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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

S Ert 3235, Hoheizen, Bellville
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| Departures from:

| o To permit the proposed autbuiiding to be 2.0m in ew of 3.5m from
' street boundary.

1 o To permit the proposed gorage te be 0.0m in leu of 3.0m from
. commaon boundary {exceeding width).

1 o Itarn 22 [f}: To permif the proposed garage to be 1.5m in liew of
50m from straat boundary.

802m*
Single Residential Zoning 1: Convenlicnal Howsing (5R1}
| Dwelling house

Objections were lodged by two (2] of the sumounding property
| owners.
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2, BACKGROUND FACTS Y62

2.1 Neighbours consent forms were issued o the potentially affected surrounding
neighbours and ¢ formal notice was also issued to the neighbours by Council,
Two (2] of the surrcunding owners lodged objections towards the proposal.

2.2  Subsequently to advertising, the applicant has revised and amended the
plans to address the concerns of the sumounding property owners. The
departure that was previous advertised is indicated below whille the struck
through is no longer required.

Deportures from:

o To pemmit the proposed oulbuilding to be 2.0m d8ra in liev of 3.5m from sireet
boundary.

o To pemit the proposed garage fo be 0.0m in liev of 3.0m from common
boundary {exceading widih],

o [tem 22 [f]: To permit the proposed gorage o be 1.5m in liew of 5.0m from
streat boundary.

3. SUMMARY OF APPLICANT'S MOTIVATION
The applicant’s motivation may be summarized as follows (see Annexure D):

» The owner wants to erect an outbullding, which will comprise of a new
garcge and gym on the first floor, as well as extensicn of the existing garage.

«  The proposed additions will allow the owner to protect his vehicles.

s  The new additions will not decrease the value of surrounding properties.

v The proposed additions will hove a positive facelift on the property.

4. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

[ BaieR e ant

Notice of no-ohjection |elter
by hand and farmal
acvertising was conducted
on & Aprl 2018,

Two |2] objections received

ﬁ,-'-'mﬁr;“% Six [6) no objection |etters

b AR ﬁ‘l,.
ﬁéﬁ?ﬂﬁ were received supporting thea
£ proposal ibut 1 W
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withdrown and on cbjection
was loter submitted by the
neighbour)

4.1. Summary of oblectlons / comments/ support recelved
The objections received may be summarised ds follows {see Annexure E);

« The architectural style of the double storey addition is commercial and
nat residential, which is out of character for the areaq.

o The proposed double storey building will block the neighbour's view of
the Bellville area and coasfline.
The proposed double storey would be more suitable as ¢ single storey.
The initial plans signed by the owner of Erf 3234 did not cleary convey
that the daouble starey building will be located Om on the said neighbour's
common boundary.

+ At present the proposal dees net motivate why the local authority should
deviate from its developrment requlations,

« The double storey building will cbstruct natural light onto living space of
the adjacent owner of Erf 3236,
The proposal will devalue the surrounding propertiss.
There is sufficient spoace on the suvhject property for the owner to
undertoke the proposed alterations without encroaching the property's
restrictive building lines,

4.2 Summuary of applicant's response to public paricipation

The applicant's response to objections received [see Annexvre F) may be
summarised os follows:

« The proposed double starey addition with the gorage on the ground
storey level will not be located on tha street boundary as stated by the
objector, rather it will setback 1.5m frem the street boundary,

« There wil be no windows on the fagade of the double storey bullding
facing onto the strest, which will allow the building not to have an
industrial Iook,

There are similar buildings already constructed in the neighbourhood.

The current objector had originally sighed the no abjection and plan.

The adjacent neighbouwr did nat enjoy any side view os there was an
existing tres which was since felled that dlready blocked the neighbour's
view,

» The adjacent neighbour will still have sufficient sunlight coming into his
living room, as there will still be adequate space between the proposed
double storey and the neighibour's living room.
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5.
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BACKGROUND TO PROPDSAL

5.1, Descripllon of the area / sumounding land uses

5.2.

5.3.

The subject property is zoned Single Residential Zone 1 and i surrounded by
similarly zoned properties. Residentfial group housing scheme developments
locatad on General Residential Zone 1 erven are located in close proximity
towards the north and ecst of the subject property, The University of
Stelienbosch Business School and Tygervalley precinct area are located further
north east of the subject property,

Propery description

The subject property 15 802m? in exfent and developed with o double storey
dwelling house, a double garcge and o swimming pool. Access to the
property is from Retzia Road on the southern edge of the subject property
and there is dlso an existing camiageway crossing on the northem section of
the property which provides occess.

Proposed development

It is the intention of the applicant to make additions {o the existing dwelling
house, which will comprise of an extension of the existing doubls gorage, the
addition of a balcony on the first storey level and a double storey addition on
the northern section of the exlsting dwelling house. The double storey addition
shall comprise of a garage on the ground storey level and a gym/ family
rocm on the first siocrey with balcony and bathroom,

The applicant has amended the proposal by complying with the common
building line of 3.0m. This departure is nc longer required and clso a street
departure hos been amended for the proposed first floor to setback the
building further from sireet boundary by 2.0m. These amendments were
required to mitigate any potential impact from the adjacent neighbor and
the plans are displayed in figure 1 and 2 below,
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Flgure 2: Amended proposal

&, PROPOSAL ASSESSMENT
4.1.1 Conslderafion of criterla In terms of Secilon 99{1)

« The opplication complies with the general requirements of the MPBL as the
comect application has been made, and cll the process and procedures,
including public participation have been followed.

« There is no unauthorised land use or building work related 1o this application,
no administrative penalty is required.

é6.1.2 m r consistence with the municl ent framework

« The application s consistent with the Cope Town Municlpal Spafial
Development Framework as far ds managing growth in urban area.

6.1.3 Conslder s of section 99(3} of the desirabil owin
criterta:

a. Sogig-economic impact.

+ The proposal will have no negafive socio-economic impact.

b, Compalibility with surrounding uses.

The subject property is zoned Single Residential Zone 1 and used for
residential purposes and the land use will not chongs.

The proposed additions will not have any impact on the character of the
areq, as the applicant has amended the plans and set the building away
from common boundary so to mitigafte ony adverse impact on the
surrounding cwners, This departurs of 0.0m from the objector’s property Ef
3234 is no longer applicable due to the amendment from the applicant. The
proposed garage on Retzia Road will be setback 1.8m away from the street
boundary. Therefore no streetscape will be impacted by the propasal cnd
the praposed first floor will be setback 2.0m away from the sireet boundary.
While on other side of Retzia ths additions are compliant with the
requirements of the DMS3,
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+ Furthermore, the proposal will not extend beyand the 11.0m Total height and
is compliant as far as height concerned.

* A gdrage is permitted as of right in the Single Residentlal [SR1) zone and is
therefore considered compatible with the existing use of the subject property
as well as that of surrounding properties. The proposal will not be out of
character with the areq, cs the garogs is proposed at ground floor of the
property.

<. [mpdact on the external engineerin [CBs.

» The proposal dess not impact on external enginesring services. The internal
departmental branches support the proposal.
ing community.

1 nedalth and wellbeing of ih

Irn safetd

* The proposal will not impact on the safety, health and wellbeing of the
surrounding community.

» As par the illustration below, the windows or doors are inserted into this side of
the commaen boundary at 3.0m away from the boundary and compliont with
the reguirements of the DMS, Therefore the proposal will not impact on the
privacy of the objector's property,

LRIV
eI Ly
oo P

CTION B-B 1:100
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EASTELEM  Proposed additions In relation to adjacent neighbaur

e. Impact on heritage.

= There will be no negalive impact on herifage.

f. Impact on the biophysical environment,

+« The proposal will have no impact on the biophysical environment. A tree that
was located on the site for the proposed double storey addition has already
been telled by the owner (see gerlol images below).
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2014 Vs 2018

q. ic i | as5s and other tran related considerati

» There proposed garage is not likely to impact on the traffic flow noting that
DMS permits the garoges and carperts on commen boundary. The proposal
will not impact on the road network or parking in the areaq.

h. Conditions that con mitigate an adverse impact of the proposad land use.

N/A

é.1.4 Would the approval of the application have the effect of granting the property
development rules of the next subzone within o zone?

N/A

I am salisfled that the declsion making criterla In Seclion 99(1) have been
complled with,

| am satisfled that the considerations In Sectlon 99(3) have been assessed and
that the proposed land yse [s desirable.

6.2  Consideration of criferla In terms of sectlon 99(2}

6.2.1 Any development framewaork
» The proposal is located in an area searmarked for urban development and s
therefore consistent with the Nerthern Distict Pign ond the Cape Town
Spatial Development Framework.

6.2.2 Relevant criteria contemplated in the DMS
In terms of item 22{f] of the DMS, o garage, carport or outbuildings are
permitted an the common boundary of a property, subject to compliance
with the following:
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6.2.3

6.2.4

6.2.5

é6.2.5

6.3

6.3.1

63.2

Z.1.1

Eff 3235,

768

- A maximum height of 3.5m from base level o top of arocf,
- Do not cantain meore than o double fagade and
- A moaximum width of 6.5m

The proposed width of the garage is proposed to be 7.0m and will exceed
the permitted 6.5m width. Hence a dspariure application is made to permit
the said garage ot 0.0 m on common boundary and a street building line
departure 15 also applied for.

Applicable policy approved by the city

The proposal s consistent with the City's Economic Growth Strategy. 2013
and Social Development Strategy in such that it creatss job opportunities and
supports economic growth and will dlieviates poverty as people wil be
employed on construction of the proposal.

