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Figure 28. RFF Factory (Boschendal Archive).

Figure 29. Anglo American Farming remaining sign (wolff Architects, 2018).
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6.0  movemeNt ANd ACCeSS

Critical to the principles of Restorative Redevelopment and the framework 
established by means of the notions described above, is access to and 
movement through the dwars River valley.

Boschendal can facilitate access to and through its boundaries, and public 
access can be reinstated. As a major land owner in the dwars River valley, 
a reinstating of access is a substantial gesture of restorative redevelopment. 

there are primary routes of access and movement, features that have 
historically physically linked the settlements. one of them is the old wapad. 
the potential exists for access to this pedestrian route to be reinstated and 
for it to act as focus of activities that serve to link the valley co-inhabitants 
through sharing experiences and common spaces.

the “ou wapad” or old wagon road, is said to be a road historically linking 
the neighbourhoods of Banhoek, Kylemore, Johannesdal, lanquedoc and 
Pniël, all the way up the road to Franschoek (Pastor-makhurane, 2005). the 
path was a part of a network of roads that were links to places of leisure, ritual 
and the many landscape features of the valley. the ou wapad is located 
east of the dwars River and joins the R45 and the R301 towards the north and 
beyond the southern parts of the farm. the path currently serves as a farm 
road and is used by tractors and leisure cyclists. 

In order to trace the origins of the path, we reviewed maps of the greater 
Paarl and Stellenbosch areas from the 19th century. we identified a route that 
fits the description in a 1902 survey map (Casgrain, 1902). It can be traced 
along the dwars River valley farmworker villages; including through the then 
newly established lanquedoc.  later in the 20th century, thembalethu and 
the york Farm dormitories, (single-sex hostels), were built along the route and 
became part of the village network (See Annexure d). this is considered to be 
of significant social value because the various villages were mostly racially 
homogenous, enclaved communities. For this reason, it could be said that the 
route promoted social cohesion. the privatisation of the farm’s landscape in 
recent years has restricted access to the route for its former users. 

wolff Architects’ research outcomes suggest that access and movement 
both socially and spatially, were the most recurring impediments to the social 
mobility of those living in farmworkers’ villages. 

As part of any intervention, this route has the potential to be a medium for 
future development of the farm. An approach to development that follows 
the principles of Restorative Redevelopment would include thoughtful and 
effective interventions. there is an opportunity to reintegrate the route into a 
larger movement system that would support shared, multicultural interventions 
for the valley as a whole. 

Any development could focus on a landscaping and collective heritage 
strategy to reinstate this historic road link to its former, wider use. Further 
social research should be undertaken. 

Figure 30. ou wapad (wolff Architects, 2018).
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6.1  the History and development of the ou wapad

wolff Architects have identified the old footpath/wagon track through the 
eastern portion of Boschendal as an important landscape element that 
provides an opportunity to create meaningful linkages between settlements 
that share the dwars River valley. 

the route, as it currently exists, is not a longstanding historical linkage, but 
rather appears to have arisen from a variety of routes that were established 
across the north eastern extent of Boschendal through time (titlestad, 2011). 

one of the earliest maps of the region (Figure 10) shows the road past 
Boschendal as passing to the east of the farmstead, on the western bank of 
the dwars River. It must be assumed that this alignment is either inaccurate, 
or was superseded by a more distant alignment, possibly as traffic increased 
across the region. other historical maps show that during the C18th, the main 
route through the valley was on the eastern side of the dwars River, following 
the contour line around the lower slopes of Groot drakenstein mountain and 
passing both Normandy and l’ormarins (Figure 32 to Figure 34). through 
time, several paths and roads emerged that serviced foot and road travel 
between farms, worker enclaves and settlements, supplementing this main 
transport route 

the main route along the contours traversed the area where lanquedoc was 
to be located, and when that settlement was built at the turn of the C20th, 
the traditional route were disrupted, with new routes established to service 
the new settlement (Figure 35 and Figure 36). 

the primary element of the new route to and through lanquedoc comprised a 
track that had developed along the eastern bank of the dwars River, leading 
from the Franschhoek road (later the R45). this road serviced the northeastern 
portion of Boschendal and, until the establishment of lanquedoc had not 
extended further south than the bridge across the dwars River south of 
Rhone (Figure 35). this alignment still exists, and is the most formalised of the 
various tracks that comprise the “ou wapad”. It traverses portions 1, 11 and 
12 of 1674, Boschendal, passing thembalethu and york Farm and providing 
access to the Piggery. the road is a wide dirt track in variable condition. It is 
used for agricultural vehicles and is fenced off at the north and south. once 
lanquedoc was established, the track was extended southwards to the new 
settlement where it became Hoofstraat. 

A second route into lanquedoc ran from the Rhone farmstead, crossing the 
dwars River at the bridge south of Rhone. this route then merged with the 
formalised route into the settlement (Figure 36 to Figure 38). 

At the time that this alignment is first depicted (1901), a further route appears 
on maps – a route along the river’s eastern bank, branching off just beyond 
the bridge, and avoiding lanquedoc. the route rejoins the older alignment 
beyond lanquedoc, also providing access to Bethlehem and terminating in 
Kylemore. the reasons for this alternative alignment are unclear, but it possibly 
provided an alternative to a heavily used vehicular route for pedestrians 
headed beyond lanquedoc. 

Further transport routes were established on either side of the river during the 
C19th. the western alignment, which serviced the historical settlements of 
Rhone, Boschendal and Papiermolen (Pniel) became formalised as the R310 
and various farm access roads in the C20th. 

6.2  the Social Significance of the ou wapad 

As can thus be seen, while the route has historic elements, and evolved from 
other historic routes and alignments, it cannot and should not be read as 
an historic feature, or a tangible resource. Its heritage significance, rather, 
is intangible and arises from its social and associational importance, and 
its physical presence in the landscape. the route served historically as a 
linkage between settlements and across landscapes. this link allowed for the 
creation and maintenance of social connections that were otherwise limited, 
facilitating a form of mobility amongst people whose lives were marked for 
their complete absence of social or economic mobility. As such, the route has 
high social, historical, symbolic and intangible significance that transcends 
its physical form. 

this social significance is illustrated in the accounts of the road, its purpose 
and importance, as recorded in the Pastor-makhurane’s 2005 report: An 
Analysis of the Social value of Heritage Resources in the dwars River valley. 
this report records the outcomes of surveys conducted with current and 
former residents of Pniel, Kylemore, lanquedoc and Simondium, focusing 
on “community perceptions and perspectives of the cultural landscape in 
the valley in so far as they may have an impact on the cultural heritage 
resources in the area and the legal obligation for the protection of these 
non-renewable resources” (Pastor-makhurane, 2005: 3).  



New Retreat HIA, York Farm 11/1674 Rennie Scurr Adendorff  February 2022 FINAL REPORT 83
29Baseline Study: Heritage Inputs into Boschendal Conceptual Framework  Rennie Scurr Adendorff Architects  November 2019

Pastor-makhurane describes the use of the footpath as a cultural practice 
that reflects the landscape as the labourers would have been familiar with 
it, and that this practice was a vital element contributing towards social 
cohesion linking the people across the valley. 

Access to routes such as this, served to maintain social connectedness, 
whether this access was explicitly permitted or not. Indeed, although this 
is not borne out in fact, community representatives believed there to be a 
servitude on the ouwapad allowing access and passage along it between 
farms. 

where new developments have entailed the portioning off of land behind 
fences and gates, this access and passage has been denied, and this, in turn 
has terminated historic social and cultural practices and thereby undermined 
social cohesion. 

Ideally, the route should be reinstated as a means of passage across and 
through the landscape, and as a tangible means of social redress. 

6.3  Grading of the wapad 

In terms of grading the wapad, the social and symbolic significance of the 
route holds far more weight than either its physical form or mapped alignment. 
Intangible significance, such as that held by the route cannot readily be 
mapped, and does not always require mapping. the two alighments are 
clearly visible in the landscape, and remain in use, although use of the 
northern section is limited to use by Boschendal for farming purposes. 

we have mapped both the formalised road, originating at the R45 and 
becoming lanquedoc Hoofstraat, and the footpath along the dwars River, 
and accorded these alignments a Grade IIIa grading, in recognition of the 
very high social significance of the historic movement and access afforded 
through the landscape by these routes. As such, this grading is not, and does 
not need to be, associated specifically with any physical delineation, but is 
tied, rather to the notions of movement and access.

Figure 31.  view north along wapad on 12/1674, Boschendal (RSA, 2019).

