SR T R I ' P Two Rivers Urban Park Association

TRUPA Chair: Marc Turok 0823773837
TWO RIVERS

Email: marcturok@gmail.com
URBAN PARK
TRUP is a declared Urban Park, with historical facilities & public open green space, south of confluence of Liesbeek & Black Rivers.

The Two Rivers Urban Park Association (TRUPA) is the representative organisation that was
established in 2003 after an extensive five-year public participation process between the City of Cape
Town, landowners, stakeholders and affected and interested parties RE the Two Rivers Urban Park.

T R U P Association’s Objection to the Oct 2024 Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) is
fundamental. We are totally against the FUNDAMENTALLY FLAWED preliminary Starting Point of
this HIA! The historical narrative focus is shamefully blind to the Essential Heritage Significance!

The Historical Cultural Landscape Significance of the Site, is its Historical Indigenous perspective!

South African History can no longer be described in a one sentence sketchy-hazy Pre-Colonial
descriptive story, that disappears in selective amnesia that disregards over 3 million years of
evidence of Earliest Human Life originating in Southern Africa, nor more specifically, the clear
evidence of Modern HOMO SAPIENS recorded to originate in a new form, since over 100000 years
ago, FIRST here in the Southern Tip of Africa!

More specifically we have evidence of early Indigenous Kung (or San) People who are seen as
descendent human culture in the Cape where a further Local Civilisation transformation took place
around 2000 years ago that saw the local ‘Khoena Herder Civilisation’ that established themselves
in this area of the Cape and became a specific developed form of life described as “Transhumance”
directly linked to this Oude Molen Site! Why doe the HIA ignore such essential, Historical Heritage
significance?

Why does the HIA note some trite short points about there having been indigenous significance to
the site and the fact that colonials dispossessed, evicted & annihilated the historical attachment to
the site, yet appears to give the hundreds of thousands less attention than it gives to a few colonial
buildings that were also neglected during apartheid years as a “non-European Mental Hospital” left
to fall apart... but what about the actual responsibility of the HIA to reflect the full history of this
site in its true Context?

Such a serious Research process has been ongoing since 1998 in ways including taking into account,
all available evidence. This is largely reflected in all available Heritage Research documents to date,
noting that consultation and policy since the end of Apartheid has set a clear conclusion based on

that evidence, that Respects the Unique Cultural Landscape that all Policy and Consultation agreed

Must Be Protected as National, Provincial and World Heritage!
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That Heritage Research already notes that the “TRU Park’ is both an integrated Natural Riverine
Environment and Green Open Space, Mountain to Sea, that was set as a UNIQUE HERITAGE
ENVIRONMENT to be a PRESERVED URBAN PARK (called TWO RIVERS URBAN PARK!)

Neither Policy, Nor Vision of TRUP has ever claimed it’s a Semi-Pristine Natural Environment!

It’s always been seen as “needing care to restore, protect and preserve the entire area, including
historical buildings, as a multi-layered highly significant Place, that when Preserved, has Great
benefit for all around the Park when treated in appropriate ways to integrate our people, Heal our
Past, build an enriched Inclusive Sustainable Future, Learning Our Heritage Story as preserved
within the Park, in its Authentic Place Context from Origins of Life to Visioning for our Common
Future in a Sustainable Planet.

It is the antithesis of this Vision to turn the Heritage Park into a Profiteering Development
opportunity... to destroy this Unique Heritage Park that is seen as needing sensitive Co-Design to
protect the Heritage Environment, sharing the Pre-Colonial Heritage, The Early Intrusive Colonial
Threat, the First Frontier, The Eviction and beginning of the end of Indigenous Civilisation that was
pushed further and further out of these Ancestral Sacred Lands (That Includes Oude Molen) to be
exterminated and vanquished to the remotest places, struggling to survive, enslaved and
disenfranchised in their own Land that has 100000 years of history as the First Modern Homo
Sapiens, ancestors of all Modern Homo Sapiens World Wide!

A responsible HIA for a Site like Oude Molen that is an INTEGRATED ESSENTIAL PART OF THE
UNIQUELY SIGNIFICANT NATIONAL HERITAGE CULTURAL LANDSCAPE that is TRUP, that includes the
Unique Vistas of the Rivers and Mountains that are an essential part of the Cultural Landscape that
TELLS OUR STORY over the last thousands of Years including the First Victory against the

Portuguese in 1510, the First Colonial Capture of Ancestral Riverine Land in 1657, the First Frontier
War 1659 to 1660 and the forced eviction from the Cape Peninsula with Oude Molen transformed
from being the only crossing access point to be the Point of Retreat and the last ‘Beachhead” on the
Black River but the total exclusion from the Ancestral Lands that formed the settled highly
successful ‘Khoena Civilisation’ that was never able to recover!