Consideration in terms of section 99 {3} of the extent of desirability of the
fallowing criteric:
Sae Section 6.1.3 above.

Impacts on existing rights

The proposal will not impact on existing rights.

The proposed structures will be within the 3m building line from commaon
boundary.

Consideration of naticnal and provincial legislation:

In terms of the development principle of efficiency as set out in Section 7 of
SPLUMA, the propasal, which involves building the family/ gym room on top
of the proposad garage o reduce the financiol impact of setting back the
first floar, meets the principle of optimising the use of existing resources and
efficiant utilisation of available space on the subject property.

| am satisflad thot the decislon making criterla in Secllon $9(2) have been
complled with.

Regarding the ob)ectlon:

Some of the issues raised by the objector have been addressed above,
However, a few addltional points are dealt with below.

The proposal will not set a negative precedent in the area as there is o variety
of building typologies in the areaq, which include doutble storey buildings, The
preposalis considered compatible with the surraunding properties.

REASONS FOR DECISION

Reasans for the recommeanded departure decision tor approval may be
summarized as follows;

The proposal will not affect the character of the area.

geliville Page 8 of 10
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7.1.2 The proposal is consistent with the Northern Distiict Plan and the Cape Town

spatial Development Framewaork,

7.1.3 The proposdl will have no negative socio- economic impact.

7.1.4 The proposal will have no impact on the blophysical @nvironment.

7.1.5 The buiding line departures cpplied for ensures optimal utilzation of
property, and is further unlikely to adversely affect any neighbours’ privacy.
views, security or usage and enfoyment of any of their infernal and external
living spaces,

7.1.6 The proposed plans have been omended to mitigate adverse impact on
adjacent neighbors.

7.1.7  The proposal is desirable and does not have a significant impact on existing
rights.

'8 RECOMMENDATION
In the view of the above, it is recommended that:
8.1 The application for a departure from street building lne and commeon

boundary on Erf 3235 Bellvile be approved in terms of 8{b) of the Municipal
Planning By-Law, 2015, subject to Annexure A.

ANMEXURES

Annexurs A Proposed departures

Annexure B Locality plan / public participation map
Annexure C Site development plan

Annexure D Applicant's motivotion

Annexure E Objection/ no obfections

Annexure F Applicant's response to ohjections
Annexure G Intermal comments received

R

Sectlon Head Dz Manager

Mome: Sean vYan Rensburg Susanna Matthysen

Tel no: 021 444 1044 021 444 1061

Date: "Z:?l @1 Lo P o ﬂlrzjfu;é Aotk
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ANNEXURE A

In this Annexure

"Council” means the City of Cape Town,

"Owner"” means the registered owner of the property,

"The property" means Erf 3235, Belivilie 3 Rettio Road (Hoheizen)

"Bylow" & "Development Management Scheme"” has the meaning assigned thereto
by the Cify of Cape Town Municipal Planning Byfaw, 2015,

"ftem" refers 1o fhe relevant section in the Development Monagement Scheme

"TDA Commissionsr” means Executive Director: Transport and Development
Authority

Application no: 70394599

]

1.1

1.2

1.3

2.1

DEPARTURES GRANTED IN TERMS OF SECTION 98 CF THE BY-LAW

To permit the proposed outbuilding to be 2.0m in lieu of 3.5m from sfreet
boundary.

To permit the proposed garage to be 0.0m in lisu of 3.0m from common
boundary {exceeding width).

ltem 22 {f}: To permit the proposed goroge to be 1.5m In llsu of 5.0m from
sireet boundary.

CONDITIONS IMPOSED IN TERMS OF SECTION 100 OF THE MPBL:

The roof are above the garoge shall not be cccessible or utilised as o
balcony,

Erf 32335, Belville Poge 10 of 11
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PLANNING AND BUILDING DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
LOCALITY MAP
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Dear

The building of the garage and my family room /gym on top as a double story will have a positive
effect towards the neighbours as well as the value of their properties and mine.

The bullding will be a face brick building that will match the existing house face bricks not be an add
build/ng that can be seen as a separate bullding.

The value of the neighbours will increase as the look of my property will add a significant view to the
area.

I had a lot of compliments already on the boundary wall that was approved to be build, that it's
looking beautiful and good value.

Why will | bulld a buTlding to have a negative impact? Not my intention.

Currently my vehicies are standing In the street and | want to prevent that. | notice in the
neighbourhood a view houses with the same Issue where vehicles are partially in the road hence |
want to improve my near distance area to avoid my vehicles belng in the street.

When the building is dene the direct area will notice a positive facelift
Professional assistance will also be rendered to assist.
ar

5CGouws
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12 Retzla Rozd,
Bellville,
7530

14 May 2018

Good day,

Attached is my document detalling my objection to applicatien number 70396599

Yours sincerely,

Norman D Fdxlcrnf‘t

-
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Applicatfon number 70396599

Objector’s detalils:

Morman Donald Foxeredt
12 Retzia Road, Hoheizan, Beliville, 7530 (stand number 13213)

Tel. 0219132731
I am the owner of stand number 13213

To be notified by post at the above address

Reasons for ohjection to the proposed planning application

1. The proposed plan shows 2 wide double stary structure, placed on the boundary of the
property and covering an extenslve portion of the proprerty. This wili be directly facing our
dlning room and lounge. The rear of the praposed building facing 12 Retzia road has a
commercial rather than a residential appearance and allowlng it to be extended up to the
boundary will aggravate this, The slze of the structure being of dauble storey construction
gives it a very commercial/industria! sppesrance which Is totally out of character with the
other preperties in a residential nelghbourhood.

1. The proposed double story building will dra matically obstruct our view of the Bellvilie area
and coastline which | currently have, The view | currently have is a distinctive feature of my
Praperty and the loss of this view will adversely affect the resale value of my property.
Furthermore allowing this large structure anto the boundary line brings the bullding closer
ta us which further exacerbates the problem,

if the prapased buildlng were to be deslgned as & single storey structure, my ohjection to extendlng
the bullding up to the boundary would fall away.

See additional page for photographs llustrating the abave chfection,

Fﬂjf‘ 7 "{2
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L i

Image 1. Curent viaw from 17 Retxla Road.

g

Image 4. Axrial view of proposed structue.
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DEVELOPMENT MANAGERMENT

TDA SHINAAM SCHUTTER ISAACS

CAPE TOWN .? 8 ? Seniar Technleo! Ciflcer

Tha II:.!’II ol Capn Town'd Faupod
an Dinvalopmant Authartty

and

T1: 0321 444 W54 F. 0842027247
E: SHiHAAM SCHUTTERGC APETOWN GOV.2A
Cose 1D; 70395539

BLUMDID

04 Aprl 2018

Deor 5ir / Madam
PROFOSED APPLICATION FOR DEPARTURES ON ERF 3235, BELLVILLE,
The City of Cope Town has racelvad Ihe following planning application for consideralion:

Application number
70396597

Applicant / Owner's defails
Stephanus Comelius Gouws

gf number or erven numbers
3235

Descripfion ahd physlcal address
-1 Re ki Road;Belivile- [as shown-on-fieattuc ecHeeality-phop—-- ~ e e T

Purpase of the applicatlan
Applicafion for permanent departures in terms of section 42t} of the Municlpal Flanning By-law 20135,
‘n order ta deviate from the following regulations:
« Departure from ltem 22(d): To permit the dweling exfansion to be setback 0.0 in lieu of 3.0m
from the commoen boundary. _ -
» Departure from ltem 22(d}): To parmit the dwelling extension fo be satbock 1.5m in ey of 3.5m
from the street boundary.
»  Departure from (tem 22(d); Ta permit the garage extersion to be setback 0.0m in iev of 3.0m
from the common boundary.

Enquirles
The opplication may be Inspected at the office of the Diskict Manager ot Morthemn District. Brighton
Road, KractHenteln 08:000m — 14:30pm during office hours, Monday ta Friday.

Objections, comments ar reprasentations
Any objection, comment or raprasentation on the proposal, with reasons therefor, may e todged of
the following e-mail oddress: comments_objectionsnorthem@capstown.goy.za jor submitted in

witing to the office of the abovementioned Distict Manager! to be raceived before or on the closing
date mentioned below.

Furlier detalls to accompany any objechon, comment or representailon
1} The application number and the following detalls of the person who [s submmilting the objscllon,
comment or representation:
» Tl name:
» address, contact detalls and the method by which they may be notified;
« theirinterest in the applicotlon.
2) The reason for the chjsction, comment or representation, Including at least -

KRAAIFONTEIN ARMINISTRATIVE BUILDIKG,
BRIGHFON ROAD, KRAAIFOMIEIN, 7570
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«  the effecl that ihe opglication will have on a person or the arec;
+ any aspect of the applicalion that is considered to be inconsisient with poficy. and how.

Closing date for okjeclions, comments ar rapresentaliens
Closing Date: 14 May 2018

No tote comment or gbjection will be considerad unless the City Manoger has agreed thereto in
wriling.

Relevant legislation
Tnis nofice Is glven in terms of section B2 of the City of Cape Town Municipal Planning By-Lotw, 2015.