Figure 32.  view of gated wapad towards lanquedoc; view to south. Road at right of image leads 
to Rhone across dwars River Bridge (RSA, 2019)
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Figure 33.  Freehold land Grants of the South western Cape Colony 1657-1750. Prepared by leonard Guelke, Private Collection (titlestad, 2005-2007). 
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Figure 34.  military Survey of the districts of Hottentots Holland, Stellenbosch and Franshhoek dated 1808. Prepared by thibault (CA/m3/405) (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 35.  Surveyor General’s Compilation of the dwars River valley 1820 to 1880 (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 36.  divisional map of Paarl dated 1900. Prepared by Surveyor General (CA m2/907) (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 37.  Inch Series of Cape Paarl and Stellenbosch districts dated 1901. unknown mapping Section (KR CPA 1901) (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 38.  topographical Survey, Berg River Project dated 1996. Prepared by the department of water Affairs (Boschendal Collection) (titlestad, 2005-2007). 36 Baseline Study: Heritage Inputs into Boschendal Conceptual Framework  Rennie Scurr Adendorff Architects  November 2019

Figure 39.  1935 topographical map showing footpaths and routes across and along the dwars River and 
through lanquedoc (CSG, 2019).
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HM/CB/0815/32 
10 December 2020 

Marielle Penwarden 
Chand Environmental Consultants 
info@chand.co.za 
 
cc Mike Scurr 
mike@archrsa.com 
 
 
Dear Marielle Penwarden 
 
Proposed Development of a New Retreat on a Portion of Portion 11 of Farm 1674, 
Stellenbosch (Paarl Division) 
HWC Case number 20032005SB0331E 
DEA&DP Pre-Application Ref Number 16/3/3/6/7/1/B4/12/1086/20 
 
The Stellenbosch Interest Group supports the integrated recommendations as set out in 
Section 12 of the Heritage Impact Assessment dated 27 August 2020, prepared by Rennie 
Scurr Adendorff on behalf of Boschendal (Pty) Ltd for the Bertha Foundation. 
 

• It is recommended that the HIA be endorsed as fulfilling the terms of Section 38(3) 
of the National Heritage Resources Act (No. 25 of 1999).  

• The strategy of hybrid redevelopment nodes across the site should be employed, 
such that the reception/community centre is retained in largely unaltered form, and 
simply made fit for purpose. Other cottages can then be more freely adapted 
without sacrificing the integrity and authenticity of the original settlement.  

• Detailing should be low key to prevent misrepresentation of the significance of form 
and fabric.  

• HWC should endorse the designs presented in this HIA, namely: - SK 100 
(24/07/2020) - SK 102 (14/08/2020) - SK 103 (17/08/2020) - SK 104 (17/08/2020) - 
SK 105 (17/08/2020)  

• Landscaping should avoid orthogonal layouts and geometric planting patterns, and 
reflect the untended, less formal character of this part of the farm.  

• HWC should endorse the Landscape Concept Plan of August 2020 presented in 
this HIA (Figure 56), subject to detailed plans being provided for review and 
endorsement by HWC;  

• The development team/site foreman should be advised of the type of 
archaeological materials that could occur on site;  

• An appropriately experienced archaeologist should conduct a site visit, once during 
and again after any deep excavation activities on site, prior to backfilling or 
construction, to identify any evidence for in situ, subsurface LSA material;  

 2 

• Should any significant, in situ material be encountered on site, work in that area 
must stop immediately, and HWC should be notified so that they can advise of the 
appropriate way forward; this may include further inspection and mitigation by an 
archaeologist; and 

• Should any human burials, or potential burials be encountered, all work should 
cease in that area, and HWC should be notified immediately to determine the 
appropriate course of action 

 
Kind regards 
 
Patricia Botha (Chairperson) 

annexure i: Sig comment, 10 december 2020
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_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
New Retreat Ward Councilor Meeting: 01 February 2021  
BA 03005 

  
 
 
19 March 2021 
 

 
THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF A “NEW RETREAT” ON A PORTION OF PORTION 11 OF FARM 1674, PAARL 

CHAND REFERENCE NO: 03005 
DEA&DP Pre-Application Reference Number: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B4/12/1086/20 

 

FOCUS GROUP MEETING 

Minutes of Meeting_DRAFT FOR BOSCHENDAL 
 
DATE: 23 February 2021 
VENUE: New Retreat Site (York Farm Cottages, Boschendal) 
TIME: 18:00 – 19:30 
ARRANGED BY: Chand 
FACILITATOR: Ms. Sadia Chand 
 

1. Attendees 

 
2. Apologies (i.e., parties who accepted the invitation and did not attend/cancelled) 

• Michael Fraser - Dwarsriver Valley Community Trust 
• Eva Williams - Kylemore Community Development Forum  
• Charles Manuel – Lanquedoc Ward Councillor  
• To be connected through Mr. Manuel- Previous residents or their nearest living/available 

relatives of the existing cottages on the site 
 
 

3. Agenda 
• Welcome and Introduction  
• Project Team and Specialist Team 
• Site Location and Sensitivities 
• Proposed Development  

FULL NAME INITIAL ORGANISATION 
Janine Myburgh  JM Pniël Heritage and Cultural Trust 
Grechard Peter  GP Dwarsriver Valley Community Trust  
Malcom Johnson  MJ Ward Councillor – Pniel 
Merlin Rose  MR Pniel Community Development Forum  
Lilburne Cyster LC Pniel Community Development Forum 
Mark Petersen  MPe Pniel Community Development Forum 
David Morris  DM Pniel Community Development Forum 
Brandon Robyn BR Pniel Community Development Forum 
Ashley Williams  AW Pniel Community Development Forum 
Lerato Sitole  LS Bertha Foundation  
Harry Sitole  HS Bertha Foundation  
William George  WG Bertha Foundation 
Mike Scurr MS RSA Architects  
Katie Smuts KS RSA Architects 
Ankia Bormans AB Terra+ 
Sadia Chand  SC Chand Environmental Consultants 
Marielle Penwarden  MP Chand Environmental Consultants  

Suite 1.2A 
Richmond Centre 

174-206 Main Road 
Plumstead 

7800 
 

P.O Box 238 
Plumstead, 7801 

 
TEL: (021) 762-3050 

FAX: 086 665 7430 
E-MAIL: info@chand.co.za 
Website:      www.chand.co.za 
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• Basic Assessment Process  
• Discussion 
• Close 

 
 

4. Discussion 
 
Note that the discussion was guided by the presentation attached as Appendix A and note that an 
Afrikaans translated version of the presentation has now also been included post-meeting, as 
Appendix B.  

 
4.1 Welcome and Introduction 
a) SC welcomed attendees to the meeting and thanked everyone for making the time to attend. 
b) SC introduced the project team members in attendance. 
c) SC acknowledged that Chand is aware that there are other issues that the attendees may wish 

to raise with Boschendal or the Bertha Foundation which are unrelated to the proposed 
development and these would be noted, but that it should be noted that all attendees have 
availed themselves to discuss the project at hand (i.e. the proposed New Retreat) and the team 
would appreciate hearing the feedback on the proposal from the community representatives 
present so that it may be fed through the proposed development.   
 

4.2 Project Team and Specialist Team  
a) SC referred to the presentation (see Appendix A) and explained that there are many members 

in the project team (noting that not all are in attendance at the meeting) and the proposed 
development has been considered on many levels, by a multi-disciplinary team when devising 
the scope of the proposal.  

b) SC also noted that Boschendal is the Applicant for the proposed development because they 
are the landowner but clarified that the project is a Bertha Foundation project.  

c) SC then handed over to MP to continue with the presentation.   
d) Over and above the data provided in the presentation in this regard, MP explained that, in 

addition to the project team, there is a team of specialists who are renowned in their respective 
fields and who hold substantial expertise who have also assessed the site conditions and the 
impact that the proposed development would have on the environmental sensitivities related to 
their various disciplines.  MP added that it is important to know what the possible impacts on the 
environment would be. 
 

4.3 Site Location and Sensitivities  
a) Beyond the information provided in the presentation, MP noted the following regarding the site 

location and sensitivities: 
i) The various sensitivities depicted on slide 7 have been mapped and assessed by the 

relevant specialists in order to determine the baseline conditions on site and what the 
impact of the proposed development would be on those aspects.  

ii) There is no mapped agriculturally sensitive area because it has been found that the site 
does not hold any agricultural sensitivity.  