This Historical Heritage should be respected! The Story can only be grasped when the Cultural
Landscape is Preserved in sensitive Integrity, an Authentic Cultural Landscape where the Drama can
be experienced beyond the gap in time. This Cultural Landscape is Real and Alive! Its Tangible
Contextual Heritage that can preserve the Intangible Heritage Story for all who have the future
opportunity to enter its timeless theatrical Backdrop! This Heritage is Lost if not being preserved!

ALL STAKEHOLDERS & Interested Parties since 1998 agreed that this Oude Molen Site is an is an
ESSENTIAL, UNIQUE HISTORICAL SITE, within its broader TRUP Context. It’s an essential part of it!
Take off my head and | am sadly no longer a caring Human Being! Heritage Practitioners should be
responsible to KEEP SIGNIFICANT NATIONAL HERITAGE Alive and Protected! Heritage reports that
disregard the Serious Heritage quality of a Unique Site cannot be given any worthy validity, when it
reads like they act on the part of Land Owners who fail to take their Custodian Role seriously!
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This HIA and its Conclusions are totally flawed!!!

Two Rivers Urban Park Association represents a multitude of Interested Party Stakeholders, either as
individuals or organisations under the TRUPA Constitution, participating since before T R U Park was set up in
2003. TRUP & TRUPA are guided by TRUP Contextual Framework & Environmental Management Plan of 2003
as adopted and set up in August 2003 by City of Cape Town also still in place in the 2012 TB District Plan.

1.TRUPA protests the non-compliance of the development plans, condoned by the Flawed HIA. There are no
reasons for disregarding the consulted Policy frameworks that were set up to protect the Park environment.

2.TRUPA asserts that the HIA does not question evidence as a ‘Competent Authority’. Too many flaws remain.

3.TRUPA protests the lack of noting previous objections. It cannot be acceptable for HIA to disregard objections stated
with great concern to previous HIA reports including objections by HWC. Why simply repeat with no need for reasons?

4. TRUPA rejects the supportive bias in favour of development on grounds that are not a sound Heritage
impact argument, like “to Unlock Economical Potential” which are not only not substantiated in comparison
to preserving Heritage Cultural Landscape in the Park, doing Development on less destructive, more
appropriate sites! Besides being non-compliant with existing legislation or planning policy and based on
unsubstantiated reports, this is a severely flawed HIA that disregards the highly significant heritage of the
site and TRUP as a whole, yet claims it is acceptable to “incorporate the harsh intrusive development”,
disregarding the highly unique heritage significance of the site! No reasonable explanation is offered for
disregard of strong heritage significance evidence noted by other reports and noted by I&AP’s

5. TRUPA insists that highly treasured open space be protected throughout the site. It needs Conservation of
the unique Heritage Environment, restricted with limited development rights! No to Heritage Capture!

6. TRUPA notes that after countless objections to brutal intrusive & destructive development where none is
indicated, it is callous to use terms such as to “Restore, Rehabilitate and Upgrade” when the proposed
callous act is to disregard, replace or destroy! Another example is use of “Preferred option”, when it is a
disrespectful, non-compliant, objected to and is broadly seen as a Non-option! NO IS NO! (N O!)

7. TRUPA rejects the HIA misrepresentation of Public Participation that has taken place over the last 36 years
and the outcome of that is being ignored. The extreme historical circumstances that have been disregarded
in terms of the last 367 years that First Nations as a whole, have suffered injustice yet have remained
disregarded. The full significance of the site, & context of TRU-Park Heritage must not be is disregarded.

8. TRUPA asserts that the HIA disregards any responsibility to explore or compare Alternative Proposals for
appropriate protection and development of the site while following supported existing policy guidelines and
constraints, aiming for a compliant or adequately compliant proposal to develop the site in line with Visions
as set in place since 2016 to be considered in comparison with what the Custodian claims to “prefer “. It is
unacceptable and destructive that this HIA disregards strongly noted factors that should be protected to
retain the quality as Sacred Place. Stakeholders supported a Draft Manifesto to guide what is appropriate,
which set Scenario C Vision as supported yet the HIA ignored or disregarded it! We reject their “Preferred
option” as unacceptable Heritage environment impact” but they disregarding our work with no reasons!

9. TRUP rejects claims that “Metropolitan Spatial Development Framework (MSDF) ‘Urban Tnner Core’ areas
over rules any factor referred to in Local & District Plans in terms of compliance for Environment & Heritage.