Request for oral submisslon
section 120(11} of the MPBL provides that o person may request the Municipal Planning Tribunal {MPT)
to make an oral submission, For such request o be corslderad it must comply with the following
raquirerments:

. Must be a witen request emaied 1o the following  Qddress

roal i W
2. Adeguate reasens must be given for such raquest.
3. The request must be recelved of the above mentioned cddress at jeast 5 days before the
MPT meeting that ihe applicationfs) will be consiclered, or closer to the maeting it good
 causBlsShOWR._ . i e o e Lo e e o

To determine i you would Ike to maka-such request, you are directed fo the following web link
whereby the scheduled MPT mesting dates and 1ihe <o©gendas are published:
Rt f fereaer.copetown g ov.za/Fomiy%20and % JON0ME neet-the-city/ci i ale
[Include the saction above oh a request for orgl submission only

-COUn gefing-cg
application{s| is contained In

i
if the

Categery | application types1.1-10.1.1 Ain.the Cly's categorisotion.of opplications). — e e emrmee

General
An oblection, comment or representation which doss not meet ihe reguirements in this nolice may be

disregorded.

Oijections, comments or representafions form part of public documents and gre forwarded 1o the
applicant for response.

Any person who cannot write may comsa to the dislict office mentioned above durng office hours
whare he or she will be assisted with transcribing any comment or objection and the recsons therafor.

if you wish further conespondance with the City to be by emcil, you need to specifically reguast il and
provide the email address fo be used.

Neem dssebliaf kennis dat ingevolge arflke! B2(4) van die Stad Kaapstad se Yerordenlng op Munkipale
Beplanning, 2015, hierdie kennisgewing ook In Afrlkaans of Xhose beskikbaar s met 'n skdftelike
versaek. Stuur die versoek na cammeants_objections.northern@capetown.gov.za binne sewe doe van
die datum van hierdie kennisgewing.

Needa ugaphelejukuba ngokungginelana necandsio 82(4) lomthetho kaMasipalo ongaCwangciso
wasekapa, 2015/gsl sozise siyafurnaneka ngesixhosa nangesiBhuly ngesicelo esibhalwe phantsi,  Eso
sicelo moasinge comments_objections.northern@capetown.gov.za kwintsukuy eziskxhente ukusuka
kumhla wokukiutshwq kwgest sazlso.

Yeurs falt

for\RECTOR: DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT

KRAAIFGNTEIN ADMINISTRATIVE BUILDING,
BRIGHTON ROAD, ERAAIFGRTERN, 750
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Dear SirfMadam,

I would like to herby ledge my objection to the application for departures on Erf 3235, Beliville.-
Appllcation Number 70396599,

My detalls are as follows:

Name G} de Swardt
Address 5 Retzia Road, Hoheizen,Bellville, 7530
Phone number 0823747720
Method to be E rmall ; dsw@mweb.ca.za
notifled
Interest inthe | am the owner of ERF 3236 (Retzla Road 5) which means | am the adjacent
application nelghbeur to the applicant
BACKGROUND

The applicant's wife showed the highly technical drawings to me a while ago but as | do nat have proper
knowledge of such drawings | failed to realize the full extent of the proposed new dwelling and also did
net realise that the proposed bullding It will be right on the boundary opposite my Iving room. | was
matter of fact Informed that the approval of 8 people in the area were required because the erf Is on &
corner and the perimeter wall will be close the boundary.

|t was not made clear to me that the purpose of the application [s te also permit the dwelling extension
to be setback 0.0in lieu of 3.0m from the common boundary. | only became aware of this fact and how
It will affect me on Thursday 11 May after | found a “proposed application for departures form” In my
Post Box that specifically points out that the purpose of the application |s to get permission to depart
from the 3 meter offset. The full Impact of this departure became even more clear te me after | had the
cpportunity to study a 3 dimensional model of the plans superimposed on a google earth image.

Your attentlon is invited to case lawin this regard which stipulates that a building contre! officeris
obllged In terms of section 6 {10 (3) of the Mational Building Act to provide a motivated motivation . If
such a recommendation was indeed made kindly provide me with a copy of same. If no such s
recommendation was as yet made | would like to have the opportunity to glve Input to the bullding
Inspecter before It is finalized and also expact such a person to do an onslte vislt to my premises so
that | can point out the impact.

Your attention s further invited to recent case law where the constitutional court held that by
motivation of the provisiens of section 39 of the Constitution, Sectlon 7 of the Natienal Act [no 103 of
1977) has to be construed In a purposive manner which takes inte account the rights of owners of
neighouring properties which might be adversely affected by the erection of bulldings in terms of plans
which have been authorized. The court a qua stipulated that the interpretation afforded to section 7
ahove was understoad 1o inter 2lia alse mean....."that the bullding which was to be erected in terms
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thereof would not actually or probably disfigure the area or be unsightly or ohjactionable or devalue
the value of nelghbowring propertias”

I am fylly aware that a property owner s entitied to the free use and en]oyment of his/her home and
therefore has the right to convert hisfher property. There Is however the proviso that by doing so the
property awner must stay within the limfts of lacal authority regulations and should not interfere with
the right of the nelghbours to enjoy the full benefit of their properties In accordance with the same
regulations. The current application under discussion/review fails te state clearly any reasons why the
local authority should deviate from ts own regulations regarding the 3 meter affset.

FOLLOWING FROM THE ABQVE MY OBIECTIONS ARE AS FOLLOWS:

a. Unsightly bullding will disfigure the area

Hoheizen Is & res|deritial nelghborhood and the proposed dwelling will not fit in with the character of
the area as It will be a huge structure with ne windows on the street side. it will also be erected very
close to the streat boundary as well as right on the boundary of my property giving the area an
“industrial” look. | am not aware of any other dwelling in this area of this type, helght and size that is
situated so close to a living room of an adjacent house while 1t also acts as the "wall® between the 2
beundaries.

Such an “industrial” locking bullding will not fitin with the area and | have no doubt that it will have a
negative effect on the values of the houses in the Immediate viclnity.

b. Impact on Famlly/Sunroom and TV Room

We have a sunrcom/family room an top of our double garage. The room was specifically build for us at
great cost 5o that we can enjoy the front as well as side views from It as well as the afternoon sun and
natural light specifically durlng the winter months. The proposed double stary dwelling will totally
obstruct our side view and It will alsa deprive It from direct sunlight from the side If the 3 meter setback
regulation Is relaxed. [n addition it will also partizlly take the front view from the family room as well as
the side view/natural light of my TV room situated at floor level of my house awsy. —Please note that If
this 3 m regulation is not relaxed It will not be possibla to obstruct the frant view from the Famlly
room as the sald regulation will prohibit the dwelling to be extended ln that area.
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My argument Is therefare that the possible relaxation of the regulations In this instance will lower the
quallty of our life but that it can be prevented If the local authority enforces its own regulations.

¢. Dwelling will negatlvely affact value of adfacent propertles,

Itis a fact that the view from a property adds to its value and 1s used as a selling point in the property
market, As explalned in (a) above my property will lose its full side view and a portion of Its front view
while Erf number 3213 will lose a large portion of its front view (Others such a5 3214 might also be
affected}. In additlon, the fact that the new building will be in such close proximity to my side windows
will alsc create a “cramped ¥ situation that will have a negatlve Impact on potential biyers.

As a result of above the value of my and other properties in the close proximately will maost lkely be
negatively Impacted on by the extenslons.

If necessary and to pravide proof of this statement | can obtzln valuations from a suftably qualified
person In this regard that will show the “before™ and “after” values.

As indicated before | am sware of fact that views are nat an automatic right but as | also Indicated my
framt view from the famfly room will anly be affected If the municipality allows a departure from the 3 m
offset as per [ts regulations.

CONCLUSION

I believe that any reasonable persen In my position will object ta such departures from the regulations.

Please nete that | am not arguing that the applicant should not be entlitled to convert his property. | am
however of the oplnlon that there is sufficient space on his preperty to do these alteratlons in such a
way that it does not disflgure the area and that it won’t be necessary for the local authority to relax the
3 meter regulations with the resultant negative Impact on myself and othars as explained above,

| therefare expect the local authority to enforce its own regulations ta ensure that we are not negatively
impacted upon. If the departure from the regulations s allowed for some reason {s) | request to be
infermed of the full reasons for such a decision

| reserve my rights te take any further steps In this regard to protect the investment | made In my
property.

Kind Regards
) de Swardt
14 May 2018



Asanda Solomhela 78 9

From: Shihaam Schutter

Sant: 11 May 2018 0151 FM

To: 'dew@mweb co.za', Asanda Solombela
Cc: amandadestl

Subject: Erf 3235, Bellville Casa ID 70396599

Goad Day Sir/Madam,

Kindly note if you wish to submit an akjection please do so by closing date & forward it ta the respective email
address as oh the notice. Regarding request for extension of time you may take the matter further with the town
planner far this application Ms Asanda Solombela or contact her on 021 4003455, thank you.

Kind regards,

Shlhaam Schutter Isaacs
Senigr Technical Officer

TRANSPORT & URBAN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
Development Management

Narthern District,

Brightan Road.

Kraalfonteln.

T +2721444 1056

www.capetown.gov.za

http: f/planning.capetown.gov.za

‘! o r CAPE TOWN

Y
“The Chty of Cupa Tan's Tra negor
and l-ﬁ‘lv«:'l Davalopmant Autheovity

From: tdsw@mweb.co.za [mailto:dsw@mweb.co. za]

Sent: Friday, May 11, 2018 1:22 PM

To: Shihaam Schutter <Shihaam.Schutter@capetown.gov. za»

Ce: amandades61 <amandades61@amail.com>; Comments_Objectlons Northern
<Comments Qbiections.Northern@capetown.gov.za>

Subject: PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR DEPARTURES- EXTENSION OF CLOSING DATE

Dear Ms Isaacs,

| received a “proposed application for departures on erf 3235, Bellville" form dated 8 April 2018 in
my mail box yesterday 11 May 2018. (Application number 70396599).