 
4.4 Proposed Development  
a) With reference to the presentation provided in Appendix A, MP noted the following regarding 

the proposed development: 
i) There is an existing Retreat on the Boschendal farm, and it would move to the proposed 

location, hence the name “New Retreat”.  The function of the New Retreat would be similar 
to that of the current one, which serves as a conferencing/gathering space for various 
human rights and environmental activists, as well as for use by local community groups. Post-
meeting note: The proposed development would have capacity to accommodate up to 34 
overnight guests/attendees.  

ii) The design approach has been to respond to the existing cottages and to keep any new 
elements/ extensions required as close to the existing cottages as possible. 

annexure J:  minutes of the Focus group meeting, Boschendal 23 February 2021
matters pertaining to heritage are highlighted in red



88 New Retreat HIA, York Farm 11/1674 Rennie Scurr Adendorff  February 2022 FINAL REPORT

3 
Focus Group Meeting: 23 February 2021 
New Retreat 

iii) The existing cottages would be subject to a combination of demolition and rebuild, 
refurbishment or partially keeping certain components (like a floor slab), depending on the 
present state and how structurally sound each cottage is. 

iv) Proposed landscaping would respond to the surroundings as well as to the story of the site 
through planting indigenous vegetation such as that found in the area, planting of 
kitchen/vegetable gardens behind the buildings and making use of the central space for a 
gathering space (as was done in the past).  Trees would also be planted to provide shade.  

v) Service lines for sewage and water would be installed, noting that these lines would also be 
kept as close to the existing building footprints as possible. 

vi) Sewage would gravitate to the lowest point of the site, to a pump-station (intended to be 
located in a disturbed area), which would then pump up to a small treatment tank on the 
eastern side of the road (ou wapad), opposite the site.  The sewage would be treated in the 
system and then collected by a honeysucker for removal from the site. 

vii) There are also rehabilitation works proposed for the stream to provide flood protection. This 
would include re-instatement of the existing berms on the site. Post-meeting note: Note that 
this would also include works to the road and culvert underneath the road at the north-east 
corner of the site.  

 
4.5 Basic Assessment Process  
a) When presenting the Basic Assessment process component of the presentation (refer to 

Appendix A), MP highlighted the following key points: 
i) This current process has to be done in terms of the heritage, environmental and water laws, 

and a specific process or series of steps has to be followed.  One of the important steps is 
public engagement (referred to as “public participation”), which is the reason for holding 
this Focus Group Meeting, because feedback from the local community is important.  

ii) A Draft version of the Basic Assessment Report (which also contained all the detailed 
specialist studies, including the Heritage Impact Assessment) has already been published for 
public comment, with notices and report copies having been left at the Pniel Museum, the 
Pniel Public Library and the Stellenbosch Public Library as well as notices throughout the 
community. There were also comment boxes at the Pniel Museum and Pniel Public Library for 
people to place their comments in, particularly where they cannot access internet or emails. 
However, extensive comment/feedback from the community was not received.  

iii) The application for Environmental Authorisation has not yet been submitted and this Focus 
Group Meeting is being held before the submission of the application form in order to 
engage the key community leaders before this is submitted.  

iv) There will be another iteration of the Basic Assessment Report (and specialist studies) 
published for the public to review and the same approach will be followed that was done 
for the first draft, with the addition of a site notice at the farm entrance and an advert in the 
Eikestad Nuus. All registered I&APs will receive a letter notifying them of the availability of the 
reports for their review and comment. Post-meeting note: There will also be an advert in the 
Cape Times.   

v) There would be set timeframes allowed for comment and so all registered I&APs (noting that 
attendees were encouraged to complete their details in the attendance register so that 
they can receive further communication about this proposed development and associated 
Basic Assessment process) are encouraged to comment on the reports within the time 
period provided.  

 
4.6 Discussion  
a) Following the delivery of the presentation by MP, SC opened the floor for discussion.  The 

questions and answers are captured in Table 1 below. 
 

Table 1 Questions and Answers delivered during the Discussion 
No. Question/Comment Response 
1.  JM: Is this a UNESCO heritage site? KS: The site is located within the Cape 

Winelands Cultural Landscape (CWCL) and 
the CWCL is proposed for consideration as a 
World Heritage Site (WHS), but the South 
African Heritage Resources Agency (SAHRA) 
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has graded it as a Grade I heritage site, and 
this is the highest level of heritage 
significance that can be applied in this 
country. However, it is not currently a World 
Heritage Site in terms of UNESCO.  In general, 
it would not be a good idea to develop is a 
way that would detract from that grading 
and the context. The site and proposed 
development has been assessed from a 
heritage perspective with that grading (and 
proposal as a WHS) in mind, therefore the 
recommendations contained in the Heritage 
Impact Assessment are aligned with the 
principles associated with the grading.  
SC: Therefore, the CWCL is not yet 
recognised as a WHS, but the Heritage 
Impact Assessment recommendations align 
as if it were. 
KS: Furthermore, it should be noted that the 
Stellenbosch Municipality has also graded 
the area and it is recognised as a particularly 
special place. Post-meeting note: To provide 
further clarity on this comment, note that the 
entire municipal area of Stellenbosch has 
been graded at the level of landscape units, 
and so different landscape elements/areas 
within Boschendal carry different gradings.  

2.  JM: Will the specialists in the team take all the 
heritage grading requirements into account? 

KS: Yes, indeed this has already taken place 
because the heritage specialists have given 
input into the design, which has considered 
three levels, namely the buildings (although 
not sensitive as structures, they tell an 
important story), the site scale as well as the 
farm scale. All of these aspects have been 
integrated into the Heritage Impact 
Assessment Report and the impact of the 
proposed development has been assessed 
against all heritage sensitivities. The design 
has been found to conform to our 
understanding of the heritage sensitivities at 
all three levels mentioned previously. 
Therefore, the proposed design meets the 
applicable heritage criteria and has been 
based on our (post-meeting note: this is 
referring to the heritage practitioners) 
advice.  
In terms of process, the Heritage Impact 
Assessment Report is published as part of the 
environmental process/ Basic Assessment 
Report and all the reports go to the 
Department of Environmental Affairs and 
Development Planning (DEA&DP) for 
decision-making toward the end of the 
process.  So, they also make the decision 
which considers the very high heritage 
sensitivity of the area.  

3.  GP: There may be a World Heritage Site on 
the other side of the valley.  

This is noted. 
KS added: Our office has been involved in 
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other projects on the farm and Boschendal is 
relooking at how to approach heritage on 
the farm in terms of identifying what it 
important and how to address it in future 
development and conservation 
management and maintenance. There are 
many more important features beyond those 
which are typically recognised (such as 
Cape Dutch houses, the farm Werf, and 
Rhone Cottages) and these include the 
workers that have been involved in the life of 
the farm, there are other stories which have 
informed the history of Boschendal and these 
buildings on the site of the proposed 
development are part of a bigger story. 
SC:  To summarise, the Heritage Impact 
Assessment has gone beyond the usual 
assessment methodology and considerations 
applied because of this broader approach 
at considering heritage. 

4.  DM: I am concerned about issues relating to 
the environment. How do we manage the 
environment and how do we make sure that 
what we are promised is how the project is 
developed and managed? 

MP: The specialist studies assess the impacts 
of the proposed development and they give 
a list of things that the developer has to do to 
combat negative impacts (post-meeting 
note: these are referred to as “mitigation 
measures”). These requirements are all 
compiled together into an Environmental 
Management Programme (EMPr) and the 
EMPr also has a layer of auditing and 
reporting built into it whereby the developer 
must employ an Environmental Control 
Officer (ECO) to conduct regular audits 
against the requirements of the EMPr and 
write audit reports that go to the various 
authorities. The EMPr is also made publicly 
available through the Basic Assessment 
process so that anyone can know what the 
requirements are.  
SC: Furthermore, there is a legal mechanism 
to make sure that the project is developed 
and managed appropriately and that would 
be through the Environmental Authorisation, 
if approval is given, because this comes with 
a list of conditions that have to be adhered 
to otherwise the Environmental Approval can 
be taken away.  

5.  GP: What is the meaning of sensitive?  There 
are many environmentally sensitive areas 
around the farm and the site, and we are 
being told about the sensitive areas such as 
streams, the wetlands, and the buffer zones. 
There would be disturbance to these areas as 
there would be lots of human footprints and 
fauna and flora would be disturbed.  

MP: The issue of what is sensitive and how this 
is addressed starts with conservation targets 
and high-level spatial planning data which is 
put together by independent collaborators 
at a provincial and national level. For the 
Western Cape we have what is called the 
Western Cape Biodiversity Spatial Plan 
(WCBSP) and this breaks down the various 
areas of conservation importance that the 
Western Cape (and South Africa) would 
need in order to meet the biodiversity targets 
for conservation.  These areas are ranked 
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with Protected Areas being the most sensitive 
and limited development can occur in those. 
Then there are Critical Biodiversity Areas 
(CBAs) which are key areas that need to be 
managed for conservation to meet 
biodiversity conservation targets. After that 
you get Ecological Support Areas, which are 
not as important as CBAs, but are needed to 
provide buffers between development and 
CBAs to protect CBAs from impacts of 
development that spill over the immediate 
boundaries of the development. Then there 
are Other Ecological Support Areas (OESA), 
which also provide a buffering role. Post-
meeting note: The WCBSP allows for various 
types of development within the different 
conservation areas which would be deemed 
appropriate for each and this is used as a 
guide to tell whether development under 
consideration in one of these areas would be 
acceptable.  
 