10. TRUPA insists that this flawed HIA must be disqualified by HWC. Instead of protecting real Significant
Heritage Resources, it entertains numerous discredited statements in the report, giving false credibility to
destroy the National Heritage Quality of the Site! The HIA repeats some of the discredited AFMAS reports!



11. TRUPA calls for clear and responsible guidelines and criticism by HWC & SAHRA in terms of the
requirements of Section 38 (3 of the NHRA Act 1999 that had been stated by HWC in clear feedback to the
heritage practitioner’s previous flawed HIA, including additional requirements of process totally disregarded!

12. TRUPA is critical that the HIA contains flawed or substandard reports adopting faulty Visual Impacts
analysis. TRUPA will address these in more detail in attached illustrations of multiple mountain views.

Further Notes

1. Public Participation. Mention is made about previous consultation but does not recognise or mention
prior consultation since 1998 to 2015 on the broad TRUP area and the founding documents that remain in
place to guide TRUP, nor extensive and intense consultation in 2016 and after on the broader TRUP areas.
Why no attention to hundreds of valid objections to its serious deviations from established policy. This policy
was consulted over many years based on research on Heritage, Environmental and good Planning.

Strong objections to non-compliant proposals have been disreqarded and there is a lack of recognition of the
extent of disregard, other than explaining that “it is preferred for its financial returns”! It is unacceptable for
an HIA to use such an argument that causes huge negative impact and is not compliant! We see no attempt
to give reasons why The HIA considers it appropriate to justify rewarding severe negative impact!

2. Better Alternatives. This HIA does little to reduce negative impact, refusing to take the given policy and
guidelines nor public participation comments or restrictions to develop on all the site into account. We are
totally unsatisfied with the deafness and blindness. None of these attempts have anything appropriate. It isa
serious challenge they have not met. We note an incapacity to follow guidelines of policy and they have
repeatedly disregarded advice from independent Heritage Specialists and HWC.

3. Heritage Impact assessment and Mitigation measures There is simply no apparent truth that this
Development “promotes sustainable development based on ecological integrity or financial viability. This

flawed HIA is strongly objected to by TRUPA. They refuse to take actual heritage factors into account.

The Two Rivers Urban Park is set up according to the 2003 consulted Contextual Framework (LSDF) and the
Environmental Management Plan for TRUP, approved by City of CT. It is still in force as is the Open Space zoning and
the broad vision of the District Plan as a ‘Natural Destination’ and the range of laws that protect the rivers and the
riverine flood plain! As such none of this Proposed Development is Compliant nor are most of the proposed “Authorised
Activities” they are not compliant. No valid reasons or motivation of public benefit are given to validate what can only
be seen as an easy abrogation of responsibility by the party expected to up hold such controls. Minor leeway may be
valid, on specific circumstances but reasons for alternatives must state the way to permit such transgressions. The
consulted status quo should be preserved or rehabilitated without destructionparticularly not for self- interest
profiteering reasons!

4. Process of setting Policy for TRUP that included various forms of Consultation with Interested & Affected
Stakeholder Parties over 36 years, from 1988 to 2024. Every fresh start has seen new disregard for well
stablished Principles of Heritage & Environmental Protection! The Policy for TRUP was established and
adopted in August 2003 with clear understanding and commitment to consult further in a productive and
effective Co-Design is pursued in detail on a Precinct Level. A set Policy and Manifesto Principles must define
the whole Cultural Landscape, Provincial or National Heritage Site to the Contextual Framework &
Management Plan kept in line with Heritage & Environment Authorities Guidelines and in Consultation with
Stakeholder Interest Parties throughout the process.

Instead, we have noted repeated attempts to undermine the set Policy & Vision of the TRU Park (TRUP).
Careful research and consultation has been worked on over 36 years!



It seems like Blind Amnesia and Deafness has overtaken the long-established track record on what the Park
Framework is set to be. Disregard for Policy can’t be seen as a worthy Leadership to get stuff done!

The “Two Rivers Urban Park Contextual Framework & Management Plan” adopted as a Final Report in August
2003. It includes the “TRUP Baseline Heritage Study by Aikman Associates (2002)”. The Fundamental Principle
that established TRUP Association Constitution that was established by City Legal Department to keep TRUP
Sustainable and in line with sound Policy, respectful of Heritage, Environment & Best Sustainable Planning
Principles.