The aim of the form is to inform me of an application for departures on ERF 3235 providing me
detail and giving me the apportunity to respond either by objecting or to comment or to make a
representation.

As | am the owner of tha adjacent property {erf 3236) this proposal will affect me directly and |
want to provide proper Input 1o the matter.



The problem that | have Is that the closing date for nlﬁie’c{inns,fcumments or
representations Is 14 May 2018 and as the notlce was only delivered in my mall box on 11
May 2018 (although dated & April 2018) | do not have enough time to address this Issue and
to respond properly and am therefore requesting you to extend the closing date for me
with a week {(Until 21 May 2018).

Wil you please infarm me via mail whether this is acceptable?
Kind regards

GJ de Swardt
5 Retzia Road
Hohsizen
Beliville

7530

B mail.dswi@mwely.co.za
cell: 0B23747720
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CAPE TOWN : 791 DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT

The Cite oF Care Tren's Fratapert
mmmm

NOTICE OF NO OBJECTIOMN tin terms of saction 84 of the Gity of Capa Tewn's Muriclpo) Flanning By-Law, 2015 {MPSLI

Hotatothe parson whose righta or fegHimate axpectations ara fikely 10-oe malarialy and sdvaraly stfactud

Eheuld you not ba preparad to 3fgn 1his notice of no obection, you may ranquest the spplicant ka Instract the City ta farmslly adventye the mattar, in
which cary you'll bo aborded a 30-day perlud W comment anefor olject thersto. Yaur confrmation of ne ¢bjection cennal ke wiject ta sny
tondilions. The completad farm should bio submittad be the focal district planning allice,

far the attenton of | TDA: Devalopment Mensgement Pleasa <all | k for further snouires,

Hicta to applicant
Sheuld tha person on which this aatice |+ 1arvad not bo propansd 1o ¥ign this potite of ro ubjgcion, you s achvipet to subumit tha spplication withaul
thedr agreoment £ vhat the City ean formally odvortisg tha mamer. dheinstivedly you may amend the propasal 2o that no epplicetion s regquired.

In the rasa ol ne oblectien by the ralevant party / propeny ownar, |1 additfon to sigring this larm, B In evitfeat that the relevant buildingflayout plan o
propoas] drawings are slio aignad snd dated. Whoro awnarship is reglst=red In move than ana rama (o, both spouseal, 21 parfies must tlgn tha
nohcsand the plans. Fartios sigring an behe!f ol a company ar trust mpst pravide greel of aulharity lo do so,

APPLCATICHN DETAILS ]
Deteils of whetw application is avaifabls lor Inspection |

Erf Faryea 7 farm np s —I Ablatmant aton | Badvilla

L3

Physical addrass EL

Applrent'agent o |} Contact to r

Qe il elifferan Fiom the applicant [k S

Application kypa Depactume D Consent use D Catension pHimo period

Conyant In Lorma of o relaxstion of & resiicive conditions where pravided forinhe Gtla deod condilions

Cithet (ptease ypycify)

 ——

Futposa of applicaiton { land use praposs| Dspulwe from ltem 22(d): To penmi the dweting extensian fo be settack 0.0m onc
ligyy of 300 Inprm Ihe commen Boundary,

Daportuig Trarm lern 220 To permil The dwsling sxlensdon to be selback 1.5m ond

lley of 3.5m hrom tha slreet boundory,

Departura fram itam 22{d): To pamll the gorage exiensdon 1o be selback 00m and

lligu of 3.0m from the comrmon boundary,

Farm ramplstlan chacked by {Official name)

RECLARATION BY AFFECTED PARTY(LES) / PROPERTY OWHNER{S)

NOTE: Fluase erayra thatwhe plan sa dpectied befow corresponds with o plan schamn 19 and yigaed By you, Dent g thin non.cadt the se¢tian lon sppboation detads
abanit i i prraperly compilared. 1 slgning on behol of & comprny finsr, pleais ottach writen peof of mifhetisoren toda sn, b cass ol el pensd by mane than
one perean [Le. Lol spoatenl dll ariss muttalgn,

e, ragistarad oumens) of the yndermentisnad premines, having been shown the follawing planfs) - =
drawn Gy IPE@ ) c:’r@_ . - f\@ S ) l in raspect of the sicramentiored

applicatian, and heving signad / novsignad and datad auch plantsd celaim whichever not applicable), confirm that Ve undsrstsnd that tha
praposal iaquiras the apphicetion as tak out above and canfitm thial IAva waiva ingfour rights ko ba further notifad in sceordance with saction B2 -
of Ihe City of Caps Town's Municlpal Mlanning By-Law, 2015,

Wwa are not edvercely affucted by tha propossl end therafore hava ny abection thoe,

=)

with raferanca / plan £ drawlng no I.E@ o "t 4 ; darerd LZ‘ ]ﬁ EE? j ‘Q !

[we wish tha applicatian ta ba fornMly sdvertisad by the City.

] LT

A 5 o BRI 2 OTAT

Full nama RMLD MA:Q.}EEI 1 Company name L ) - T

Et no '

it acd reas ' ' L F
L | Postal cada | . o I

Contagl no ofke ;.:'.":::. : . | Call I . .:"'. e o _i
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Date: & March 2048
Cur Red: Rekzia 3
Direct Tal:024 905 3445
Your ref:

To Whom it may concern

Dear SirlMadam

RE: THE PARIS TRUST CONSENT TO BUILDING AT 3 RETZIA STREET, HOHEIZEN
We hereby confirm that the Paris Trust, being the owner of the property situated at 1 Retzia
Street, Hohelzen, does not have any concerns or ragervations about the proposed building to
take place at 3 Retzia Street, Moheizen.

We trust that youl find the above in order.

Yours faithfully
THE PARIS TRU

ALD MAYER
TRUSTEE
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CAPR TOWN ' 793 DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
Four Ky of Coprn Foumy Bampant
el Ui Dbl Aptioo iy

NOT'CE OF NO OBJ ECTION tin rerma of section 84 of the Cliy of Cope Tewn's Munizipal Flanning By-Law, 2015 IMPBLR

Nole to the person whose sights orlaghimate expectnions are Tl to b maturlilly wnd acvertaly effectad
Should you netba prepared 1o $ign thid noiica of no cbjncion, you may ragquest the spplicant to lnatruct the City to farmally adverlse the matter, In
which-canm youll ba alforded a 30-day peried to comment andior object therelo. Your confirmation of no objestion tsnnel be subiject 1o any

conditigny, The complatad lare shoutil bo submitiad o the docal dhistriet planning offica,

tor the shention of | TOA: Developrrent Management | Plocse cal [ | for lurther enguirins.
HNole to applcant
Shoul the person on which thi notice s servadl not ke prepared to slgn this notice of ne objection, you aro stvived to submit tha application without
thair aprosment ac that the City can formally sdvartias the mettor, Ahetnmivaly you may amend the proposs! sethet no applicaron is roquired,

Intha cate ol no objaction by the ralevant party / propery ownes, b sddidan 1o slgning dils farm, kis ohizal that tha relevant bulidingTwyaut phan or
Fropors) diawings sre sl signed and dated, Vihare ovwmatship is reglstered in more than ana nsme fia. both spouses], s partios must slgn the
neircgand the plans. farios signing on behalf of a company or irest munt provids praed ol autheriy t do sa,

APPLICATHON DETAILS
Detalle of whista applicalion |3 availabde for inapection

| PP
Physical atdyess i+

Applicanifagont

P [ — S P

Chwner, i dilfaront from 1ha spplican ! g

Cansonk Use ‘ Calenslan of timme periad
Consentin forens of of ralaxation ol a 1astretive condidons whare pravided for in the itk dead conditions

Cthar {plesse apecify]

Application type Copaniuco

Purpose of application /land uea propasl Baparture kom ltem 22id): To pammlt the dweling extension to e selback 2:0m ond
llaw of 3.6m o the cammen boundary, ©

Daparture g Iterm 22(d): To permil the dweking exterson fo be selback 1.5m and
lleu of 3.5m fram Iha shsst boundaony,

Cepartwe fiom item 22|d}: To penmlt the gonoge estsnsion 1o be satbock 0.0 and
lleu of 3.8 fvoam ha commen Roundary.