SC: There are also other sensitives in terms of 
what would be considered as sensitive or 
important by the local communities. The 
locals in the area have knowledge of an 
area and that is very important to know and 
feed into the Basic Assessment process.  

6.  GP: The whole community is upset with 
Boschendal. We are still waiting for them to 
fulfil promises that they have made.  Then we 
struggle because when we go to DEA&DP, 
they say that a necessary process was 
followed and then they do not want to 
appeal. How can the community trust 
Boschendal again? 

SC: There is no easy answer to this issue. Trust 
is something that is built between parties and 
it takes time. The journey has to be started 
somewhere and this is the start. LS and HS are 
working for the Bertha Foundation with the 
communities and they are here to show that 
they want to continue building on the 
relationships with the communities. Post-
meeting note: This is a Bertha Foundation 
project and so issues that relate to 
Boschendal in general are beyond the scope 
of this project and Basic Assessment process.  
 
SC: Also, as you mentioned in your comment, 
you also do not seem to trust the DEA&DP. 
 
SC: You could use your relationship with LS 
and HS as a Community Liaison mechanism. 
You could form an Environmental Monitoring 
Committee (EMC) which could meet every 
month or so, or at different intervals 
depending on what is happening. You could 
then even walk the site during one of those 
meetings to see how things are progressing. 
The intention would not be to tie anyone to 
something burdensome, you could decide 
how frequently you would want to meet.   
 
SC: An example of how this was successfully 
employed is at the Cape Town Film Studios 
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who formed a committee of officials and 
other stakeholders to learn, share and 
collaborate.  
 
LS: We are looking at building a community 
committee with representatives from the 
community to work together going forward.  
 
Post-meeting note provided by the Bertha 
Foundation: There appears to be a 
misunderstanding amongst the local 
communities regarding the various entities 
active in the area and on the Boschendal 
Estate. There are three separate entities, 
namely the Bertha Foundation, Boschendal, 
and the Community Advice Office (CAO). 
The Bertha Foundation is a philanthropic 
organization that provides funding to human 
rights and social justice organizations around 
the world. The CAO is one such grantee (of 
many others). The CAO is a community 
based organization that offers basic legal 
advice and information to residents of the 
Valley that are unable to afford it. The CAO 
also offers legal advice to community 
development organisations that represent 
the interests of poorer individuals and groups. 
A diagram has been provided which 
demonstrates these entities, refer to 
Appendix C.   
 

7.  GP: How can I trust that something illegal 
would not happen here? I know of illegal 
things that have happened before. For 
example, Boschendal has built illegal tracks in 
the mountain and they are being paid by 
people to use them. 

SC: The team has come here in good faith to 
engage the community on this project. This 
meeting is not a legal requirement of the 
process but is being held as the engagement 
with the local community is important. I hear 
that there is a trust issue and cannot offer 
future guarantees, but the team is here, and 
a mechanism has been set up to engage the 
communities.  

8.  LC: So, to clarify, the team is doing us a 
favour by being here, by doing a meeting 
that is not legally required? 

SC: That is not the motivation for the meeting, 
the intention is to start a relationship and 
obtain feedback on the proposed project.  

9.  LC: Please clarify the proposed management 
of sewage because there is a problem with 
the Pniel Wastewater Treatment Works at the 
moment.  

MP: The intention is to have gravity-fed lines 
to a pump station on site, which would then 
be pumped to a small treatment tank and 
the treated sewage would be removed by a 
honeysucker, so it would not connect to the 
municipal system. 
MP: There are long-term intentions to 
connect to the municipal Wastewater 
Treatment Works, but this can only occur 
when there is available capacity in the 
system, and the capacity has to be 
confirmed by the Municipality.  

10.  LC: Where will the water for the landscaping 
come from? 

AB: The plants that would be used would be 
indigenous and would be well adapted to 
the natural conditions in the area and so their 
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water demand is not going to be very large. 
However, there would be an establishment 
period when they are planted, and water 
would be needed to water them regularly 
during this time. 
AB: Water would not be used illegally, and 
the team is considering ways to make 
sensible use of water like capturing rainwater, 
using stormwater, and possibly using treated 
waste-water for irrigation. Post-meeting note: 
Note that it is not presently intended to use 
treated waste-water for irrigation because 
the site is near to a wetland and river.  
Furthermore, irrigation water can also be 
provided from the existing irrigation network 
on the farm.  

11.  GP: Would the New Retreat use water? Post-meeting note: The discussion moved 
past this question without provision of an 
adequate response, hence the inclusion of 
one in the minutes. The intention is to make 
use of potable water from the Stellenbosch 
Municipality. In-principal confirmation of 
capacity for this has been provided by the 
Stellenbosch Municipality. Details of the 
capacity requirements were included in the 
draft Basic Assessment Report that went out 
for public review and are duplicated herein 
for ease of reference. The total Average 
Annual Daily Demand (AADM) for the 
proposed development is estimated at 
13,400L/day.  

12.  DM: When organisations/people get licenses, 
they think that they can just do anything, but 
organisations with licenses still cannot abuse 
natural resources. The problem is that the 
community feels like they cannot say 
anything about abuse of natural resources 
when someone has a license, but they can.  

MP: This is noted, and it is important to note 
that licenses come with conditions of 
approval and so the holder of a license 
cannot do anything beyond what is allowed 
in the license.  

13.  LC: You mentioned we would have a right to 
see the site? 

SC: Not a right, this could be achieved 
through a mechanism arranged between 
the Bertha Foundation and the community, 
and such a mechanism is something that the 
Bertha Foundation would like to establish, 
and is, as per the response from LS, in 
process.  

14.  LC: The community have engaged with the 
Bertha Foundation before and it went okay 
for the first few years, but then things went 
sour, I do not know why. The Bertha 
Foundation should, however, look after 
communities and bring communities 
together, but at the moment it seems to us 
that the Bertha Foundation is dividing the 
community and they are even supporting 
people who are trying to steal our land.  
 
SC: Please clarify who you are referring to 
that you say are stealing your land? 

SC: It is understood that this is a barrier to the 
community trusting the Bertha Foundation.  
 
Post-meeting note, provided by the Bertha 
Foundation: Further to the response above, it 
is noted that the above barrier is a 
perception by certain community members 
or groups.  To clarify the context of the 
comment, note there is a difference 
between Bertha Foundation and the CAO. 
While the CAO is funded by the Bertha 
Foundation (as a grantee and in order for the 
COA to fulfill its mandate to support the 
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LC: The Bertha Foundation is supporting 
people in Lanquedoc who are putting up 
shacks on our community land and the 
Bertha Foundation is supporting them. 

community with legal matters related to 
human rights issues), it was not Bertha 
Foundation supporting this group of people, 
but rather the CAO. The Bertha Foundation 
supports the CAO through grant funding but 
do not make any strategic or managerial 
decisions.  Such decisions rest solely with the 
CAO.  
In terms of the specific comment made by 
LC, for information purposes (although not 
related to this project or Basic Assessment 
process), the CAO is currently supporting a 
group of people who were evicted from the 
trust land. These people are recipients of the 
trust and not “people trying to steal land”.  
The comment by LC is their perception of the 
issue and is not a full representation of what 
transpired among the community, trust 
members and CAO.  
 

15.  SC: What do you need as a community with 
regard to the issues around trust? 
 
SC: The issue of trust has come up a lot in this 
meeting and it is understood that the 
community feels like they have not had that 
trust and is an important issue. The question is 
now “how do we move forward?” and you 
want to hear about that.  

DM: We need to see integrity and 
transparency; we need people with integrity 
and transparency. For example, Boschendal 
has said “our pockets are deep” and they 
can get lawyers, but we do not want to fight, 
we want to work together.  
 
LC: The key word is “respect”. I do not think 
that the community gets respect from 
Boschendal.  
 
SC: Respect will work both ways and it is 
important to become aware of what each 
other’s needs are and what the legal 
requirements are. This is the beginning of 
establishing that trust relationship and should 
be used as an opportunity for collaboration 
and moving forward in this shared space.   

16.  JM: The community is largely a group of 
individuals as we do not have organisations 
representing us or one WhatsApp group for 
Pniel. We need to work on making a 
community group. 
JM: We used to use the church as a way to 
connect and communicated, but that has 
not been possible due to COVID-19.  
JM: It is important that we stay involved in the 
project throughout. The people of the want 
to be informed and must stay informed.  

