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MINUTES OF THE 23RD ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING (“AGM”) FOR PECANWOOD ESTATE HOMEOWNERS 
ASSOCIATION NPC (“PHOA”) HELD ON SATURDAY, 06 NOVEMBER 2021 AT 14H00 HOSTED AS A HYBRID 

MEETING, IN PERSON AND VIRTUALLY VIA LUMI GLOBAL  
 

Attended:  Mr. RM Kgosana - Pecanwood HOA Chairman (Erf 1209 & 893) 
Mrs. MM Myburgh - Pecanwood HOA Director (Erf 1230) 

   Mrs. L Andrew  - Pecanwood HOA Director (Erf 164) 
   Mr. AJ Welthagen - Co-Opted Pecanwood HOA Director (Erf 1229) 
   Mr. P de Haas  - Co-Opted Pecanwood HOA Director (Erf 1365) 
   Ms. M Barnard  - Co-Opted Pecanwood HOA Director (Erf 1394) 
   Mr. H Hendriks  -  Community Association Manager  
   Mr. M Botha  - Country Club General Manager 

 
64 members in attendance virtually plus 122 proxies 
 

Accountant:  Mrs. C Cruywagen  - Duja Accountants 
Audit Committee: Mrs. Z van der Westhuizen - Gildenhuys Malatji Attorneys 
   Mr. R Koen   - Nett Rand Auditors 
Minutes:   Mrs. O Ueckermann  - Company Secretary 
 
Mr. RM Kgosana, the Chairman of the Board of Directors for the Company presided at the meeting. 
 

 
1. WELCOMING 

The Chairman welcomed those present, either in person or virtually to the meeting. 
 
The Chairman proposed the house rules for the meeting, Mrs. E van der Westhuizen (Erf 1183 & 1193) 
seconded the proposal. 
 
The Chairman confirmed that the voting will be done online via the Lumi Global application (“app”). 
Members were encouraged to seek assistance if they were not able to log into the system. The 
Chairman confirmed that all the results of the votes would not be announced during the meeting as all 
the results would first be audited. The Chairman confirmed that two Directors were appointed to 
observe the process, with the Company’s Auditors, Nett Rand Auditors auditing the results, the PHOA’s 
legal representatives were also involved in the audit process to ensure that all the results would be 
free and fair. 
 
The results of the voting will be announced by the closed of business on Monday, 08 November 2021.  

 
2. APOLOGIES 

No apologies were noted for the meeting. 
 
3. QUORUM  

The Chairman stated that the Company’s Memorandum of Incorporation required 151 members to be 
present either in person or by proxy, to constitute a quorum.  
 
As this requirement had been met, the Chairman declared the meeting to be duly constituted. 

 
There were 186 members present either in person virtually or by proxy. 
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4. DECLARATION OF INTEREST 
No declaration of interest was noted. 

 
5. CHAIRMAN’S REPORT 

The Chairman provided a verbal report of the Chairman’s Report received electronically by members 
as part of the AGM notice meeting pack.  
 
The Chairman stated that he believed the report was taken and read and accepted by the members.  

 
6. PRESENTATIONS 

6.1 Finance Report 
Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) provided a verbal report of the Finance Report received electronically by 
members as part of the AGM notice meeting pack. Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) corrected the amount 
of the deficit on the reserve fund on her financial report received, confirming that the shortfall was 
not R1.7Million but rather R0.7Million. 

 
Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) stated that she believed the report was taken and read and accepted by 
the members. The PHOA’S auditors, Nett Rand Auditors gave the PHOA a clean audit for the 15-
month audited period. 
 
The final budget approved by the Board of Directors included R6Million for projects, noting that 
most of the projects are for the HOA with the largest project being the upgrade of the security 
egress and access control. A special levy will also not be implemented as the security project will 
now be phased in rather than completing the upgrade at once. 
 