Form complation chacked by {Ticlal nama)

DECLARATION Y AFFECTED PARTY{IES)/ FROPERTY DWNER|S]

NOTE: Pleaya engurn that the glen no apecified below correbptndswih the plan ehown o wnd signed by you. tomt igethis not 29 1 the peclion for soplication doly iy
ahava 15 o property compheaad, il elgning on ehall of a comnnng Aruss, pleacs attneh wiétten proaf of authorsat an e do . 19 corg of premiies nwend by mnee than
and penton (e, o spousen), all parkles most s,

e, registarad gwnars} of the undgrmentioned Rremie, havlng besn shown the fellawing plsns) x: s v ! " " o e L ;
with refarnnre / plan / drawing no WJ ‘j}jma e P8 L | dated i' Z. “EE f j s 7. iﬁ} [Z KR I['7 : |
draven by [i' : G Wir,lbi{iﬁi' . EL‘i'I'ﬁf':-l‘* o \ i . j ks respact of the aforomantioned
Apgalientian, and having signed £nat vigned snd.dated such plants) delate whichaver notapplicable), canfirn that Ve undaraand thal tha

proposst requlres tho applicatinn =3 287 out shove and confinm that Lwe waive syfanr glits b Larthir notifiad [n accordance with sechion 82

al tha City of Cape Town's Municipal Flanning BydLsw, 2015,

Ii'wl wra nol adverasly sflectad by lhe propousl and

Ve winh the application o b Tormelly o

Owner's signature pote B[ ) @ [ Wy TEFRELE ]
Fult ramer Campany name ]. L ]
Ed no e ]
Toatal addrass . e ]

-] Poutalcodle |-;‘i"’;&¢ TR r
Contact n6 offic e [T ONEEETE S ]
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CAFL TOWN 7 94 DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
The £ 0 g foans gt

NOTICE OF NO QBJECTION iin terms of saction 84 of the City af Capa Tawn's Musnicipsd Flaaslng By-Law, 2075 {MPBLY

Notw o ihe persen whosa rights or lagiimats sspeciztions ar Hhely 1o be matarially and edvarcaly sfactod
Should you not ba prepared to 3ign this nolice of na objection, you may raquest the applicant ko instruct the City Lo formally acve ive the mattar, in
vwhich cane yowll be aforded a 30-day pariod to comment andfor object therate. Your confrmaton of na objaction cannol be cubjact 1o sny

conditions, The camplatad {orm should be submitted to the bocal distact planning ofica,
{ar the ghentlon of | TOA: Development Managamant | Ploase call 1 J for lurther enculricE.
MNola to spplicant

Should the parsar an whichthis notlce [ sorved not be propared to slgn this nealcs of ne objocticn, you arg adyized te submil (ha applicskion withgur
thelr agreement sa tht the City can formally adwrtive the mattar, Allernarively you rmay amend the proposal so thataa applicaion fs raaquirad.
Inthaxzase of no objeclion by tha telavant party / property oveer in addidlon Lo sigalag Wi form, s ciical tha the retavant bulldingTayout plan oF
proposal deawioge are slyo dgned sud dated. Yhere ovwnorship |8 registered In mora than one name {i.a. both spoveenl, sl partios must slgn tha
notiegand the plans. Parties slgnig an bahel el a company or iesel must provide praol of owtharity te do so.

APPLICATION DETAILS

Dotuils of where spplication i aveilalls [of inipecion ;«'

Er F arvga £ farm no | 113%

Phyaical address ‘.

Applisanifagont

Qwnor, if diffarane from rhe applicant f L L S STy ek RRIRR LM S L
Applicatich typre Dapanume D Consanl Lse I:I Cutenzion of fme peripd

Congankin tarms of or relexstion of & rastriclive condilicns whote providod for In the thile desd conditipns

Cther {plenys spectiy)

Purpors ol application £and use prapoast Cgparture fam lem 22id): To panmit the dwaling axtension 1o be elback 0.0m ond
New of 30m Irgm e Commen Boundary,

Depariune fromm lem 22ia): To pammill the dwaling axtension 1o be selbock 1.5m and

Ned of 3.5m Ircrn the stmet boundlary,

Departure from tem 220d): To permil Ine gorage exlenslon lo be sateack 00m and

lie o 3,0 fecem the Cormmgn boundary,

Form eomplation chegkad by (Oficial nama}

DECQLARATTON BY AFFECTED PARTYIES) f PROPERTY OWHMNER(E)

HOTE: Fleasa ehiure that tha plin ne gpodtitd balow corrprporde with the plan shown to and signed by you, Don't sige (his nor'ce B 1he sechan for application dotaik
abren b nat propuly complesed. 1 elgning on hehslf af & campary frgss, pleske onach wiriten proof of uthoranion o dode, 1ease of praseims auonad by mose tan
0y person (U Dolh spousesh Al prlles mukl Bgn.

Ifwem, raginterad ownes) of tha undermantionad pramm:, kaving baan shown the folowing plm{|]

with refarenca f plan # drawing ne

drawn by L&‘]

sppheation, and having afgnﬂd £ not slgnad and dated aush phni:}dullti vmuhwnr nnl app!lca'nh] cun[ln‘n that we wndarstand ilat the
praposal Mqulras the appdicWicn as nat out abova snd canbim that e watvs eofant ights to ba further notlfied in accordance with sacfion 82
of the City of Cape Town's Muaicipal Feanning By-Law, 2015,

b
Ve are not sddvacaely affected by tha propass and therefore ey no olijaction themie.
Vwo wish the application to he farmally advenizad by the Ciry,

Ownars Egnalure

o BTG T] f‘zq"_wm b

Full name Campany nomn |
Edno
fnstal acidross i ,ﬂ'\ &a“ﬂ]“-‘

.'::

R IFIS‘&:&’
1 Homa IO'M#‘?I%?“? Joon [N 2 "(

r

]
E‘rm?tad:fruu I ':; Q"Ta\% w I
-
|

Cantact ne afice 1 i




TDA

CAFE TOWN 7 O LDEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
B

NOTICE OF NO QBJECTION iin rerma of sacian 84 of the City of Capa Tawn's Munlzlpal Fanning By-Law, 2015 (MPELYD

Note to the parson whoze sights or legitinate enpectetians ars lkely 10 5w muterally and schversaly affactad
Should you notboe pregared to sign thi nolics of no objection, you may requast the sppiicant to inslruct the City be formally adver(les the mattar, in
which cern you'll e afiarded & 30-day period to comment andfor objsct thersto, Your conf rmation of no abjection cannat be sublect Ia ny

eendiliont. The complated farm should be subenitted o tha local distret plannkng ofico,

for the otteniion of | TDA: Development Management i Fleaze call | | {ar lurther enguirias,
Norta to apalicant
Should tha porean on which this notfee is served not be prepardd to 3ign this natice of no ohjockun, you are advised to submit (e rppfication without
thair agraomaent so that tho City can formelly acvartivs the maawr, Ahemstivly you may amend ihe proposel oo that no applleation |5 raguited,

In the casa o no abjeclion by the refevant party / property owner, in addillon to signing this fatm, i |2 edticel that tha relevant bullding/Tayout plan or

proposal drawing s are also Figned wed deted, Whero cwnorsiip i régistared in mara khan ane nemia (s both spouses), 8l particn munl tign tho
neticaand the plans, Pattias signing on behalf of a company ar st must proyide proc! of sutharity b do s,

APPLICATION DETAILS
Details of where agplication is pyalletde for inpection

Et fervan/ farm no |3255

Pryaical nddrews |‘

Applicanifagont

Owrr, il difacant lrom the applizan | AL e : R o
Application typs Croparara D Consant L D Cxlension <l time perigd

Congent In tarme of or rolasstion of s rewtrictlve condtl ons whora provided forln the kitle dead canditions

Cther [plenye apeciiy}

Purpas of application /lard uve proposal Pepaduwe fam llem 22(d]: o peymil Ina awellng sxienson to e satback 00 and
fay of 30y fram 1he common bawkiary,

Daporiueg lom llem 22[4); To permidl the dweling exlerion to be telbock 1.5m and
liaw of 3.5 from tha slresd boundary,

Capariura Irarm tlarn 22(4); To panmil the gaorogs extansion lo be safback 00m and
liakr of 3.0 from the commen baurcary,

Farm complation chacked by (OHciel nama)

DECLARATION 8Y AFFECTED PARTY{IES) PROPERTY DWHER{S|

HOTE: FMeaso ensuiz ihalthe plan na apechod bokov cormspornte with tha phan vhawm 1o and signed ayygu. Dgni oign thig neion 1t the wection fon apphestion detaily
abiown s ot ey complatar, Hrigning nn ekl ol A compaty friat, plaris attack weinea preof of sihodratioa lo dn 1, [y care o pemives owned Ly mare tn
218 putraon i 6, ot spoured), Al parles must Bgs,

—

L*viw, ragistered pwneds) of the undarmantlengd pramivay, having haan shewen the follawing planis} _ . 2 o

with reliorenco # plan # drawing ne . ' ' B Y ;2] daied "% i @ ;@ F _‘ : | ra
dravin by |_P POy 1’]!@‘9{5,1?1}1 J"_‘ R | in respect of the aforamentioned
#pplicatlon, end having signed / not sigaed and doted such plants) dabste whichever not applicables, confiem that liwe undersand 1hat the

profprosal requlres the applicetion an tet aut above and cordinn that lwa walve my/our riglhes 1o bn lerther rotified in secordance with saction 82
of the City of Cape Town's Munltipa! Flanning By-Low, 2015,
T,

{fvie dra not aduerialy afected by the propossl wnd therelors have no ohjeclion therato,
Fwa wish tho npplicatinn w ke formally advarisod by tha Cliy.
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CAPE TOWN i DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
btz e il : 796

NOTICE OF NO OBJECTIOM tin terms of savilon B4 ol tha Gity ot Gape fow's Munleipal Planning By-Lay, 2015 (MPAL)

Nota to the parson whoua rights o begitimae eapectationc ara fikely 10 by matedally snd adversely sffecied

Should you natbe prapared to sign this natice of no oblertion, you may request the applicant to instruet the Ciry to formelly adve ilue the maller, In
which caze you e eficrdad a 30-duy period to comment andfor object thareto. Your confrmelion of no.objection cannol be sibject 1o any
zondilans, The enmplstad form shauld be skmined to theloza! distrct nianning oifice,

for tha attenton of | TDA: Development Manggement Plensa call 1 | Tor lurther anouiries.