SC: We would be delighted to add more 
Interested and Affected Parties (I&APs) to the 
database to keep that group informed of this 
process. 
SC: Note that whenever we start a new 
environmental process, we approach the 
Ward Councillors first and find out from them 
who the local community groups and leaders 
are for further engagement. We take on 
identification of I&APs and engagement with 
community representatives in a structured 
way. We are delighted to be here with you 
at this meeting.  

17.  LC: When the first meeting was held by the 
Bertha Foundation, we were not involved in it. 
Then I wrote an email to MP and that is how I 
got involved, which again shows that respect 
from the Bertha Foundation is an issue.  
 
 

Post-meeting note: This comment was not 
clarified in terms of a specific meeting held 
and who organised it, however LC was 
invited to the current Focus Group Meeting in 
response to his registration as an I&AP. No 
further comment can be provided as any 
previous meeting is not part of this Basic 
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LC: The Bertha Foundation has been 
instrumental in establishing all the forums in 
the Dwars River Valley and they have the 
addresses and information for all these 
forums, but I gave the information on the 
other forums to MP to invite them to this 
meeting.  

Assessment process. 
 
 
SC: You are making an assumption that the 
Bertha Foundation has all these details. 
 
LS: To correct the misconception, it is the 
Community Advice Office which is who you 
are referring to. They are a grantee of the 
Bertha Foundation, but we have not yet had 
the opportunity to sit down with them and go 
through their information and the Bertha 
Foundation does not have this information.  
Post-meeting note: Note further than the 
Bertha Foundation and the CAO, as 
mentioned previously in these minutes, are 
not the same organisation.  
SC: If there are additional parties who are 
interested in the proposed development, we 
are open to adding them to the I&AP 
database. You will still have an opportunity to 
co-operate.  

18.  LC: Next time there is opportunity for 
engagement, please tell us if it is advertised 
or on a forum group.  

SC: We engage with the leaders of the 
community, such as yourselves, and you are 
then empowered to share the information 
with your community group. That being said, 
individuals from the community can also 
send a comment or register in their personal 
capacity.  
 
KS: It is also worth noting that you can send a 
comment and we have to address them in 
the process and respond specifically to each 
item in the report before the report is finalised 
and submitted to the heritage authorities 
and DEA&DP. Post-meeting note: Anyone 
can submit a comment during the comment 
period.  
 
MP: Furthermore, as registered I&APs, you will 
receive a letter notifying you of when the 
next report will be available for review. There 
will also be comment boxes left for people to 
place their written comments if they cannot 
access internet or email.   

 
 
4.7 Close 
a) SC thanked all attendees for their honesty and acknowledged the importance of sharing even 

when it feels uncomfortable to do so. SC encouraged all parties present to move forward 
together and consider this meeting and initiation of a new relationship. 

b) SC also thanked all attendees for giving of their time and then closed the meeting at 19:30.  
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Our Ref: HM/ CAPE WINELANDS / STELLENBOSCH/ FARM 11/1674 
Case No.: 20032005SB0331E 
Enquiries: Stephanie-Anne Barnardt
E-mail: stephanie.barnardt@westerncape.gov.za
Tel: 021 483 5959 

Katie Smuts  
katie@archrsa.com 

HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT: PROPOSED RE-PURPOSE OF YORK FARM COTTAGES (BOSCHENDAL), R310, 
DWARS RIVER VALLEY, FARM 11_1674, STELLENBOSCH, SUBMITTED IN TERMS OF SECTION 38(1) OF THE 
NATIONAL HERITAGE RESOURCES ACT (ACT 25 OF 1999) 

CASE NUMBER:  20032005SB0331E 

The matter above has reference. 

This matter was discussed at the Impact Assessment Committee (IACom) meeting held on 21 July 2021.  
It was noted that the matter was tabled at Archaeology, Palaeontology and Meteorites Committee 
(APM) meeting held on the 16 July 2021 whereby the Committee supports the HIA and its findings as 
well as the recommendations on page 18 of the AIA prepared by Rennie Scurr Adendorff as follows; 

• The development team/site foreman should be advised of the type of materials that
could occur on site;

• An appropriately experienced archaeologist should conduct a site visit, once during
and again after any deep excavation activities on site, prior to backfilling or
construction, to identify any evidence for in situ,subsurface LSA material;

• Should any significant, in situ material be encountered on site, work in that area must
stop immediately, and HWC should be notified so that they can advise of the
appropriate way forward; this may include further inspection and mitigation by an
archaeologist;

Should any human burials, or potential burials be encountered, all work should cease in that area, and 
HWC should be notified immediately to determine the appropriate course of action. 

INTERIM COMMENT: 
The Committee provisionally supports the HIA and approach prepared by Rennie Scurr Adendorff and 
dated 22 June 2021 as well as APM comments on the AIA. HWC awaits submission of final HIA (inclusive 
of the public participation process) to comply with S38(3) of the NHRA. 

HWC reserves the right to request additional information as required.  
Should you have any further queries, please contact the official above and quote the case number. 

…………………………………… 
Michael Janse van Rensburg 
Chief Executive Officer: Heritage Western Cape 

INTERIM COMMENT  
In terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999) and the Western Cape 

Provincial Gazette 6061, Notice 298 of 2003 

annexure K:  interim comment issued by Hwc iAcom and APm in terms of S.38(8) of the NHRA; 19 August 2021
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Loyiso sidimba
loyiso.sidimba@inl.co.za

THe aNC yesterday assured residents 
of hung municipalities across the 
country that the party would form 
governments with their interests at 
heart, and would prioritise good gov-
ernance.

The party held its extended 
national executive committee (NeC) 
meeting yesterday in pretoria amid 
protests by staff who have not been 
paid since august.

”The coalition deals we are doing, 
we are making them in the interests 
of our people. 

“The aNC is entertaining coalition 
arrangements that will allow it to bring 
about stability in municipalities,” aNC 
national spokesperson pule mabe said 

outside the NeC meeting.
He assured aNC voters that 

the coalitions had been formed  
according to the prescripts of good 
governance.

according to mabe, aNC Treasur-
er-General paul mashatile and Deputy 
secretary-General Jessie Duarte were 
expected to issue a report on which 
parties the aNC had been able to agree 
with, and the kind of coalition arrange-
ments that were on the table in hung 
municipalities across the country.

“We have been doing quite well. 
parties have been making a lot of 
noise, but the aNC has been quite 
careful on what it communicates,” 
he said.

On the disputes over the nomina-
tion of councillor candidates that have 
been raging over the past few weeks, 

mabe said the aNC was committed 
to resolving the disputes and was not 
going to renege on its promises.

“Where there are matters that were 
not handled well, and upon adjudi-
cation it is proven that you landed 
yourself in a ward without being 
nominated properly according to the 
processes of the aNC, you will then 
be removed. 

“We will see a by-election in that 
specific ward,” he said.

Gauteng Human settlements, 
Urban planning and Co-operative 
Governance meC Lebogang maile said 
that 10 of the province’s 11 municipal-
ities were hung.

“What we, and the citizens of 
Gauteng, don’t want is a return to 
the chaos, disorder and in some 
cases almost total collapse of govern-

ance and stability that we witnessed  
after the 2016 local government elec-
tions. 

“We therefore trust that our incom-
ing councillors will at all times observe 
the Code of Conduct for Councillors,” 
he said.

maile promised that the provincial 
government would deploy senior man-
agers to all municipalities to observe 
and give support to municipal councils 
before this week’s deadline for coun-
cils to sit after the local government 
elections.

Over the weekend, opposition par-
ties wanting to oust the aNC in the 
country’s biggest cities and municipal-
ities expressed their disappointment 
with the Da after it refused to form a 
minority government in the City of 
Johannesburg.

actionsa, Freedom Front plus, 
african Christian Democratic party 
and the United Democratic movement 
accused the Da of refusing the request 
made by the multi-party group to sup-
port actionsa leader Herman mashaba 
in his bid to become the mayor of 
Joburg.

The Da announced that it would 
be fielding its Johannesburg mayoral 
candidate, Dr mpho phalatse, when 
the council votes for a mayor today.

Randall Williams will be the Da’s 
candidate for the capital city pretoria’s 
first citizen on Tuesday when council 
is scheduled to sit.

The Da said it was confident that 
in the City of Tshwane it would be able 
to put together an opposition coalition 
government that would have a clear 
majority of seats.

p o L i t i c s

ANC promises to prioritise good governance after coalition talks in hung councils

chevon booysen
chevon.booysen@inl.co.za

mURDeR accused and businessman mark Lif-
man will appeal a failed attempt to have his 
bail conditions eased in order for him “to start 
a new life” in Turkey.

