
  

 

 
 
 

 
P O Box 224, Greyton, 7233 

www.ward2forum.org  www.facebook.com/groups/ward2forum/ 
  
 

The Municipal Manager           
Theewaterskloof Municipality                7 October 2016 
6 Plein Street 
CALEDON                      Attention: Stan Wallace 
7230 
        
RE: FINAL COMMENT ON AND OBJECTIONS TO THE DRAFT HERITAGE SURVEY FOR GREYTON 
 
We refer to the advertisement as placed in the TWK Gazette dated 9 August 2016, subsequently extended 
to 7 October, soliciting comment on the Proposed Heritage Register with specific reference to the National 
Heritage Resources Act – 1999 (Act 25 of 1999).  
 
1.  SUMMARY 
 
The Heritage Survey is objected to on the grounds that it is incomplete, contains errors of detail and is 
misleading. It is only one stage in a long process, the detailed implications of which have not been properly 
explained or managed. The process may adversely and significantly affect property owners. 
 
For the project to go ahead it must demonstrate convincing support from the majority of the community – 
there is no evidence for this support. Government legislation is also required for the process of consulting 
the potentially affected property owners concerning the way in which the provisions necessary to protect 
the Heritage Resources of Greyton will affect them. This could be a long way off. 
 
However, the future of Greyton could be adversely affected if suitable Overlays are not incorporated into 
the Zoning, or if they are further and unnecessarily delayed by pursuing the far more expensive and 
onerous heritage protection system. It is proposed that the municipality commits itself to the review and 
completion of the draft Overlays scheme, which was submitted by Greyton in 2014.  
 
2.  SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS 

2.1  The public participation process  

This has failed to fully inform:  

• All the property owners and community of Greyton;  
• ‘Swallows’ and other non-resident house owners; 
• All businesses associated specifically with property; 
• The public, by refusing to respond to queries from them. 

On the basis of: 

• Criteria used to judge the gradings of the identified heritage resources, so that owners can agree or 
not with the Consultants’ assessment; 

• How property development rights may be affected; 
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• Failure to apply any terms of reference for the HOZAC Committee and GAAC, bearing in mind that 
both are official advisory committees for TWKM; 

2.2  Content of the survey 

The Heritage Report has been identified as being confusing which should therefore significantly detract 
from the validity of, and support for, the Heritage Survey:  

• The Greyton Commonage should be identified as a heritage resource, which must be defined in 
terms of its history and range of land uses, specifically including the provision that Herbert Vigne 
bequeathed it to the community for perpetual use for the benefit of the community with the 
restriction that it must never be alienated. The boundaries of the Commonage must be identified 
clearly; 

• There should be proposals for how the heritage protection provisions will compare to the current 
Aesthetic Guidelines;  

• The property owner should be informed as to whether he has a right to alter or veto his/her 
prospective heritage grading; 

• There are 11 properties graded 3A, 71 properties graded 3B and a nominal balance of 253 heritage 
resources graded 3C. However, 48 are listed with little or no data; there is no explanation for this; 

• The area of ‘Open Space’ shown in Figure 10 is incorrect and must be accurately delineated;  

• The statement that ‘All boundary definitions should be kept low using a variety of timber, wire 
fencing and vegetation’ (Figure 3) should be amended. Stone walls also used, and are a feature; 

• ‘Densification of existing agricultural plots is not preferred within the proposed HPOZ and should 
rather occur outside of the proposed HPOZ’ (Figure 10). This needs to be clarified; 

• The Survey was not sufficiently comprehensive in presenting and defining the importance of certain 
features, as they are the essence of Greyton and therefore will be the basis for the provisions in the 
Overlay Zones; 

• Updating of the Greyton Aesthetic guidelines is in progress and will be complete during July 2016’ 
(Report page 33). They still not available; 

• There do not appear to be any photos, sketches etc to describe the lei water system and the map of 
the layout (Figure 6 of the report) is incorrect in several places. This needs to be addressed; 

• The map titled ‘Greyton’s vacant erven’ (on the website but omitted from the report) shows the 
part of the village north of Kloof Street, all the erven numbered and the areas not built on are 
coloured green. It is not clear how the 3C grading of ‘vacant areas of land in the agricultural plots 
fed by the lei water system’ will protect these areas. This description is incomplete without these 
important features: 

o Long, narrow erven with their original boundaries still intact; 

o Erven are back to back, creating the extra open space; 

o All buildings are positioned near the road boundary; 

• There are a number of data entries with ‘Management Level’ (blank, 1, 2, or 3). The meaning of 
these must be defined; 

• There are significant areas of Greyton devoid of any protection against inappropriate development; 

• There is concern with the lack of accurate and reliable information from the Committees 
purporting to represent the interests of Greyton property owners and with the lack of transparency 
in their involvement with this project. 
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The public consultation process should include discussion and debate, not just on the Heritage Survey itself, 
but also on all aspects arising from the Survey, and leading to the finalisation of the Greyton Overlay 
Zone/Architectural Policy, (Mr Gxoyiya’s letter of 24 May 2016 to Ward2Forum refers). 

Trusting that you will find the above in order and we await your further response. 
 
Thanking you in anticipation. 
 
With regards 
 
 
 
 
 
Derek Searle Crabtree 
WARD 2 FORUM 
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