Mote to applicant
Should the prraon en which ik notler s sorvad not by preparad o slgn this nelice of no ohjectlon, you sro agvined to submit the application withaul
thelr ngrodrmont so that the City can formolly sdvertiso tho matiar. Ahermalively you may amend the propassl 1o that na spplization e raquired.

In vt aae of no objection by tha ralovant party / proparty ownks in oddition 1o signing this fonm, s citizal that tha ralyvant bulldingdayout plan or
proposal deawlinge ara aho signad and dated, Whero ovmership is reglstared in mavn than ons nema (i, both spauses), sl partles must 9gn the
natlepand tho phans. Parios slgming oon bohalf of 2 company or st must provide proof of autharlty ta do so.

APPLICATION DETAILS

Bratells of whare application s evailabde for innpection

Bl { avand formeo ! 3235 I Alatment area

Physlcal address ‘ .

Appliganiiagent ] .
Crwnar, if dilfarant from the applican 1 3 n

Application type Ceparure D Conant uso I:I Catenalen al time perod
Canserd [ndonns of ur elexetion of & reshildive condiione where provided for Inthe Gtls desd canditions o
Othar [plense specify)

Puspose of spplication / |land use progoss] Daporiuva fram item d2q): Te parmit the dwellng axtension io be satbock bdm and

Ifaw &I 3.0m from the common boundary.

Deporture fom (tem 22{d); To permit the dwellng axtansion 1o ba sathock 1,5m ond
faw ot 3.5m from the strest boundary,

Paparture from llem 22{d): To pedm The garGge sxlension fo be setback Qivn and
liesty  3.0m freamn thie common baundany,

Farm camplation chec kad by (OHicial rama)

DECLARATION &Y AFFECTED FARTY{IES)S PROPERTY OVYNER(S}

MOTE; [Mleane ensure Ihat tha alan no sposified Dekow cotretpands with thi plan shawn to Bnd sigre By you- Pent 3ign this notos i the vactpn for appication detah
abow s nit prpecly completed, signing on beha! of a compary Are, pheaesatisch wrotton praof of aathariaton o dosa, ks of premives owhsd by mone than
crw parsan e, boll tpsanes], @l padive mosisgn.

Vwe, reglitered ovnar{e) ol the undarmanlioned ramisas, heving beon shown the following plans) - ':'._1 N : ':

with mferonee £ plan £ deawdng ne {PE@ 1 e ] daverd [ E “] %;@ l k’ﬂ g a . 1_&: il!’ h |
- ._ . ':'EQ"P"! F -' ' C .:._- | ; . il r in respect af tha aferamevkioned

2pplicwtion, and having signed £ not slgned and dated such plenfal dalets whichever not spplicatile), confinm that we undsrstand ther the

propesal iequires the appdication s tat cut alxove and confirm Haar [es waiva iny/au fights to ba futhar nobfied in acenedanee with sacton §2

of the City of Cape Town's Municipa! Planning Gy-Law, 2015,

»"’4 -

i b ara oot adveiaaly alfecled by iha proposal and iarafors kave oo aljoction themile.

drawn by

[/} U wish tho applieation to ha formslly achanired by the Ciry.
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CAPE TOWN 79 7 DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
e Loy ot Cans Eouay rampont

NOT'CE OF NO OBJ ECT'ON Yin berms ot secilon B4 of the Ciy ol Sape Tawn's Munlcipal Planning By-Law, 2015 IMPBLY

‘Noty ta the parson whoas rights or laghimats sxpectetions ara likely to be matedally wnd wivarsely stlacied

Shauld you nol be prepared Lo sign thin nolice of na objeclion, you may rrquest the applics nk ta instruct the Cily Lo Formally advarlsa the marer,
which case you'lt be afforded a 30-day period lo comment endfor objact therate. Yiur canfirmation of ne objeclian cannot ba subjeci lo any
cangitians, The camplared Farm sheuld ha submited b tha local district glenning office,

{or the attentlon of| TDA: Dévelopment Management Please call | ’ fot turther enqulifas,

Nole to epalioent
Should tha parean on which this natice 5 ool not be prapared Lo sign thik notlce of e obyoction, you are advized to submit tho spplication without
thalr agracmant b that the ity can formably advarige the matter. Shomailvely you may amond tho propasal ao that ne application is required.

Inn the cosn ol no objection by L ralavant party F proparty cemer, i additlan ta signtng tislg foem, i 15 ertical thes tha relevent bulldiagAsyaus plen or
propoaal drwings are alco pigned and ditad, Whero swneribip is registerad nmane than are rame |ie. both epoutes), )l parties mus sign the
poticeand tha pinnn. Parlies signing an bohsll of & company or {rust must pravide proof of autharity to do sg.

AFPUCATION DETAILS -
Datall of whare appfication is availalde lar Inspection t‘_ﬁ

Ed f grvgn A daem ng I 323%

Physlenl addrein

Applicanuiagent P

Applicaticn type Craprairiure ] | Conssnt use D Tatonaion gl time perkpd

Cancorit in Larms of or ralexation of & repncdye canditlons whore provided for In the tile daed conditiont

Qther iphease specity} |

Putposa of application land e proposal Dephywg from llem 22]d): To permill lhe cwalfng exlension lo e ssthack 00m and
[iaw of 2,0m fram the Ccommon boundorny,

Ceporlue from Rem 22{d]: To pamil the dwaling sxdensian la ba watback |.5m and
T ofF 3.5 Trom the slreed Bourdony.

Depoeiute Ingm itam 28d): To pamilt the goroge extansion lo be selbock 00m and
Hau of 3.0m Irom Ihe common boundarny.

Cwnur, if different fvom the applican 1

Forrm camplation chacked by (DTl name)

CECLARATIOM BY AFFECTED PARTY(IES) / FROPERTY OWNERIS)

MOTE: Floaza erpure bt the plar ap apecified befow carrespands wih thg plan Fhown 10 end sigrid by pou, Don't sgn b net oa 1l the secnon far sppheation doleds
abrtava & nea prepwitly complaed, I1sigring on babal of 8 company frust, please stineh wirthin pros? of aushodtation i do an, incase of premises ewnec by mpe thap
ot person [ie both syegesd ol partley oo sign.

Lwe, cegliterec ownarlshod he undermentionad pramises, having haan shown the followlng alenia) | 1. i - Sy il .
PESTHL e -:8 & To ‘?LF@ 1]
drawn by Ipegj !Cj‘l’ﬁ} ; [ in ruspioct of the afaretnantionad

epplication, and having signed / not yigned nnd dmd xm:h nhn[n.l dahla whx:hmr ot applncabta:, ccnl‘um that lve underetand that Uhe
propesal requiceg the appllcstion a5 16t cut abave and candiim that Lo waive inydour rights fe bo furthoe notifad in acounfance with section 82
of tha Chy of Cape Yown's Munlcipet Planning Bpdaw, 3015,

Ifere are nod adhversely alfected by the propossh and tharelore ave no objactlon themia.
Lfwa wish 1ha application to ha i'nnhay;&vmludmﬂm City.

with refarance £ plan £ drawing no
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CAPE TOWN DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT
mmfw Noin's Tramppant ? 9 8

NOT":E OF NO OBJ EU'ON lin terms of sacion B4 of the City ol Capa Towa's Munteipel Plenning By-Law, 2015 (MPBLY}

Natd fo the patecn whose cighte or lgitmate sxpestations are kady 10 by materlully and advarsaly sfiacted
Should you nat be prepared to sign s notica ol no obiaciten, you may reguest the spplieant to instruct the Clry to foemally adverios tha metiar, In
which case you'll be aficrded a 30-tay padtod 1o vomment endiar objact theteto, Your confrmation of np ubijecticn cennol be tubjact to any

conditiond. The camplated form shold be submived to the bocal district of anning ofr.e,
for the avienton ol | TDA: Development Management Please call I ] for futhar onguirips.
Noveto agpHcant

Should the parser ea whichthlz notice bs servact not be prapared to sign this notice of no objection, you are adviscd 1o submit th application without
thel apreoenent eo that tha City can formally adverino the matter. Aomxiivoly you may amand the: prapossl so that nio apph cation by ragulrad,

Inthe case of no objacilon by tha ralevan party f propenty swne, in addidon 1o slgning s lorm, i g rileal that the relavant bubtdingfMayout plan o
prepors] drawingy wre wlso signad and datad. Where oemerchip ic reglstared In more than ana pamo e, both apouzes), ell parifas must sign the
nabooand the plans. Partlen sigring an behali of a company ar trust inust pravide prosl of sutharlty ta do so.

APPLICATION DETAILS
Dtally of where wpplicelion la svsilable lor Inspectlion

Erfd eryen d lorm no 3135

Physicel addiess

1
y

Applicarmitagen

Chwnar, if diffarant from the applicant |;

Applicatior: typa Cenerturn D Consant usa E’ Eutesraion of ime period %

Consentin Lorma of or relexalion ol 4 1osiiclive comditlens where provided forin the Utle dood conditivae

Cihet {pleosw specily}

Purpata of epplicatlan / land use propossl Departune from Item 22{d): Ta pammit the dweling exlentan Ig be ssiback 0.0m and
ligu of 3.0m Irgim the common boundany.