This comes after the Western Cape High 
Court dismissed his urgent application to relax 
his bail conditions in order for him to take up 
an offer of employment in Bursa, Turkey which 
would require him to travel “extensively” to 
and from europe, south america, and africa.

Lifman faces nine criminal charges and is 
currently out on R100 000 bail.

The state had opposed Lifman’s applica-
tion.

The criminal trial against Lifman, which 
includes alleged underworld figure Jerome 
‘Donkie’ Booysen and andre Naude, is expected 
to get under way next year in relation to the 
alleged murder of Brian ‘steroid King’ Wain-
stein, who was killed at his Constantia home 
in august 2017 while asleep next to his child 
and partner.

The case has 15 accused and was transferred 
from the lower court earlier this year as the 
group, alleged to be affiliated to the 27’s gang, 
face a total of 38 charges relating to, among 
other counts, murder, contravention of the 
prevention of Organised Crime act (poca), 
corruption, conspiracy to commit murder and 
attempted murder.

Lifman yesterday said he was planning to 
lodge an appeal.

“i'm not a flight risk, i never will be a flight 
risk. 

”i never missed one date of court. 
“Therefore the only issue that was at stake 

with regards to this bail application was the fact 
that (sic) 'am i a flight risk?'. i will be standing 
my trial and i will be appealing the decision," 
said Lifman.

according to court documents, the com-
pany which offered Lifman the business 
opportunity,  Cisiy Textiles, had previous 
involvement with Lifman  before the Covid-19 
pandemic, as he “assisted them with sourcing 
fabrics, attending trade fairs and meeting with 
agents and manufacturers”.

all these functions apparently involved 
extensive overseas traveling which included 
a variety of countries including Turkey, israel, 
Russia, China, Hong Kong, the Usa, the United 
Kingdom, Greece, poland, Netherlands, Bel-
gium, Dubai and Georgia.

The bail judgment read: “However, this 
changed in the replying affidavit. Lifman is 
now satisfied to only travel to Dubai. This is 
again peculiar as the primary motivation for 
the application was initially to allow him to 
travel extensively and to develop business 
opportunities for Cisiy Textiles in various coun-
tries...What the Court (deduces) from all of this 
is that Lifman is rather intensely focused on 
being outside of the borders of south africa and 
in particularly Turkey and it is not pertinent for 
him to perform the functions he so strongly 
relied on to justify the freedom to travel while 
awaiting the finalisation of his trial.”

c o u r t

Mark Lifman to appeal ruling in bail conditions application

marsha dean
marsha.Dean@inl.co.za

DesCRiBeD as a brilliant chess player, 
16-year-old Tezihano mnyasta has a 
once-in-a-life-time opportunity to fly 
the country’s flag high in Kenya next 
month.

standing in his way is a lack of 
funding. 

To address this, his teacher and 
coach are providing raffles, fund-rais-
ers and tournaments among other 
financial support.

The Grade 9 elsies River High 
school pupil is not new to being 
crowned king on the chessboard as he 
represented south africa in the Com-
monwealth Games in india in 2019. 

Due to his impressive winnings 
he had earned himself a spot on the 
Western Cape Chess team.

He said his love for chess came 
when he was 11 years old,  when 
his grandmother used to accompany 
him to the local children’s recreational 
centre.

His growth in the game came when 
he joined the chess club at elsies River 
library in 2017, which paved the way 
for him to participate in tournaments 

and flourish in the game.
“i participated in tournaments and 

the coaches saw that i was a good 
player,” he said.

about his trip to Kenya, he said his 
game plan was to play at his best and 
be patient.

His focus is to get his rating higher 
so that he can reach the level of Grand 
master. “i was not as patient last time, 
i was nervous being in a different 
country against other players,” he said.

His coach anito petersen said when 
mnyasta goes to Kenya, he can only 
expect success. “He came to us as a 
small boy and we observed that he has 
a natural talent for chess. He excelled 

in all the tournaments and he grew 
from there.”

Due to the pandemic, mnyasta 
receives coaching online twice a week 
through Zoom meetings, Discord and 
Whatsapp for an hour or two.

petersen described mnyasta as “one 
of the strongest junior players in south 
africa”. mnyasta will be participat-
ing in the south african Junior Chess 
Championship (saJCC) in Johannes-
burg if he is provided with the neces-
sary funding to go.

“That is another cost but we are 
working diligently on that.”

His teacher Charlynn arendse-Nutt 
entered a few learners, one being Tezi-
hano, in the under-15 metro North 
District trials in February 2020.

He also qualified for the Western 
Cape school chess individual provin-
cial championship in Caledon in Octo-
ber, winning him silver.

“Tezihano is a decent boy, he’s well 
disciplined, has beautiful manners, 
and is a true gentleman,” she said.

anyone wishing to donate towards 
making his dream of representing 
south africa  in Kenya can contact 021 
932 5085 or email charlynnarendse80@
gmail.com

c h e s s

Funds could prove prodigy’s checkmate

Tezihano MnyasTa

The 4 star spade Boutique hotel located at the heart of Khayelitsha will be launched on December 5.

siphokazi vuso
siphokazi.vuso@inl.co.za

a FORmeR Cape Town international 
Convention Centre (CTiCC) employee 
living with a disability is headed to 
the Labour Court as she alleged she 
was discriminated against and unfairly 
dismissed.

makgosi Letimile, 37, who uses 
a wheelchair, was hired as part of a 
targeted recruitment of disabled people 
initiated by the CTiCC in 2019.

Her legal representative Tzvi Brivik, 
of malcolm Lyons and Brivik inc, said 
Letimile was told that her disability 
would be “accommodated”. However 
once employed, the CTiCC’s promise 
of a disability-friendly workplace alleg-
edly did not materialise.

“its recruitment promises remained 
unmet and its (CTiCC) conduct fell 
woefully short of its duty to provide 
reasonable accommodation to disabled 
employees,” Brivik said.

Brivik added that Letimile’s claims 
did not arise out of an isolated instance 
of discrimination, but were “based on 
a succession of incidents and expe-
riences that cumulatively establish a 
pattern of unfair discriminatory treat-
ment, victimisation, disregard and 
exclusion by the CTiCC”.

“This discrimination and lack of 
accommodation eventually extended 
to the retrenchment process followed 
by the CTiCC in early 2021 and 
resulted in ms Letimile’s automatic 
unfair dismissal in april 2021.”

Letimile has instituted Labour 
Court proceedings against the CTiCC 
in respect of:

• Discrimination she allegedly 
experienced while employed at the 
CTiCC on the prohibited grounds of 
her disability and/or the intersectional 
grounds of her disability, race and 
gender;

• Her alleged automatically unfair 

dismissal for operational reasons; and
• The alleged violation of her con-

stitutionally enshrined, fundamental 
human rights to dignity, bodily and 
psychological integrity, freedom of 
expression and freedom of association.

The CTiCC said it intended to 
oppose the matter.

“The CTiCC intends opposing this 
matter. pleadings are not yet closed, 
and our attorneys have not had an 
opportunity to file our response, due 
on a date mutually agreed upon by 
the parties. The issues will be decided 
in the Labour Court in due course,” 
they said.

Brivik said Letimile’s case was 
important for disabled people gener-
ally. “it should not be that consider-
ations of employment equity feature 
strongly during hiring processes but 
fall by the wayside during the course 
of a disabled person’s employment 
or when retrenchment processes are 
initiated. “hey should remain relevant 
throughout,” Brivik said.

L a b o u r

Disabled former 
worker hauls  
CTICC to court

MaKgosi LeTiMiLe

thabo makwakwa 
thabo.makwakwa@inl.co.za

paRLiameNT has ordered an 
investigation into the alleged 
serving of rotten food rations to 
south african soldiers deployed 
in mozambique, resulting in a 
diarrhoea outbreak, as well as delays 
in making allowance payments.

at a meeting on Thursday, 
the joint standing committee on 
defence also ordered the Office of 
the military Ombud to get its house 
in order and end “the starvation of 
soldiers”.

The Daily News had last week 
reported on complaints made by 
soldiers, who produced pictures of 
rotten food.

The military Ombud was 
reporting on its annual activities 
when mps raised the issue of suspect 
food being given to soldiers.

Committee chairperson Cyril 
Xaba said that the joint committee 
had written to minister of Defence 
and military Veterans Thandi 
modise, informing her to order 
the military Ombud to conduct an 
investigation into the matter.

Xaba said the committee was not 
satisfied with the response from the 
saNDF that a delivery truck carrying 
food rations in mozambique broke 
down resulting in food becoming 
rotten.

He felt the issue of the delivery 
truck was unacceptable because the 
saNDF had the air Force to provide 
air transport capability. Xaba said 
they had given the saNDF a week to 
respond on the matter.