A 5% levy increase had been approved by the Board of Directors and implemented as of the 01 
September 2021, below the levy amounts reflected include VAT: 
 

Single Stands Double Stands Triple Stands/ Bear Village  
R5 439.00 R6 525.00 R7 613. 00  

 
Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) explained the importance of approving the proposed 1% stabilisation levy 
to increase the PHOA’s reserve fund, Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) cautioned that if the 1% 
stabilisation levy was not approved that the levy increases moving forward would likely be above 
the inflation rate and would require special levies for unplanned urgent projects. 

 
6.2 COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION MANAGERS’ PRESENTATION 

Mr. H Hendriks presented a visual presentation to members and a verbal report of the HOA Annual 
Report received electronically by members as part of the AGM notice meeting pack.  
 
The HOA report included the major Capital Projects planned for the next financial year. The 
following portfolios projects would amount to the following: 
 

Security     R1, 910Million 
Technical     R2, 090Million 
Environmental     R   700 000 
Information and Technology Communication R   166 000 
Vehicles     R   470 000 
 

Mr. H Hendriks explained that there were 23 registered leisure rental properties on the Estate. A 
meeting was held with the owners and leisure rental agents. It was agreed that all homeowners 
and agents would ensure their guests follow the rules of the PHOA. 5 leisure rental properties were 
identified as being problematic and would be handled individually. 
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Residents need to apply for garden extensions, noting that 346 properties had illegal garden 
extensions. All residents wanting garden extensions, including the 346 properties that have illegal 
garden extensions need to apply to the PHOA for permission for their garden extensions. 

 
6.3 COUNTRY CLUB GENERAL MANAGER’S PRESENTATION 

Mr. M Botha presented a visual presentation to members and a verbal report of the Country Club 
Annual Report received electronically by members as part of the AGM notice meeting pack.  
 
Mr. M Botha thanked the Pecanwood Cares Fund managed and created by Pecanwood residents 
who assisted the food and beverage staff financially who were retrenched during COVID-19.  
 
Mr. M Botha thanked the Golf and Boat Club committees for their assistance during the past year. 
Mr. M Botha expressed his appreciation to residents who assist with the events on the Estate. 
 
Golf Membership grew from 2020 Versus 2021 by 481 members. Golf Rounds were noted as being 
26 985 between March 2020 – 28 February 2021, noting that it was successful as it was during the 
COVID-19 Lockdown. 
 
Mr. B Botha thanked Mr. Kevin Wylie, the Golf and Country Club’s Golf Director for his hard work 
and assistance with running the Golf Operations. 
 
Mr. Botha confirmed that no open Boat Ports are not allowed to be sold, it was explained that if a 
resident moves off the estate that the Boat Ports will be given back to the PHOA, as they cannot be 
sold with the property. 
 
Mr. Botha thanked the Directors for their assistance and guidance throughout the year, more 
specifically to the Chairman, Mr. Moses Kgosana as well as the Country Club Director, Mr. Tony 
Welthagen. 

 
7. PROPOSED RESOLUTIONS 

The Chairman reminded residents that the resolutions will be voted on the Lumi Global app, 
residents in good standing will receive the option to cast their vote for the proposed resolutions on 
the app.  
 
The Chairman opened the floor for questions for members who required clarity on the proposed 
resolutions before opening the votes. 

 
Mr. JH Kruger (Erf 1089) stated that the proposed ordinary resolution of the introduction of the 1% 
Stabilisation Fund could not be enforced, even if voted on. He explained that the PHOA’s current 
Memorandum of Incorporation (“MOI”) did not allow the creation of the Stabilisation Fund. The 
PHOA’s MOI would need to be amended, which calls for a special resolution by Members.  
 
Mr. H Hendriks answered, noting that legal advice had been received by the PHOA regarding the 
matter, confirming that the Board can establish the Stabilisation Levy without amending the MOI. 
 