Departure from iterm 22id): To permil he dweling extension fo be setback T.5m and
New of 1.5m Irom the sfreal boundary,

Deparuore from lem 2d); Te permit Ihe garege axlension fo ba selback 0.0m and
ligy of 20miirom he cammon boundary,

Form eamalation checkad by {OMclal nama)

GECLARATION BY AFRECTED PARTYIIES) / PROPERTY OWNER{S)

HOTE Pleate ensure (hat the plam no apwciied below coraapondswith thy plin $hann 18 and Higredt Dy wou. Don't sigye thag rat ce 1 the section 16r appliostion detely
ahoa i penparky campleted. )| slgting en bahalf of a company fra, plasse stach wittun proo® of aithoriaaton o o se. Incee of pramiies s by mors tan
one gericn (1o, bath dpaeas), af parties musalgn.

Uwa, registaced awnarde) al the undermentionad premisey, having bean thown the following planfs)
with rofarance / plan 7 drawing no '-: fink (qu'l F'“‘J\.
Py ~ }@m{ﬂgi o i . : 1 In taspect ol the slorementinned
red and deted such plants) dalre whichever nol spphizatle), confinm that lfwe understand that tha
Foei e righirto-ba-fusharmedl

rdlion as aak our abwva i hreseardsnca with snethion 2.
pa-Fewal Municlpal Planning By-bar-aid B

o
Uiwee are net adversely afictod by the praposd and therefom have no ablection ermio.
Vwerwish the application to ba l'unnaflly achva

propessl requras tho a8

rtlagdd by tha Ciry.
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2 Retzla Road
Hohelzen
8 U U Ballville
7530
Date: 2018 -05 -21

ERF: 3235

CASE ID: 70396599
Dear SirfMadam,

Hope this letter finds yau well, Below please find my reason and motivation of building on my
property as per address abhove.

Reasoning:

I want to build the motor vehicle garage and family room/ Gym on top for the following reasans:

A. My assets, motor vehicles trailer and caravan, are standing in the unforgiving sun and
weather busy rusting and the paint fading. | want to cover these assets in a proper way
to log last the value of these assets.

B. With the stressful live | want to relax in the family room and with the gym also have
some exercise to live a healthy and fit life in the vicinity of my safe home llke my
nelghbour have already

C, Alsolwant to improve an my properties value as well as the surrounding neighbours.

| have contacted an estate agent to get their professional apinlan on the current value of the
property and with the buildings being bulld afterwards, Also ( received their oplnlon on the
surrounding neighbeur's property values. She sald that my property value will definitely improve as
well as the nelghbouring praperties.

They said no neighbouring property can decrease if my property increases. That's how it is.
[ am golng to build on the side of Nr 5’s property and not in front or back of his property.

Nr 5 was approached by us and on numerous occasions while having a chat, over the precast wall,
mentianed what my intensicns were to bulld the building. He had no objections than.

On handing him the bullding plans to be signed as proof of no objectlons he signed the building plans
and the ferm that was required by the council with no objections.

Nr 12 only had concerns about his property value when we approached him.

Nr 5 also safd tn his objections” views are nat an automatlec right”



Let's focuson Nr5's objections. 8 [_‘] '1

I had a huge massive “sering tree” in the corner where I'm going to build a face brick, beautiful
garage and family room/gym on top.

what | want to get to at Is that the huge tree gave Nr5 limited view to what he clalms, as can be
seen by the photo's attached,

i'm building on the side of his property and not in front or back and in his objection he said 'm gaing
to take away a portlon of his front ‘s view away??? No, this is not the case.

Nr 5 mention unsightly bullding will disfigure the area. That will nat be the case as he makes his own
assumptions how the building is going to lock and he said it' going to be an Industrial building. NO,
N, NO it's not an industrial building.

I'm not taking his sun or natural light away from his property that is clear.
Nr 12 objections:

As | mentioned there was a huge tree at the place I'm going to bulld and also nr 12 had limited view
with that tree. | recently removed the tree in preparation of the building now they fay claim on the

so called coastal view. With the vast amount of irees informant of nr 12's house you can only have

some view if you stand at the front door. From the inside of the house the view are limfted.

By reading the sections below please find the truth of the beautiful building I'm going te huild.
Definitely nat a commerclal or industrial building as Mr5 and Nr 12 like to discredit me.

Sectlan 1

Motivation

I, the owner of 3 Retzia followed the correct procedures faid out by the council in getting
the direct neighbour signatures and apgprovals to execute my propesed building plans as
submitted to the council.

QOut of the 8 neighbours enly 1 nelghbour nr 12 had some concerns as asked that the councl|
must advertise the activity.

Al ather 7 dldn’t have any objections what so ever,



Feedback on Nr5 Retzia’'s comments

802

Nr 5 Retzia did sign the bullding plans under no duress as well as the letter not objecting to my
building plans, why the sudden change of heart?

To me the signature s binding and | therefore expect the lacal authority to enforce those documents
as current and binding and the awner to be informed of the full reascns for such a binding contract
decision that he signed.

Oppose Polnt A: Unsightly bullding will disfigure the area

The concerns of humber 5 Retzia | acknowledge but......... cannot be accepted because....

The building to be erected, facing the street side Is not going to be on the border line as he states In
his objaction

According te council's advice on the first submission, rejected, of the plans | had to move the garage
hack 1.5m fram the boundary line bacause of the round bend af the road which could be dangerous
if cars come argund the comer and we could be standing in the road to enter the preperty.

This was adhered to. Plans were changed and that's where we stand

The 2™ plans was submitted with the garage, building, moved back 1.5 meters fram the boundary
line.

The bullding plans didn’t show windows an the street side, on the first plan as the artisan didn’t
include it initially, because of the on boundary line build .... That was before maving back 1.5m from
the boundary..... regulation states no windows on street side if on the border line |
encroachment)..... but there will be windows installed on the street side which will not give the so
called Industrial look without windows.

I'm an upstanding cltizen and must not be compared to be a person that will live in an Tndustrial
bullding.....

There will be windows on the street slde.

The bullding wil! merely be a beautiful doukle garage which everyone has with a living room and
gym on top of it. The same as Nr5 has, Am | not allowed to have one as well?

NOTE: No.5 was given the plans and explalned to what was going to be done and did at the time sign
the plans and had no abjectlon.

if Nr 5 was uncertain about the proposed building why did he slgn? Do you sign a contract and
object to it afterwards??777

Why the sudden change of heart.
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Pictures will also show that Nr5 didn't have a great view because of the huge tree | had in my yard
and the windows are an the side of his house.

We are talking about a sTde view NOT the FRONT view

Whean | submitted the building plans, 1 started to remove the tree in preparation, if the plans where
to be accepted. To verify this have a look at GOOGLE earth.

| den’t know where the industrial look is coming from but regulation alse state that you are not
allowed tc include windows on the neighbour side if on the barder line. {Again encroachment)

If need be Glass bricks can be included to give a more “housesy” look if | can say that. Which | will do

Then it will not have this so called industrial laok....... | can compramlse in doing that then the
industrial ook will be not an issue.

If Nr5 1s not aware of such dwelling be must drive around in the neighbourhood and Welgemoed and
will find a lot of these building type HOUSES. lust 2 houses from him is a similarcase,

Oppose point B: Impact on Family/Sunroom and TV Room
If | build within the building line or relaxed line the natural light will not be affected at all. There is

still huge gap between my wall and his living roam. Sun light and natural light will still be there.
Nr5 will have direct sun light in anyway.

With the view being argued an the tres that was there didn’t give Nr 5 limited view.
| cannot see any lowering of qua'lit!_.r of live that will be impacted on Nr5. They will still have thefr

frant view and sun light and natural light. My quality of llva though will be affected because | will not
have a double garage and a living room with gym as he has.

Oppose polnt C: Dwelling will negativaly affect value of ad]acent propertles,

There will be no negatlve impact and NrS will not lose the front view at all as stated. I'm building
on at the back of my property Nr3, and side of Nr5 ... s0 .. In between.

The view on the side of his building has limited to none to do with his property value, Anin any
essence cannot be used as a valid selling point of the house. If t had left the tree there and planted
mgre trees they wouldn’t have had any view at all.

Nr 5 also acknowledge, as the owner state in his objection” views are not an autematic right” so he
contradict himself.

If all the other neighbours approved how can Nt5 state that other propertfes value will be affected?

They know It Is not the case that’s why all approved.
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Value will not be degraded at all and will only uplIft the face of the neighbourhood with the
prestlglous house that will be turning visitor's heads,

Conclusion:

Strange that he would mention Nr12 as well In his objection. In my pictures submission | mentioned
that | noticed them meeting and surveyed the area frem Nrl12's property on the 13" May.

| reserve my rights to improve and make investments in my praperty not to anly imprave my
property but also the neighbourhood. 1 also want to sell my property one day for a profit as any.

| cannat see any valid reasan for this objection but purely seifish.

The fact still stands Nr 5 signed and approved inftially. | it hadn’t been for the delays of Nr12 the
bullding would've been built already.

| also see that Nr 5 is threatening the councll with further steps....... But in all fairness and Nr 5's
Initial approval | therefore expect the local autharity to enforce its own regulations to ensure that
the departure from the regulations is allowed and that | can continue with the plans as submitted.

sectlon 2

Motivation

|, the owner of 3Retzia followed the correct procedures laid out by the council in getting the
direct nelghbour signatures and approvals to execute my proposed building pfans as
submitted to the council.

Out of the 8 neighbours only 1 neighbour nr12 had some concerns as asked that the council
must advertise the activity.

All other 7 didn’t have any objections what so ever.

Note Nr 12 objectlons were left till the last day stretching the actlvities out. Objection Dated 14"
May letter send to them 6" April......

Never the less, We were aware of Nrl12's concerns as he was the only one objecting.

