[SUBMISSION BY ANDREA VAN TONDER AND CASEY LANGE]
Before raising my objection | would like to tell a story, and hopefully it will be short:

In August 2019, my mental health was at the lowest point it had ever been. However, |
happened upon Oude Molen Eco Village while visiting a friend at Valkenberg Hospital. That
day | met one of the remarkable horses at Oude Molen Stables, and subsequently Kendre
Allies, the owner of the stables.

Without hesitance, he saw the connection the horse and | shared and | believe ( as he has
done with many people before) he was called to make a difference. Kendre gave me access
to this horse, Bosman, and in the following months, | changed. | found my way back to life
and reignited the spark that had left me. | do not need to divulge more or rely on an
emotional argument, however, | am one of MANY people who have transformed, relearned
to live, been saved and found serenity at Oude Molen Eco Village.

While the land is now being eyed for development, with the only point of the argument
presented to us, a Heritage Impact assessment, | find it prudent to point out that there is a
heritage of healing that exists on the land. For decades the horses of Oude Molen have
provided endless hours of therapy and community outreach to anyone in need. Grooms
have found meaning and employment at the stables, while community gardens have fed
families and taught invaluable life skills.

What makes Oude Molen Eco Village so unbelievably special is that is a microcosm of true
unity, a place where race, social status and religious beliefs do not dictate anything. Here all
are welcome and respected, and the objective is unity with nature and your neighbours. We
cannot allow a place this unigue to be erased from history. We are creating heritage here
right now, the heritage of the people of Garden Village lives hand in hand with the history of
Oude Molen and the herd itself is a multi-generational herd geared toward healing.

I would also like to stress that the grounds should be subject to an environmental impact
study / assessment as there is evidence of many endangered or vulnerable species
breeding and living within the property and not just around the river.

Herewith my objections and questions:
Objection to Heritage Impact Assessment for Proposed Development
1. Heritage of Healing and Education:

e The site and surrounding area hold a long-standing heritage of healing and
education, verifiable through historical records from inception to the present.

e The space has functioned as a sanctuary for healing, education, and well-being, a
role which should be preserved as a matter of heritage.

e The development proposal fails to adequately consider this historical function,
ignoring its legacy as a unigue environment for community health, education, and
wellness.



2. Environmental Heritage:

The environmental integrity of this land is deeply embedded within its heritage value.
The surrounding ecosystem is integral to the site’s historical role and supports local
biodiversity, including species such as the Western Leopard Toad, recently
photographed within the proposed development area.

Adjacent development has already reduced environmental ground crucial for local
wildlife. Further construction would fragment remaining habitats, undermining the
cultural and environmental heritage that makes the area a valuable community
resource.

3. Social and Economic Impact:

This development threatens the livelihoods of local residents, including those
employed at the stables, displacing both a herd and the individuals dependent on this
environment.

The influx of residents, driven by policy and foreign relocation, is adding significant
pressure to infrastructure, housing costs, and quality of life for long-standing
residents. This project will exacerbate these strains without serving the local
community’s interests.

4. Alternative Land and Development Motivations:

Open, underutilized lands near Valkenberg and Alexandra exist as viable alternatives
for development, further suggesting that financial motives—rather than genuine
community need—are driving this project.

The area’s potential as a sustainable hub for environmental and educational facilities
has been overlooked. This land could serve organizations supporting mental health,
neurodiversity, and disability, enhancing community resilience and aligning with the
historical function of the space.

5. Integrity and Transparency of Development Plans:

The HIA, led by Nigel Burls & Associates, appears to lack impartiality, suggesting
that approval for the project may proceed regardless of the community’s best
interests, as seen in past cases.

The lack of a dedicated conservation status, similar to that of Rondebosch Common,
is concerning, as this designation would offer stronger protection against commercial
interests.

6. Conservation of Existing Heritage Structures:

Some buildings marked as heritage are proposed for demolition. These should
instead be repurposed for education, healing, or organizational use to reinforce the
heritage theme.

Selling off parcels to various developers post-approval suggests an intention to profit
rather than preserve heritage and well-being, as future developers could repurpose
land contrary to the original proposal.