Mr. A Warrener, the proxy holder for Erf 71, stated that the legal advice received for the PHOA, in 
his opinion was incorrect. Mr. Warrener, the proxy holder for Erf 71 explained that firstly, the AGM 
notice pack did not include the wording for the resolution proposed, neither was there any 
explanation to members on what they would be voting on. The information received in the AGM 
notice pack was only the principle of establishing the Stabilisation Levy. The Companys Act 71 of 
2008 requires that a proper resolution with proper prior notice must be given to members for 
consideration.  
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Mr. A Warrener the proxy holder for Erf 71 stated the second matter that was procedurally 
incorrect was that the PHOA’s MOI gives the mandate to the Directors to impose a levy that 
constitutes the anticipated expenses that the Company could incur for the next financial year. If the 
1% Stabilisation Levy is voted in, the Directors would be acting ultra vires in accordance with the 
PHOA’s MOI. 
 
Mr. A Warrener, the proxy holder for Erf 71 then stated that the PHOA would not be able to bind a 
third party (i.e., the new homeowner) who is not yet a member of the PHOA to the PHOA’s MOI. It 
was further noted that the PHOA would need to amend the Company’s MOI to state that once a 
new member is bound by the MOI, only then they are obligated to pay the 1% Stabilisation Levy. 
 
Mr. A Warrener, the proxy holder for Erf 71 cautioned the Board stating that the implementation 
of the 1% Stabilisation Levy that was circulated to members in the AGM notice pack was not 
compliant with the requirements of the law, the PHOA’s MOI, as well as the Companys Act 71 of 
2008. Mr. A Warrener, the proxy holder for Erf 71 declared that Erf 71 rejected and objected to the 
proposal of the 1% Stabilisation Levy. 
 
The Chairman answered that if the 1% Stabilisation Levy was not approved, that residents could 
expect special levies to be raised. It was noted that Mr. J Kruger (Erf 1089) had led an ad-hoc 
committee appointed by the Board of Directors to investigate the required amendments of the 
PHOA’s MOI. The MOI had not yet been amended, which was regrettable as it should have been 
amended by now. The Board, however, decided that the business of the Company should continue 
in the meantime. 
 
The Chairman gave an example, noting that the 2016/2017 incorporation of the special levy into 
the normal monthly operational levy had been questioned recently by some members. The 
Chairman stated that during the 2017 AGM, the matter had been clarified and that the Board of 
Directors were acting on the mandate given to them by the majority of the PHOA’s members to 
manage the Golf Club, the Golf Course, and the Boat Club. Communication had been released to all 
members informing them that a lease agreement had been signed with Country Heights Holdings 
Berhad (“CHHB”) to allow the PHOA to manage the facilities. 
 
The Chairman acknowledged that the MOI required amendment, this was echoed in a 
communication released by the Chairman days prior to the start of the AGM. The Chairman 
confirmed that the Board has been acting in the best interest of the estate and its members.  
 
Mr. R Andrew (Erf 164) stated that if certain sections of the MOI could simply be excluded, that it 
would set a dangerous precedent by enforcing only parts of the MOI, as the MOI is the governing 
document for the estate. 
 
Mr. R Andrew (Erf 164) continued by stating that he had in an AGM 2-year prior, noted that all the 
Directors kept stating to the Company's members was that the Company required more money. 
Mr. R Andrew (Erf 164) noted that he had then requested that the Directors instead of asking for 
more money from its members, reduce the expenses of the Company. Mr. R Andrew (Erf 164) 
requested that the Directors show members where they have reduced the expenses of the 
Company, and only thereafter request more money from its members. 
 
Mr. R Andrew (Erf 164) noted that during the AGM 2 years ago, several questions were put to the 
Board regarding the efficiencies, staff costs, and contracts which to date have still not been 
addressed by the Board to members. 
 
