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Å The Tshwane Open Space Framework (TOSF) was 

conceptualised as a response to increased 

development pressure associated with rapid 

population growth, urban sprawl, increased poverty 

and dwindling financial resources  

Å The aim of the TOSF was to establish a thorough 

understanding of open space in the city and to 

develop a visionary roadmap towards the creation of 

a exceptional Open Space Network. 



ÅñLand predominantly free of building that provide 

ecological, socio-economic and place-making 

functions at all scales of the Metropolitan area.ò







Å Metropolitan Open Space Plan

Å Regional Open Space Plans

Å Local Open Space Plans 
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Å To create a structure and system that could form the 

basis for the drafting of LOSPs for other areas in the 

city.

Å This document thus had to provide a benchmark in 

terms of the character and functioning of similar 

plans.

RESPONSE TO CHALLENGE 1

ÅWithin the framework of blue, green, brown, red and 

grey spaces, various typologies were defined.



TYPOLOGIES



EXAMPLE: TYPOLOGIES



Å To provide a plan that would guide implementation 

by the public sector, whilst also managing 

development by the private sector.

Å A GIS system and a site-specific plan was not 

enough in assisting the Environmental Division in 

managing the development and maintenance of 

open spaces as part of the LOSP.

RESPONSE TO CHALLENGE 2

Å Management guidelines were defined to manage the 

character and development of open spaces, as well 

as the type and interface of development bordering 

the open space.



EXPLAINING THE GUIDELINES



EXAMPLE: GUIDELINES



Å To provide a framework guided by the TOSF with a 

strong visionary inclination, yet based in current 

Inner-City realities.

Å The Inner City is a highly built-up area with limited 

vacant land and already a shortage of open space 

for the 25 000 people living there. With the growth in 

residential population, the situation is worsened 

given the estimated potential of 82 000 people.

RESPONSE TO CHALLENGE 3

Å Incorporate all spaces (formally designed as POS as 

well as SLOAP (space left over after planning) as 

part of the system. 



EXAMPLE: ILLUSTRATION OPEN SPACE REQUIREMENTS



EXAMPLE: PARK ESTABLISHED ON SLOPE



RESPONSE TO CHALLENGE 4

Å A graphic approach was followed whereby graphic 

presentations, a graphic-intensive document and a 

poster-like plan assisted in conveying the detail in a 

user-friendly manner.

Å To provide a product that would be able to market 

the idea of an LOSP as much as it would guide 

implementation.

Å To ensure the success of the plan, it was important 

that all decision-makers, developers and citizens 

buy into the concept and implications of the LOSP.



EXAMPLE: GRAPHICS



EXAMPLE: GRAPHICS
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6 Local Open Space Plans6 Local Open Space Plans

Å Inner City LOSP Annemarie Loots

Å Mamelodi West LOSP Annemarie Loots

ÅZone of Choice ñWestò KH Landscape Architects

Å Atteridgeville LOSP KH Landscape Architects

Å Soshanguve LOSP KH Landscape Architects

Å Mamelodi East LOSP Metroplan



Å Establishment of a database of all open space 

elements

Å Confirmation of availability / lack of sufficient open 

space for population figures

Å Establishment of long term planning principles for 

acquiring and development open space elements

Å Coordinated planning between City Departments

Å Establishment of accessible GIS database with open 

space information



POPULATION FIGURES



CALCULATING OPEN SPACE



LONG TERM PLANNING PRINCIPLES



LONG TERM PLANNING PRINCIPLES



GIS ATTRIBUTES



GIS ATTRIBUTES



Å Stakeholder participation and engagement within 

approved structures and protocols

Å Expectations of role players and stakeholders

Å Concepts and philosophies difficult to convey

Å Long term planning vs. short term needs

Å Access to and liaison with provincial government 

institutions regarding properties located with the 

areas and maintenance and tree planting policies 

along provincial roads



Å Effects of township layouts leading to legibility and 

hierarchy of space

Å Reality of acquiring and implementing large regional 

parks vs. pocket parks (alienation & funding)

Å Schools and club-level sports facilities, not 

accessible to the general public

Å Incorporation of cultivated areas into public open 

space



BROWN NETWORK, MAMELODI WEST LOSP


