sensitive 
areas is to be recommended. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
• The barn where the land use is proposed to be changed into a place of 

entertainment/restaurant is only proposed for expansion for an area which 
measures 77m² in an already disturbed area which will not further lead to the loss 
of critical biodiversity areas, critical ecological support areas and buffer areas. 

• The existing building which is proposed to be converted into a restaurant and 
place of entertainment has been approved at the current location and does not 
contravene NEMA. 

• No contamination of surface and ground water currently occurs on the subject 
property and it is not projected to change with the approval and implementation of 
this proposal. 

• The existing building for which an application was submitted was historically used 
as an agricultural barn which conforms to the architectural styling which is 
prevalent in rural areas.  This proposal entails the renovation of the building to be 
more suitable as a place of entertainment and restaurant in a manner which is not 
obtrusive to the local vernacular design of the area. 

• The rationale for the submitted proposal was to promote a tourism land use that 
would avert disturbing the environmental sensitivity which is prevalent on the 
subject farm. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The comment/recommendation which was provided by the Department of Agriculture 
in 2011 was adhered to by the property owner.  The current application mainly makes 
use of the existing structures on the property with a small section being extended 
which is to be used as a kitchen and a proposed toilet area.  No objection was 
received from Cape Nature, BGCMA, DEA&DP Environmental Section and 
Overstrand Environmental Section however special care must be taken by the 
applicant when developing the additional footprint, the comments from the 
aforementioned departments will be inserted as conditions should the application be 
approved.  
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13. Noise to be controlled - no loud music which can disturb the neighbours or 
fauna on the property and neighbourhood. No noise after midnight. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
The place of entertainment is highly unlikely to operate daily as events generally tend 
to be held occasionally which coincidentally limits the scale and intensity of the 
activity which can occur on the subject property.  The proposed restaurant is not 
projected to play excessively noisy music as people are drawn to restaurants in rural 
areas due to the tranquillity of the areas.  Considering the above, the stringent 
limitation that no noise after midnight be played will not be necessary. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
A condition relating to the management of noise may be inserted. 

 
14. Lighting must be limited. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
Lighting will be done in a manner which does not contravene any municipal by-laws 
to avert any visual disturbance to the neighbours. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The Municipality does not have a Lighting By-Law or Policy, it is therefore the 
imperative of the property owner to ensure that the lighting use is low key and does 
not affect the adjacent property owners. 

 
15. A condition must be set that states: “consent use lodges with the current 

owners only and lapses with the sale of the property and is not 
transferrable.  If the owners sell the property or there is a successor in title 
for whatever reason, the approval will lapse.  The new owners will need to 
apply for consent use if they wish. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
An approved consent use is a permanent land use right which vests on the property 
and not the property owner and cannot lapse if implemented within the time frames 
which are prescribed by the Overstrand Municipality.  The condition of approval which 
is sought by the commenter conflicts with the OMZS prescripts, and it is proposed 
that the Overstrand Municipality set this suggestion aside. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
The rational of the applicant is agreed with, the consent use is fixed to the property, 
conditions relating to the management of the use will therefore be of high importance 
should the application be approved. 

 
16. We disagree with the statement in 11.4 that the increase of people will 

contribute to the safety on the subject property and have a positive impact 
on well-being of surrounding property owners.  The greater number of 
people attracted to the area will have a converse affect and increase the 
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potential for criminal activity. Strict control of visitors and employees will be 
necessary to prevent trespassing on the surrounding properties. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
The proposed place of entertainment and restaurant is projected to attract genteel 
clientele which will enhance surveillance on the subject farm and surrounding farms 
and will not attract criminals or unsavoury characters who may pose a threat to the 
safety of the rural residents as purported by the commenter.  The entrance and 
egress to the subject property will be strictly controlled to prevent any trespassing 
which will be an additional security measure which will be applied on the subject 
property. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
Both comments are noted, however the onus will be placed on the property owner to 
ensure proper security and management of establishment and the proposed activities 
on the farm. 

 
17. The Graton Trustees support the principle of diversification of activities on 

agricultural land to generate income, but the activities must be subject to 
conditions.  Portion 2 Farm 637 is recognised as supporting critical 
biodiversity, threatened wetlands and a property of natural beauty on a 
scenic route in the Overstrand.  These features must be protected against 
damage as a result of the proposed consent use.  Sensitive and 
conservation recognised development can enhance the attraction of the 
natural potential of the property. 