The Chairman took note of the statements made by Mr. R Andrew (Erf 164) stating that the 
statements were not to be resolved during the business of the current AGM. The Chairman stated 
that the matters could be discussed after the AGM had concluded. 
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Mr. C Peterson (Erf 1078) requested that the questions raised by members be in line with the 
AGM’s agenda, noting that there was a group of members within the meeting that were trying to 
derail the business of the AGM. Mr. C Peterson (Erf 1078) stated that the estate was in the best 
condition it has been in for years. 
 
Dr. TKS Letlape (Erf 260) proposed that voting on the 1% stabilisation levy be made in principle by 
the members at the meeting. Thereafter, the MOI could then be amended to validate what had 
been done in the past, as well as the intention of what the Board would like to implement in the 
future. The MOI cannot be placed aside, as it does govern the estate and its members. 
 
Mr. A Warrener, the proxy holder for Erf 71 stated that the AGM is the only opportunity members 
of a company have during the year to raise matters with the Board of Directors. It would be unfair 
to stifle members when they ask questions during the meeting. Furthermore, Mr. A Warrener, the 
proxy holder for Erf 71, stated that Erf 71 was of the opinion that the 1% Stabilisation Levy proposal 
was unlawful, and if the Directors chose to implement the resolution, if it was approved by the 
majority of the members, that Erf 71 rights were duly reserved. 
 
The Chairman confirmed that Mr. A Warrener, the proxy holder for Erf 71 points and views were 
noted and that it would be recorded as such. 
 
Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) stated that he was of the view that the reason for the introduction of 
the 1% Stabilisation Levy was due to the persistent deficit on the budget year after year. A request 
had previously been received by the Directors to separate the three business entities (the HOA, the 
Golf Club, and the Boat Club) as this would give a clear indication of which entities were causing the 
repeated deficit. Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) noted that although the request was made, the 
Directors were not in favour of it.  
 
Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) noted that in 2016 the special levy was introduced and approved by 
members with the understanding that the Board would implement a sustainable business model 
for the Golf Club and the Boat Club, which had, to date, not happened. Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) 
requested that the Directors urgently focus on creating a sustainable business model for the 
entities and addressing the issues, as members of the Company could no longer keep paying 
exorbitant levy increases and special levies. Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) confirmed his support to 
not approve any resolution that was not in line with the Company's MOI. 
 
Mr. KK Kambula (Erf 1164) stated that the matter has been discussed at length, and the Chairman 
had confirmed that the comments would be recorded. Mr. KK Kambula (Erf 1164) kindly requested 
that the meeting continues with the other matters at hand. 
 
The Chairman confirmed that members would vote on the principle of the 1% Stabilisation Levy 
and, if approved, it would not be implemented yet. The Chairman announced that the voting for 
the proposed resolutions would now be available and that the voting would only close when all 
votes had been captured. 
 
Mr. H Hendriks confirmed that members who had voted by Proxy need not vote on the Lumi Global 
app, as their proxies were being captured. If a member had handed in a proxy form but then 
decided to cast another vote on the Lumi Global app, the last vote received would be taken as the 
final vote for the member. 
 

8. QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
Mr. R Andrew (Erf 164) stated that in a recent communication released by the PHOA, explaining 
the reason why the HOA was Value-Added Tax (“VAT”) registered was believed to be because the 
HOA supplied potable water to Pecanwood College and Redstone Estate. Mr. R Andrew (Erf 164) 
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requested that the expense carried by the members reflect on the financial statements as well as 
the income received from selling the potable water to Pecanwood College and Redstone Estate. 
 
The Chairman stated that the Value-Added Tax Act 89 of 1991 stated that if services are provided 
or a business is conducted, and the turnover is more than R1Million, the law is expectant that the 
company is VAT registered. 
 
Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) answered that since April 2014, Homeowners Associations were allowed 
to voluntarily deregister for VAT, provided that the levies collected were only used for the 
furtherance of common goals. It was explained that upon deregistration an exit output levy would 
be payable by the HOA on all assets purchased regardless of when it was purchased and on all 
debtors. Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) stated that it would mean that Pecanwood Estate would need to 
pay roughly R3Million on the date of deregistering.  
 
Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) informed members that in the Annual Financial Statements there is an 
item named, “recovery revenue”, which amounted to R4.2Million, explaining that it was the 
amount recovered for the potable water. It was noted that the amount reflected was the total 
amount recovered, and it was not spilt between the homeowners and Pecanwood College. Clarity 
was also given that the PHOA does not supply potable water to Redstone Estate. 
 
Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) stated that the PHOA has a lease agreement with CHHB, which allows the 
PHOA to manage the Golf Club, the Boat Club, and Food and Beverage. The revenue received from 
the 3 entities puts the PHOA over the threshold that requires the PHOA to be VAT registered. 
 
The Accounts Department had calculated to see if it would be to the advantage for PHOA members 
to deregister, but it was determined that it would save the members a minimal amount and but not 
a total amount of 15%.  
 
Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) explained that if VAT is not charged, then the PHOA could not claim VAT 
on the expenses either. 
 
Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) confirmed that she calculated that if the HOA were to be spilt with the 
Country Club, members of the HOA would save R80 less on their levies per month. Ms. M Barnard 
(Erf 1394) also confirmed that if the entities were spilt, it would mean that each Company would 
need to be audited individually, as they were separate companies, there would be a definite 
increase in staff in the accounting department. It would also result in double license fees for 
software as there will be 2 Companies. 
 
Mr. P Langenhoven (Erf 2/1172) stated that if the PHOA were to deregister, the R3Million exit 
output levy would need to be raised by means of a special levy that members would need to first 
pay, and then thereafter members would save the nominal R80 on their levies.  
 
Mrs. N James (Erf 62) questioned what happened to the proposed youth centre and if it would be 
reconsidered by the Board. Mrs. N James (Erf 62) noted that when she served on the Board 
previously, there was an application that was purchased to assist with the architectural house 
audits. When there were non-compliance and the member failed to adhere to notices, the member 
would be taken to the Community Scheme Ombud Service (“CSOS”), it was questioned if this was 
still being done as there were currently a lot of non-compliant properties on the estate. 
 
Mr. H Hendriks answered that the youth centre would need to be revisited, as it would likely be 
required due to the changing demographics of the estate.  
 
Mr. H Hendriks confirmed that the house audit process had been simplified, noting that an 
inspection will be conducted on a property before a lease agreement is authorised by the PHOA, as 
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well as when a request for a transfer is received. It was explained that the Architectural 
Department only has one staff member, and there would need to be an increase of more staff if the 
house audits were to be conducted regularly. The PHOA had agreed with the Architects on the 
estate to report any non-compliance noted on other properties to assist the department. Mr. H 
Hendriks confirmed that the matter would be discussed at the upcoming Architectural Portfolio 
Meetings.   
 
Batya Ben-Avraham Family Trust 229 (Erf 229) questioned online: In terms of articles 6.1 and 6.2.2 
of the MOI the budget excludes the operations of the boat and golf and country clubs. The HOA 
budget has been merged with that of the boat and country club which are 2 separate legal entities. 
Where is this authorized in the MOI and with specific reference to the Company's Act 2008 which 
states specifically that a non-profit company is prohibited to amalgamate or merge with a profit 
company? 
 
Mr. H Hendriks responded on the operational expenses. The MOI was developed in the 
development period. The MOI excludes the CHHB property. The MOI does however allow the 
Directors the mandate to establish clubs, which the Golf and Boat Clubs are. The members also 
mandated the Board to enter into a lease agreement with CHHB to protect their property values by 
having the HOA manage the Golf Course and the Boat Club. All lease agreements have expected 
terms and conditions, such as the PHOA maintaining the Golf Course and the Boat Club. This 
inherently comes with expenses that the PHOA will incur. 
 