The national secretary of the sa 
National Defence Union, advocate 
pikkie Greef, encouraged union 
members to report the challenges 
they faced to the union. He said the 
confidentiality of members’ input 
was guaranteed.

“if true, it is obviously 
unacceptable. saNDF members have 
the right to be fed healthily and 
hygienically. No military should 
place its own boots on the ground at 
risk, that is self-defeating.

“The Department of Defence 
should have convened a board of 
inquiry in terms of the Defence 
act to avail itself of the cause and 
accountability of the issue, and 
not wait for the defence portfolio 
committee to investigate,” Greef 
said.

a group of the special Forces, 
one of the military components of 
the southern african Development 
Community (saDC) mission in 
mozambique, said they hoped that 
the probe would not be manipulated 
to protect those responsible for the 
dire conditions they lived under.

“We hope they fix the conditions 
in the kitchen, which are still 
appalling. 

“They promised to also pay us in 
the account for the month of august 
to November 15, but we have not 
seen any payments or a document 
stating when this will be fulfilled,” 
said the soldiers.

The saNDF deployed forces in 
the neighbouring nation as part of 
the saDC regional stand-by force 
to help mozambique defeat its 
islamist insurgency in northern Cabo 
Delgado province.

Last Thursday, the saNDF had 
conceded that rations meant for a 
military component deployed in 
mozambique were rotten as a result 
of a mobile pantry storage facility 
used in the mission area breaking 
down from October 20 to 24.

“… Rations stored were out of a 
required refrigeration temperature 
for  four days. as such the designated 
health expert based at macomia, 
mozambique, declared these rations 
unfit for human consumption,” read 
an saNDF statement.

p a r L i a m e n t 

Investigation into 
rotten food allegedly 
given to troops
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NOTIFICATION OF THE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PROCESS (PPP) AND AVAILABILITY OF A POST-APPLICATION
DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT (BAR), INCLUDING THE DRAFT HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT
FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT AS PART OF THE BASIC ASSESSMENT PROCESS FOR THE PROPOSED

DEVELOPMENT OF A "NEW RETREAT" AND ASSOCIATED INFRASTRUCTURE AND MAINTENANCE
MANAGEMENT PLAN ON A PORTION OF PORTION 11 OF FARM 1674, PAARLNO:

ProposedDevelopment: ProposedNewRetreat at YorkCo�ages, for tourismaccommoda�on
Loca�on: Apor�onofPor�on11of Farm1674,Paarl (Boschendal)
DateofPlacement: 22November2021
DEA&DPApplica�onReferenceNumber: 16/3/3/1/B4/12/1068/21
DEA&DPPre-Applica�onReferenceNumber: 16/3/3/6/7/1/B4/12/1086/20
HeritageWesternCapeCaseNumber: 20032005SB0331E
DWSReferenceNumber: Wu17609
ChandReferenceNumber: 03005
..

No�ce is hereby given of a combined public par�cipa�on process in terms of the Na�onal Environmental Management Act, 1998 (Act No. 107 of 1998)
(NEMA) and the Na�onal Heritage Resources Act (Act No. 25 of 1999) (NHRA). The proposal entails the redevelopment of the York Farm co�ages on
Boschendal Estate for tourismaccommoda�on,namely for a "NewRetreat" for theBerthaFounda�on.
..

Applica�on for EnvironmentalAuthorisa�on (obtainable throughaBasicAssessmentprocess) hasbeenmade for the followingListedAc�vi�es:
-����i��Number12of Lis���No��e1 (GN No. R. 327)
- ����i��Number19of Lis���No��e1 (GN No. R. 327)
-����i��Number48of Lis���No��e1 (GN No. R. 327)
-����i��Number6of Lis���No��e3 (GN No. R. 324)
-����i��Number12 (i)(i) of Lis���No��e3 (GN No. R. 324)
-����i��Number14of Lis���No��e3 (GN No. R. 324)
-����i��Number23of Lis���No��e3 (GN No. R. 324)

..
Theproposeddevelopment furthermore triggers Sec�on38 (1) (c) of theNHRA (ActNo. 25of 1999). In termsof theNa�onalWaterAct (ActNo. 36of 1998),
the Department of Water & Sanita�on (DWS) has confirmed that the Sec�on 21 (c) and (i) water-uses triggered by the development can be Generally
Authorised.
..

Chand Environmental Consultants has been appointed by the applicant, Boschendal (Pty) Ltd, as the independent Environmental Assessment Prac��oner
(EAP) toundertake theBasicAssessmentprocess. This no�ce therefore serves to:

-No�fy youof theproposeddevelopment;
- Invite you to register as an InterestedandAffectedParty (I&AP); and
-Advise you that apost-applica�onDra�BasicAssessmentReport (BAR), including theDra�Heritage ImpactAssessmentReport, is available
for a statutory 30-day public review period from 23 November 2021 to 13 January 2022. Details of the availability of the Dra� BAR are
tabledbelow.

..

YOUR INVITATION TO PARTAKE IN THE PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD OF THE DRAFT BASIC ASSESSMENT REPORT,
INCLUDING THE DRAFT HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT:

..

DATE: 23November2021 to13 January2022
VENUE: - Pniel Public Library,MainRoad, Pniel

- Protea Bookstore, Bergzicht Plaza, Andringa Street, Stellenbosch
An electronic copy of the documenta�on will also be made available for download on the website of Chand Environmental Consultants

(h�ps://www.chand.co.za/the-know-how/#projects_review) for the dura�on of the comment period.
There is also a stand-alone Execu�ve Summary available for download, which requires less data.

Comment boxes have been placed at the Pniel Library.
Hardcopies of the Execu�ve Summary are also available in English and Afrikaans for collec�on from the Pniel Library.

..

Should youor your organisa�onhave any comments or queries regarding this project or thedocumenta�on, or if youwould like topar�cipate in theprocess
and be no�fied of further opportuni�es to provide comment, please ensure that you register as an I&AP by wri�ng to Claude�e Muller by no later than
13 January2022:
..

PostalAddress: POBox238,Plumstead, 7801
Fax: 0866657430
Tel: 0217623050
Email: info@chand.co.za
CommentBoxes: Seeabove fordrop-off

Please note that I&APs must provide their name, contact details and an indica�on of any
direct business, financial, personal, or other interest they may have in the approval or
refusal of this applica�on. The applica�on ref. no, 16/3/3/1/B4/12/1068/21 should be
quoted in response to this adver�sement. Note that this is a public process and your name
and comments submi�ed would be made public as part of the Basic Assessment Report.

X1X0Y3W9-EN251121

New Stellies Mayco is announced
Angelo Julies

Executive Mayor of Stellenbosch, 
Gesie van Deventer, announced her 
Mayoral Committee (Mayco) on 
Tuesday 23 November. 

This followed the inaugural council 
meeting on 15 November and the 
continuation of the council meeting on 
Tuesday. 

“After an extensive consultation 
process I am confident the Mayco 
announced today will deliver and get 
things done,” Van Deventer said. “It 
plays an important role in ensuring we 
achieve our goals and deliver services to 
all residents.”

 She said the new Mayco has several 
new and young faces with a few familiar 
names to provide continuity and 
institutional memory. 

“In these exciting times in politics, we 
see more and more young people being 
elected to senior positions. My hope is 
that this will in turn, motivate the youth 
of Stellenbosch to get involved in their 
communities and play an important role 
in shaping their futures. As an 
experienced third-term mayor it’s my 
privilege to bring young people on 
board.” 

The Mayco consists of councillors 
appointed by the Executive Mayor in 
terms of section 60(1) of the Municipal 
Structures Act. 

“This team has been chosen for their 
combination of experience, new ideas, 
skills, and commitment to serving our 
residents,” the Mayor pointed out. “The 
mix of experience with new Mayco 
members has led to a diverse skill set 
and many talents that will be to the 
benefit of all our communities.”

All members of the Mayco will 
undergo lifestyle audits and will sign 
performance agreements. 

“I would like to congratulate these 
councillors and wish them well as we 
continue the work of positioning 
Stellenbosch as one of the best-run 
municipalities in the country,” Van 
Deventer said. 

The Mayco is as follows: 

. Deputy Mayor and Human 
Settlements: Cllr Jeremy Fasser
. Infrastructure: Cllr Zelda Dalling
. Corporate Services: Cllr Lwando 
Nkamisa
. Community Development (Parks, Open 
Spaces and the Environment): Cllr 
Joseph Joon
. Youth, Sport and Culture: Cllr 
Ralphton Adams
. Financial Services: Cllr Peter Johnson
. Local Economic Development and 
Tourism: Cllr Rozette du Toit
. Planning: Cllr Carli van Wyk
. Protection Services: Cllr Rikus 
Badenhorst
. Rural Management: Cllr James 
Williams

Deputy Mayor 
and Human 
Settlements, Cllr 
Jeremy Fasser

F’hoek is 80%+ Covid-free
Franschhoek’s population is officially 
safe from Covid-19, the first town in 
South Africa to have more than 80% 
of its people vaccinated against the 
Covid-19 virus.