 
Response from applicant 

 
The commenter supports the submitted application and acknowledges that the 
proposed land use is viable as it allows the property owner to generate an income 
while protecting the natural beauty, environmental sensitivity and scenic route along 
the subject farm. 

 
Response from town planner 

 
Comments are noted. 

 
8. SUMMARY OF APPLICANT’S REPLY TO COMMENTS 

 
N/A 

 
9. MUNICIPAL ASSESSMENT OF COMMENTS 

 
All relevant departments provided positive comments. 
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10. MUNICIPAL PLANNING EVALUATION (REFER TO RELEVANT 
CONSIDERATIONS GUIDELINE) 

 
10.1 Background 

 
N/A 

 
10.2 (In)consistency with the Spatial Planning and Land Use Management Act, 

2013 (Act 16 of 2013) 
 

The application is in line with the planning objectives applicable to this 
application. 

 
The objectives relating to: 

 
Spatial Justice 
The proposed place of entertainment and restaurant will create employment 
opportunities and will not further perpetuate spatial injustices. 

 
Spatial Sustainability 
No natural habitat is impacted upon and it will have no negative influence on 
the environment. 

 
Efficiency 
The application will optimize the use of existing structure and property in terms 
of the existing services available on the site and site use ability. 

 
Spatial Resilience 
The accommodation establishment will ensure that the existing resource (land) 
is used to its maximum in an affordable manner and in line with the Overstrand 
Municipality’s forward planning documents. 

 
Good Administration 
The application follows the required planning procedures and a good public 
participation process has been followed. 

 
10.3 (In)consistency with the principles referred to in Chapter Vl of the Land 

Use Planning Act, 2014 (Act 3 of 2014) 
 

Same as Point 10.2 above. 
 

10.4 (In)consistency with the IDP/Various levels of SDF’s/Applicable Policies 
 

The proposed use is consistent with the policies of the Spatial Development 
Framework for rural areas. 

 
10.5 (In)consistency with guidelines prepared by the Provincial Minister 

 
N/A 

 
 
 

10.6 Impact on Municipal Engineering Services 
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The existing services are available and managed by the property owner, the 
Municipality does provide any services to the property. 

 
10.7 Outcomes of investigations/applications i.t.o other legislation 

 
N/A 

 
10.8 Existing and proposed zoning comparisons and considerations 

 
The proposal complies with the development parameters applicable to 
Agricultural Zone 1. 

 
10.9 Additional Planning Motivation For Removal of Restrictive Condition 

 
N/A 

 
11. THE DESIRABILITY OF THE PROPOSAL 

 
The subject property is located outside of the urban edge of Hermanus on Portion 2 
of the Farm Oude Bosch No. 637, which is situated on the northern side of the R43 
and at the foot of the Klein Rivier Mountain. 

 
The property measures approximately 127,6603 ha in extent and is zoned 
Agricultural Zone 1.  The property is developed with a manor house, three (3) 
additional dwellings and associated outbuildings which include an agricultural barn. 

 
The property owner is seeking to diversify the current land uses on the property and 
seeks to attain the land use rights to conduct the following:  

 
• To convert the existing barn into a venue, restaurant and farm stall.  It is 

proposed that the building will be utilised for a dual purpose.  For majority of the 
time the structure will be used as a restaurant and on special occasions it will 
serve as a wedding venue or for functions and events with outside seating 
areas. 

• The existing structure’s footprint will be maintained for the restaurant use whilst 
a small expansion is planned for the kitchen and toilet facilities.  The footprint of 
the structure will be 77m² whiles the outside seating area for functions will be 
2500m². 

• Consent use is therefore made for a tourist facility (farm stall) and place of 
entertainment 

 
Access to the property is gained from a gravel road which leads from the R43 and 
links the farm with Stanford and Hermanus. 

 
It should be noted that the existing structure (barn) will be altered to accommodate 
the venue, restaurant and farm stall, only a small portion will be extended to allow 
for the addition of a kitchen and toilet facilities. Given the proposed utilization of the 
structure it is foreseen that the impact will be minimal on the natural environment. 

 
The Department of Health does not have any objection regarding the application 
subject to conditions.  Comment received from the Overstrand Environmental 
Section and DEA&DP: Environmental indicated that the proposed activity will not 
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trigger any listed activities in terms of the National Environmental Management Act 
(NEMA) as the existing dwelling which has building plan approved will be utilized. 