Mr. H Hendriks stated that one of the main reasons the company moved over from Pastel to Jonas 
was because it could ringfence the different entities. Mr. H Hendriks confirmed that the Board and 
Management track the cost expenses on each entity. 
 

Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) confirmed that the Golf and Boat Club did not merge, it was explained 
that the lease agreement allowed the PHOA as a registered Non-Profit Company(“NPC”) according 
to law, is allowed to have a profitable business. Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) noted that Jaxson 365 
that appears on the Annual Financial Statements as a dormant subsidiary of the PHOA was initially 
purchased because when the PHOA took over the Golf and Boat Club it was believed that an NPC 
couldn’t include a profit-making business, however, the auditors advised the PHOA that it is legal to 
have a profit- making business within an NPC. The auditor also advised the PHOA that if there were 
2 companies that the administrative costs would increase.  

 
Mr. JH Kruger (Erf 1089) stated that a special levy was raised in 2006 for a security upgrade. In 
2014 / 2015 there was a small levy paid by the homeowners to upgrade the CHHB facilities. The 
special levy approved in 2016 had specific conditions, including quarterly feedback to members on 
the cost expenses. Mr. JH Kruger (Erf 1089) confirmed that the Company had updated its Articles of 
Association to an MOI in 2011. The developer had existed at that time, confirming that the 
developer of the estate was Pecanwood Holdings. Maccon Construction and CHHB were partners. 
The developer sold their shares to CHHB in 2006/7. The provision placed in the MOI to exclude the 
Golf Course and the Boat Club was included to protect CHHB from the HOA. 

 
Mr. TM Mogomotsi (Erf 1040) stated that the reality was that the estate had an aging 
infrastructure. There were daily messages to members notifying them that there would be a closing 
of water to repair potable water leaks. The real problem on the estate needed to be fixed. It was 
stated that members needed to realise that there was no popularity contest, but that the focus 
needed to shift to the real problems on the estate. Mr. TM Mogomotsi (Erf 1040) stated that he 
was concerned that some board members and committee members were leaking confidential 
internal information which was against cybersecurity and the protection of personal information. 
The integrity of the officials appointed by members and the values to which they subscribe to in 
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relation to what Pecanwood is about would create far worse implications for the Estate than that 
which is being discussed at the meeting. 
 
Mr. P Langenhoven (Erf 2/1172) thanked all the Board Members for their sacrifice made for the 
best interest of the estate. Mr. P Langenhoven (Erf 2/1172) proposed that the board investigate 
what it would cost to fix all the infrastructure in one phase. Mr. P Langenhoven (Erf 2/1172) stated 
that he believed the board did not need to amend the MOI to have the infrastructure repaired for 
members. The Board could arrange a Special General Meeting to inform members why the money 
needed to be spent as it would improve the transparency of the Board, however, the Board did 
have the right to impose special levies. If the majority of members approved the expenditure, then 
the board would be mandated by the members to raise the special levy and spend the money to 
repair the infrastructure on the estate. It was stated, however, that the communication from the 
Board to its members could improve. 
 
The Chairman confirmed that a reserve fund study had already been revived, once the project was 
completed then feedback will be given to the members. The approved budget also included an 
amount that would be put into the reserve fund. 
 
Mr. M Mokoena (Erf 236) cautioned residents to not mobilise to try and cause disharmony within 
Pecanwood. Anything that is not for the greater good of Pecanwood should be discarded. 
 
Mr. J van der Westhuizen (Erf 231) questioned online: What is the way forward with the rules 
regarding off-road motorbikes inside the estate. They do not obey any of the rules even after mails 
are sent by the estate. 
 
Mr. H Hendriks answered noting that the Board had the prerogative to make and amend the 
Company's Code of Conduct. The PHOA had monitored the off-road motorbike users and had also 
sent out a communication cautioning the drivers to obey the rules, which they had failed to do. The 
next step would be that no off-road motorbikes would be allowed to drive on the Estate, but rather 
to be transported out of the Estate on a trailer only. 
 