With this motivation | can proof that none of the statements made can be validated.
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Opposed point Nr1 & 2

Any huilding erected will face somehow a dining room or some kind of room.
11 want to build extensive and is approved it's got nothing to do with whoever. Right?

Again the werding commerclal comes up......Nr 12 and Nr5 had a meeting about this and the
ohjections seem to match ganging up against me

Again as motivated in Nr12th objection there will be windows In the wall facing the street which will
have a Housy look definitely not commersial or “industrial as NriZ put t”.

Mso the out of character look Is not the case. I'm not building a factory ar Industrial building. It's a
double garage with a living room/Gym on top..... Since when is a double garage with a double story
an out of character commercial building??7?

Point 2. Nr 12'th property have a vast amount of trees and vegetaticn in front of their house as can
be seen from the pictures on the 3™ section.

| learned today 2018-05-21 that they are clearing and cutting tree Infront of thelr praperty.... Huh |
wonder why?7??

Agaln with the huge tree | had and now removed Nr 12 had minimal view as what they stated.

The view ta the so called coast line will only be half way obstructed but the rest of view will still be
the same that will be down the road. Mote from my pictures in the 3" section. The pictures attach
fram Nr 12 Is not clear and does nat paint the real picture. The bullding they project in the picture is
not even the real type of building I'm going to build. The unfocused picture with a barn like effect
building does not project the correct Tmage to the council and cannot be accepted also Image 4 does
not project the correct image for the new building.

Images Totally out of proportion to look ugly to put nr 3 [n disadvantage positian
Please note clear pictures in my 3" gection with notes.
Note ; the plctures taken is at the front door not inside the house.

Now the view and value of property also comes up same as Nr 5 , Their value will not go down and
the council can go and have a look from a street point of view the house is hidden behind trees and
vegetation. Note pictures in 3™ section.

If council go and have a look they must note that | removed the huge tree from the corner whera the
parage will be. That tree also obstructed the view for nr 12 as can be seen from Pictures n 3™
section. No they want to lay claim on view?



Cancluslan: 8 0 6

Strange that Nr12 s ah]ecﬂuﬁ diluted frem Nr5’s ohjectians as well, In my pictures submission |
mentioned that | noticed Nr5 and Nr12 meeting and surveyed the area from Nri2's property on the
13™ May.

I'm not building on the borderline as percelved by both Nr 12 and Nr 5 facing the street, And views
are not an automatic right.

| reserve my rights to improve and make investments in my property not to only improve my
property but also the neighbourhood. | alse want to sell my property one day for a profit as any.

| cannot see any valid reason for this objection.

Pictures added is not a real reflection of the planned bullding that's going to be built, I'm not golng
to huild a shack!ll

n all fairness | therefore expect the local authority to enforce its own regulations thus allew that |
can continue with the plans as submitted. These neighbours are bsy cleaning up and clearlng their
properties to suddenly strengthen their objections. What is their motive?

| hope the councll see the bullying and ungrounded objections keen made,
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3' Saction Pictures

Motivation for approval of building plans

Aerial photo of 3 Retzia, applicant, and 12 Retzia oppose.

Image 1
In my property 3 Retzia | had a huge “Sering boom” , mark “X” in the picture.
Nr 12 has a lot of trees in front of their house with limited view and with the huge tree no view at all,

| ramoved the tree arpund the time my building application was first submitted, in preparation to
build.

if this tree was not removed yet they would still have limited view or none at all.

On the 161" May when enquiries were made by us to know If we can proceed it was mad known to us
that Nr 12 and tc our surprise Nr 5 ohjected because of their view....

This is very weird because the same day ,2018-05-16 at 13:00, suddenly, a tree felling company
stopped at Nr12. For whatever reason their visit was 1 can only speculate ....was it to remove the
trees in front of the house to validate the view objection issue???? | don't see that as a valid reason
1o prevent me to improve property value In the neighbourhood. Today 2018-05-21 Nrl2 is busy
cutting trees and clearing busseslll!!
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Below the street view at Nr12 Retzia front entrance,

The bullding I'm going to build will be at the back of this picture taken.

On Sunday the 13" May | notice no 12 Retzia’s owner walk to No 5 Retzla’s owner and they walked
together to no 12 house. From my house | could see a discussfon regarding my building.

Below no. 5 Retzia also didn’t have any view wlth the huge tree | had? No 5 at the back of tree. Nr 5
side view,
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Initially discussions between us and owner of No5 Retzla was done the plans were shown to him
and he signed on the plans with no objections what sc ever...why now change his mind after talking

to owner of No12 Retzia?

Below picture show that the building will merely replace the treg....just a more dense [building)

Excuse the drawing In red, I'm net an artist

Below Picture show from the road side, the building replaces the tree which from nri2 was the view
they had hefore | removed the tree. Just it will now be a beautiful building to improve property value

for both Ne12 and No 5 and myself at Mo3.

- Lzoagle|




From lower down upwards view towards Na12 and Nu§ I]ngce thea restrictive views in below
picture from Nr 12 side with the vast amount of bushes and trees

Below an aerial view. The 2 red circles indicating the trees and vegetation in front of nr 12 and the
huge tree in my yard on the slde of Nr 5 and the building will gnly be a benefit to the
neighbourhood’s value. It's only a small partlon at my back yard I'm going to build.

Please consider my appea! far approval for my building plans so that | can improve. The objectar
prepare now after stating they had a view ta get a view, really is that fair?

Thank you
Best Regards

S5 CGouws
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MEMORANDUM

Ta: Shincam Schultter { Asongda Notuthando
From: Naoder Samodien
Dale: 10 Apili 2008

CASE NO 703746599 : PROPOSED AFPLICAYION FOR DEPARTURES : ERF 3235, BELLVILLE

Application delalls:

Application for permanent departures in terms of Section 42{b) of the Municipal Planning
By-Law 2015, in order to deviate from the following regulations:

» Depcrture from item 22{d} : to permit the dwelling extension o be setback 0,0 In
liev of 3.0m from the common boundary.

« Deparure from tem 22{d} : to permit the dwelling extension to be setback 1.5m in
liey of 3.5m from the streef boundary.,

» Departure from iferm 22{d) : o permit the garoge extension to be setback 0,0m in
lleu of 3,0m from the comman boundary.

Commenfs on the applicalion;

1. In terms of the Systern Delegotions of the City Manoger, the Director: Asset
mManagement and Malntenance 1s responsible and delegated to comment on, and
approve sireet bullding line encroachments.

2. Please refer to the delegations of the Commissicner: TDA In terms of the Roads
Ordinance, No 19 of 1976 where all delegations "To exercise the powers, dufies and
funciions vested in the Municipality”, in terms of this act lies with the Director: Asset
Manogement and Maintenance and Area Manager.

3 Item 17 of the Roads Crdinonce, quoted below has reference:

17. Erection of sfructures on or near public roads,.—{1) Notwilhstanding the provisions
of any other low no person shall erect or install or cause or permit to be: erected or
installed on tand owned by him or under his management or control any structure
the whole or any porfion of whichfolls within—

{ a) the statutory width, or
{ b) five metres from the boundary of tha statutory widih

of any public road except with the permission of and in accordance with plans,
standards and specifications cpproved by the road authority and, In the case of a
roact authority which is o cauncil, of and by the Administrater.

Parew Givia Izlke beduntu Burgsreninim

GO Tallant & Voortrelkar Road, Pargw, 7500 GO Tallent & Voorirakher Read, Paraw, TSOD  H/V Talleni & Voortrekkar Weg, Parow, 7500
Frivalw Bap X4, Parow, 7490 Privale Bag ¥4, Faraw, T499 Privanionk M4, Parow, 1455
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Recommendations:
in view of the above this department has no comment to the application.

Application fo be circulated to Director: Asset Management and Maintenance for their
comments.

Regaryls

Nazler Samodien
Sentor Principal Officer
TIA and Developmant Conltrol



TDA: Asset Management and Maintenance g1

No objection, subject to the following condition:

1. That a werkspermit be applied for and obtained from this office pricr to any construction
work within the road

reserve. Mrs. Bonita Foster at (121-444 4945 can be contacted regarding the permif,
Regards

Willie Liebenberg



Reason for alternative: Provide Comments 018

Dear reader (16 April 2018)

The application with casé mumber 70396599 (Erf 3235) refers,

Herewith our recommendations for inclusion in the assessment of the above application.
The Catchmenlt and Stormwater Management Branch {this Office) supports the application.

Please note thut these comments are based on the information that has been received to date.
Should any new information be provided to this office, then this office reserves the right to
review the recommendations as deemed appropriate.

Kind Regards/Ngemibuliso/Vricndelike Groete

CAPE TOWN IS AT LEVEL 5 WATER RESTRICTIONS — WE MUST COMPLY
URGENTLY

Johann Terblanche

Head: Catchment Planning: Region 4 (Northern Disiricts)

Informal Seltlements, Water & Wasie Ditectorate
Water and Sanitation Department
Catchment and Stormwater Management

17th Floor,Tower Block,Civic Centre
12 Hertzog Boulevard,Cape Town
BO00

Tel: (121 400 3205

Cell: 084 812 4153

Johann. Terblanche@capetown.gov.za
WWw.capeiown.gov.za

Accounts queries: 0860 103 089
acconnts{@capetown,gov.za

Corporate Call Centre

Hotline: 0860 103 089 (watcr option)
SMS: 31373

Waterf@capctown.gov.za

Water restriction queries & exemptions
Water, Restriclions@capetown.gov.za

Borehole & well-point registration