 
Similar applications have been approved along the Klein Rivier Lagoon and the rural 
area of Stanford.  This is due to the natural beauty and scenic value which attracts 
tourists.  Furthermore, the applicant seeks to preserve the natural beauty of the area 
as this is the main attraction for tourists. 

 
The management of the property will also have to adhere to the Municipality’s 
Events By-law and should additional activities be held, which are not excluded from 
the said policy, then an application in terms of the policy must be submitted to the 
Area Manager.  The approval will limit the use of the property for events, functions 
and wedding which cannot accommodate more than a 100 people as motivated by 
the applicant. 

 
In terms of the Spatial Development Framework (SDF) eco-tourism on agricultural 
land is seen in a positive light, because of the natural beauty in rural areas and the 
need that exists among the farming community to supplement the farming 
community.  Inherent policies and guidelines are established.  The proposed 
application is in compliance with most of the policies. 

 
Further, no objections were received from the adjacent property owners. 

 
Considering the above discussion, the application is considered desirable. 

 
12. RECOMMENDATION 

 
1. that the comments received be noted; 
  
2. that the application on Portion 2 of the Farm Oude Bosch No. 637, Division 

Caledon in terms of Section 16(2)(o) of the Overstrand By-Law on Municipal 
Land Use Planning, 2015 (By-Law) for consent use in order to accommodate 
a restaurant, place of entertainment and tourist building (farm shop/stall) on 
the property, be approved in terms of the provisions of Section 61 of the By-
Law, subject to the following conditions: 

  
 (a) that this approval only pertains to the proposed Site Development Plan, 

as submitted with the application dated July 2020 and attached hereto; 
   
 (b) that proper management is undertaken to ensure that the proposed use 

will not be detrimental to the peacefulness and amenity of the 
surrounding area; 

   
 (c) that alternative eco-friendly ways to capture water be investigated and 

implemented by the property owner in order to lessen the dependence 
on the river water; 

   
 (d) that the use of the venue be restricted to events and functions such as 

weddings and celebrations with an occupancy of no more than 100 
people; 
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 (e) that the selling or serving of liquor on the property will be subject to the 
owner obtaining the necessary Liquor Licence; 

   
 (f) that the applicable rates and service tariffs, as determined by the 

annual budget is applicable, which tariffs are automatically adjusted in 
terms of the annual budget; 

   
 (g) that the venue complies with Health and Safety Legislation and that this 

approval will be subject to regular inspections by the Fire Control Co-
ordinator and the Health Inspector; 

   
 (h) that signage complies with the Municipal By-Law on Signage, may be 

displayed on the premises; 
   
 (i) that the conditions of Fire Services and Engineering Services (attached 

as Annexures F and L), be complied with; 
   
 (j) that the conditions of Eskom, Open Serve , Breede-Gouritz Catchment 

Management Agency and CapeNature (attached as Annexures H, I, K 
and M), be complied with; 

   
 (k) that the parking area, as per the Site Development Plan, must be 

properly demarcated; 
   
 (l) that this approval does not absolve the landowner from compliance with 

any other relevant legislation, and 
   
 (m) that all other applicable development parameters as prescribed in the 

relevant Zoning Scheme be complied with. 
  
3. that the applicant and persons who commented be notified of their right of 

appeal in terms of Section 78 of the Overstrand Municipality By-Law on Land 
Use Planning, 2015 with regard to the above conditional approval. 

 
13. REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION 

 
❖ The application has followed due procedure. 
❖ No objections were received from the departments. 
❖ Ample and practical parking for the guests can be provided on the property. 
❖ The proposed use of the property does not have a negative effect on the 

character of the area. 
❖ The proposed use will diversify the uses on the farm in order to make the farm 

more financially sustainable.  
❖ The proposal will aim to use the scenic and natural environment to promote the 

tourism industry, thus in line with the forward planning documentation of the 
Municipality. 

❖ The use is not regarded as being undesirable from a town planning point of 
view. 
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14. ANNEXURES 
 

Annexure A: Locality Plan 
Annexure B: Motivation Report  
Annexure C: Site Development Plan 
Annexure D: Comments received 
Annexure E: Comment from applicant 
Annexure F: Comment: Fire 
Annexure G: Comment: Waste Management 
Annexure H: Comment: Eskom 
Annexure I: Comment: Open Serve 
Annexure J: Comment: DEA&DP, Component: Environmental 
Annexure K: Comment: Breede-Gouritz Catchment Management Agency 
Annexure L: Services Report 
Annexure M: Comment: CapeNature 
Annexure N:  Comment: Overstrand Environmental Section 
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