TRUP Baseline Heritage Study dated October 2016 under NM & Associates (Planners) by “Melanie Attwell &
Associates & Arcon Heritage & Design” was submitted to HWC who also called for a Supplementary Heritage
Report with additional requirements dated 3 May 2017 and submitted for comment in October 2017. Please
note the volumes of comment & objection to various aspects of these Reports that should have been noted
and decided on each time, but alas, we live to repeat the same flaws over & over! Much of the Research work
including from associate researcher’s work was powerful, but over and over was tossed on the garbage heap
in disregard, but not by I&AP Stakeholders.

After the first 5 years of consultations, we affirmed our activism as TRUPA and other associated Civic and
Environmental, Planning & Indigenous Groups constantly vigilant regarding TRUP.

We engaged intensely in Processes in 2015 to 2018 including a 10 Point Manifesto, assessing the Scenarios A&
B and working on a wide consultation process to provide an alternative Scenario C Preserved Park Vision that
placed TRUP within future High Density “Heart of the City” Development Vision while conserving TRUP as a
Catalyst and Heritage Environment Benefit accessible to all. It gained strong support and scored over 80% on
each of the Manifesto Criteria. Please refer to the Co-Designing a TRU~Park Workshop Resource Sketchbook
that unfortunately missed the deadline or was withdrawn from the Workshop in Feb 2017 that failed to do
any Co-Design and instead the Consultation Co-Design process was ditched in favour of a new top-down
process, where the previous Design Team Planners & Heritage specialist were withdrawn. A New team took
two years to step up and they disregarded all that had been achieved! Despicable!

Within weeks we were caught is a surprise set of horror proposals for the River Club Confluence Site. That
went from bad shock & horror proposals to worse shock & horror that then got Provisional Protection against
it by HWC but as two years of drama stalled any heritage protection the time ran away.

More sad tricks happened as Heritage was Captured buy interest groups posing as Stakeholders backed by
Law Fare that destroyed in integrity that may have existed.

The Tribunal and High Courts ruled against the Developers & Partners who tried to run wild slandering anyone
opposed to destruction of Heritage Environment.

Eventually the whole TRUP, had a new HIA & Development Plan that was strongly opposed as flawed!

HW(C did not support the HIA for RC not TRUP as a whole!

Stakeholders called to Grade TRUP as Provincial Heritage Site to be protected. HWC not only supported that
but suggested it is more significant and needs SAHRA to grade it as Grade One National Heritage and that
Process began, In the interim RC gained Legal power form the High Court via a Judge who was since impeached.
Someone else can explain all that drama. The SAHRA Grade One process is still ongoing and expected to
pronounce soon on what is Provincial Heritage & what is National Heritage... but it has not yet been
announced. We are now back to defending Oude Molen Disaster to Heritage once again!

Marc Turok,
Two Rivers Urban Park Association Chair.



Annexure Of lllustrations
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1. 1900 Map illustrating a series of Wetlands on Black River with the only practical Crossing
into the Peninsula and out, Via Oude Molen on East via east and north of SAAO Hill and
across the Liesbeek (Varsche) River via Varschedrift into the Cape Peninsula.

2. Precious Wetland & SAAO Protected in Perpetuity (Birds Eye View towards OMP in south)
3. The bird turns in clockwise direction and this is what it sees (below) in the Protected TRUP!!



Harsh Amazon Megastructures under construction viewed from same Birds eye view, right
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The North TRUP Confluence Precinct that is a National & Provincial Heritage Site and Floodplain
intruded on in Disregard of Heritage & Contextual Framework Policy as set up in 2002 & 2003.




Park CO-design Workshop | 18 February 2017

An Accurate 1880 Map of TRUP area, compared to and Illustration of 1657 to 1660 First Frontier War

lllustration of the 1 March 1510 attack by dAimeida on Cape Khoena Villages & Defeat of Portuguese
on the unusual Path on the other side of a Hill 1 League (6km) attrass de ‘Aguda de Saldanah’ (Kamisa)
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Scenario C Preserved Park Heritage Preserved with appropriate Infill per Policy & Manifesto Points per
2016 to 2017 Stakeholder Consultation (with score of over 80%). Detail OMP Heritage Site: Co-Design!
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Hopefully this won't alter the histoncal
character of this wonderfully rustic place,
or affect the remaining buildings.
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Heritage Vistas toward & from Oude Molen are Unique. Its one of the
most Significant Integrated, Historical Cultural Landscape Places
spanning 1000s years. Our Story Pre-Colonial & Post-Colonial Periods!
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There can Not be any valid reason to Destroy highly Significant National and World Heritage sites like
OMP in TRUP! Its essential to HEALING our harsh Colonial & Apartheid past Crimes against Humanity!

Heritage Practitioners of Integrity are expected to protect Unique Heritage, not to justify Destruction!!
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ansport corridors & nodes. Don’t Destroy Heritage!
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