Mr. J van der Westhuizen (Erf 231) questioned online: Golf cars being driven by underaged 
children. I personally was in a near collision twice by kids driving them in the past 3 months. 
 
Mr. H Hendriks answered that the parents allow their underage children to drive the golf carts, and 
they allow their domestic workers to drive the golf carts without a license. Mr. H Hendriks 
confirmed that at his previous estate he managed, they allowed domestic workers who could prove 
that they could drive a golf cart and adhere to the rules of the road, a permit that was renewed 
annually. Mr. H Hendriks noted that he was however open to suggestions from members on how to 
manage the problem. 
 
Dr. TKS Letlape (Erf 260) requested that all residents work together for the benefit of the estate. 
Dr. TKS Letlape (Erf 260) stated that every person who bought a property in Pecanwood Estate 
knew there was a golf course, knew there was a Boat Club, and bought into the lifestyle. All the 
amenities are intertwined and should not be separated. Members who have suggestions on cost 
savings for the Company should speak to the officers of the company to discuss their proposals in a 
positive approach. 
 
Mr. C. Parsons (Erf 1313) thanked the Directors for their hard work and requested that attention 
be given to amending the MOI as soon as possible.  
 
Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) stated that to allow for constructive participation, robust discussions 
should be allowed. The reason some members had raised issues with the Board is that they were 
part of the budget subcommittee, but there was a lack of transparency from the Director's side. Mr. 
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MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) continued by stating that a request was received by the Directors to give 
members a copy of the CHHB lease agreement. The response received was that members were 
considered to be third parties to the agreement. Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) stated that members 
should not be regarded as third parties as it affects the levies that each member pays. Furthermore, 
Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) stated that the Companys Act 71 of 2008 did not allow an NPC to be 
linked to a commercial company. The calculation made by Ms. M Barnard (Erf 1394) on the effect 
of the VAT to members should also be shared with the members. 
 
The Chairman confirmed that Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) had been afforded the opportunity to 
review the CHHB lease agreement, however, Mr. MDD Mlambo (Erf 161) refused to sign a non-
disclosure agreement with the PHOA. 

  
9. CLOSING 

 
Mr. H Hendriks stated that due to a load shedding currently experienced on the estate, the voting 
virtually would only be closed at 19h00 this evening, to allow members who have attended virtually to 
cast their votes. 
 
There being no further business, the Chairman thanked those present for their attendance and 
declared the meeting closed. 
 
The meeting closed at 16h29. 
 
 

 
 
____________________________     _________________________ 
CHAIRPERSON       DATE 

 
*** please note***  
 
The audited results of the proposed resolutions and election of directors were released to residents via 
email on Tuesday,  
09 November 2021, being:  
 
Resolution 6.1 – Ratification of the minutes of the AGM of the 12 September 2020 
  
It was declared as being duly and properly passed by a majority vote. 
  
Resolution 6.2 –The Annual Financial Statements for the year ending 31 May 2021 
  
It was declared as being duly and properly passed by a majority vote. 
   
Resolution 6.3 – Appointment of and remuneration payable to the auditors 
  
It was declared as being duly and properly passed by a majority vote. 
   
Resolution 6.4 – Election and re-election of Directors 
  
The majority of Members entitled to vote at this meeting have voted in favour of the appointment of the 
following nominees listed below in alphabetical order: 
  
                              Madelein Barnard 
                              Pieter de Haas 
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                              Mike Florens 
`                             Ken Millhouse                   
  
As Directors, I declare that they have been duly elected by members with a majority vote. I would like to 
welcome them to the Board and look forward to their valuable participation. I would also like to take this 
opportunity to thank Mr. Tony Welthagen for his contribution to the Board during his tenure as a director. 
  
Resolution 6.5 – The establishing of a 1% Stabilisation Levy Fund 
  
The requisite majority of Members entitled to vote at the meeting voted in favour of the principle of the 
Stabilisation Fund. 

 