The project, begun towards the end 
of August, has the full support of 
Western Cape Premier Alan Winde, 
Wesgro and the Western Cape 
Department of Health, aims to have 
everyone in the valley vaccinated. 

It was undertaken in an effort to 
boost the faster return of 
international visitors to the region 
and, more importantly, to stimulate 
Franschhoek’s employment growth.

Prior to this campaign being 
implemented the town had been 
granted only two vaccination dates a 
month. To attain population safety a 
minimum of 960 people had to be 
vaccinated per day, which in itself 
came at a hefty price, one that had 
to be borne solely by Franschhoek 
Tourism. 

The daily projected cost of R37 600 
was forecast to fund marshals, 
coordinators and cleaners, among 
other aspects as well as meals and 

transport to and from the relevant 
vaccination sites. 

By means of various fundraising 
initiatives, which included setting up 
a GoFundMe account, the goal was 
achieved, and the results have been 
phenomenal. 

Not only is 85% of the area 
vaccinated, but the local clinic has 
been able to employ the services of a 
nurse whose sole responsibility is to 
administer vaccinations daily. 

In addition, the retailer Clicks was 
so impressed it came on board by 
providing additional vaccination days 
at its Franschhoek store. 

“Not only has this been driven by 
Franschhoek Tourism, but it is a 
campaign that has actively been 
endorsed by the entire community,” 
says Franschhoek Tourism 
Marketing Manager, Ruth McCourt, 
“as the need for tourists to return to 
our valley safely and explore our 
amazing offerings, is so important. 
We are extremely grateful to Premier 
Winde for helping us realise our 
vision and supporting us all the 
way.” 

Infrastructure: 
Cllr Zelda Dalling

Corporate 
Services: Cllr 
Lwando Nkamisa

Community 
Development 
(Parks, Open 
Spaces and the 
Environment): 
Cllr Joseph Joon

Youth, Sport and 
Culture: Cllr 
Ralphton Adams

Financial 
Services: Cllr 
Peter Johnson

Local Economic 
Development and 
Tourism: Cllr 
Rozette du Toit

Planning: Cllr 
Carli van Wyk

Protection 
Services: Cllr 
Rikus Badenhorst

Rural 
Management: Cllr 
James Williams

This unknown male is 
wanted for questioning 
by the Stellenbosch 
Family Violence, Child 
Protection and Sexual 
Offences (FCS) Unit. 
Anyone with info on his 
whereabouts can 
contact the FCS 
investigating officer on 
082 469 1479 or 
021 809 9161. 

Wanted for 
questioning 

annexure L:  Final PPP - Newspaper Notices, 22 and 25 November
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annexure m:  Final PPP - Site Notices
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annexure N: 	Final	PPP	-	Email	notifications
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 P.O.Box 2646, PAARL, 7620 
   dhfheritage@gmail.com 

 

 
Drakenstein Heritage Foundation is a voluntary organization, incorporated under the  

Heritage Association of South Africa. 
 
 

 

8 December 2021 

 

Laila Senaturo 
info@chand.co.za 
 
 
Ref: Farm 1674/11, Paarl 

 

Dear Ms Senaturo 
 
The DHF has no objection to the proposal for Farm 1674/11, Paarl. 

 
Regards 
Lyn Marais 
DHF Secretary 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

annexure o:  Final PPP - dHF comment, 8 december 2021
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Comment Response: Nema Response: NHRa
eldred kleinschmidt
Resident/
cPA/
Property owner
Akker Lane, 
Lanquedoc

ek teken APPeL aan teen ontwikkelling van Bertha 
foundation op York farm. Rede vir dit is dat hulle het ons 
gemenskap nog verder uit mekaar kom skeer. Hulle raad 
pleeg nie eienaars nie, maak gebruik van organisasies wat 
nie verstaan. toe Babara Hosking die saadjies vir Berta kom 
le het was dit goed, toe kom haar groep verder en skeur 
ons leiers uit mekaar in dwars Rivier.

the objection to the proposal based on mistrust of the 
Bertha Foundation and the community Advice office 
(coA) who according to the commentator are causing 
divisions among local community leaders is noted. this 
issue is however not specific to the environmental process.

die jong span onkundig word deur hulle misbruik. Hulle 
praat met back yarders, sommige wat eers nie verstaan 
van waar hulle kom nie. By vorige plek op Rachelsfontein 
was ons mense nie eers deel van dit.

Rachelsfontein is not applicable to this environmental 
application.

die nuwe plek is vir mense van buite ek sien booklet? 
(illegible). die mense met wie hulle praat is met mense wat 
nie wil nie aan will werk met leiers in vallei. ons beskik oor 
ons eie grond waarvoor moet ons loop tot by nuwe plek. 
Hoekom spandeer? (illegible) hulle nie in kinders hier nie. 
Hulle maak ons deel van hulle projekte sodat mense kan sien 
hulle doen iets in gemeenskap maar hulle bly aanstuur. die 
advies kantoor is gestig uit trust. Hulle het dit weggeskuif uit 
gemeenskap gebou omdat hulle nie verskille kan uitwerk 
met leiers hulle nou op payroll van Berta.

it is highlighted that there has been extensive public 
participation specifically for the New Retreat proposal with 
multiple community organisations (refer to the c&R Report):
•	 A meeting was held with the ward councillor for 

Lanquedoc who advised on the key interested and 
Affected Parties (i&APs) from the community who should 
be engaged with. 

•	 A representative from the dwarsrivier valley community 
trust attended the Focus group meeting held with local 
community organisations.

•	 Representatives from the Lanquedoc community 
development Forum are registered i&APs

die kinders word art geleer met hulle kultuur daar buite ons 
is meestal khoisan mense. Hulle skend ons heritages van 
voor ouers.

while not strictly a matter pertaining to 
the heritage resources of the York Farm 
cottages proposed for redevelopment, 
this comment is illustrative of the degree 
of alienation local people feel from the 
land and history of Boschendal Farm, 
and the present day processes of its 
management and development. it is this 
imbalance that the process of Restorative 
Redevelopment seeks to address. As such, 
while achieving social justice is beyond 
the bounds of expectation for the New 
Retreat development in isolation, it can be 
seen within the framework of Restorative 
Redevelopment, and the principles of that 
vision have informed the design process.

ons klaar omhein deur Boschendal waar tony voorsitter 
is van Berta foundation. ons sal nooit vrye toe gang he 
nie tot natuur want nuwe plek grens aan berg voet. Berta 
wil ons mense mislei met ??? (illegible) na York toe. Hulle 
het geld gegee om hofsaak te help om ons ou mense nog 
verder in vrees te lei maar ons is sterk daarvoor. 

the issue of access restriction by Boschendal estate is not 
applicable to this project and environmental application 
which is specific to the New Retreat Site. From a social 
history perspective, the site is well placed along a historic 
route and would serve to reconnect the farm with local 
communities in a positive way.

Hulle het kospakkies aan back yarders voorsien wat 
reed werke het en fotos geneem van ons wat daar was 
gedurende covid 19. Hulle skend ons menswaardigheid 
met foto’s lyk ons soos honger mense. die advises kantoor 
en die in beheer aan hulle vriende van goed uit gedeel. ek 
voorsitter? (illegible) van behuisig teken appel aan want 
ons was nie ??? (illegible) nie.

the perception that the Bertha Foundation is supporting 
people in Lanquedoc who are erecting shacks on 
community land, was also raised at the Fgm. this is however 
related to the cAo who is currently supporting a group 
of people who were evicted from the trust land. to clarify 
the context of the comment, it should be noted there is a 
difference between Bertha Foundation and the cAo. while 
the cAo is funded by the Bertha Foundation (as a grantee 
and in order for the cAo to fulfil its mandate to support 
the community with legal matters related to human rights 
issues), it was not Bertha Foundation supporting this group 
of people, but rather the cAo. the Bertha Foundation 
supports the cAo through grant funding but do not make 
any strategic or managerial decisions. Such decisions rest 
solely with the cAo. Bertha Foundation has no authority 
or oversight of the cAo. the cAo is overseen by an 
independent board of trustees consisting of Stephen muller, 
glyn williams, deena Bosch, vusi Pikoli and Pearlie Joubert, 
and all of their legal advice is made through a partnership 
with chennels Albertyn Attorneys.this issue is however not 
directly related to this project or Basic Assessment process 
and this clarification is provided for information purposes.

annexure P:  Final PPP - Public comment, 14 december 2021
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ek heg ‘n lys aan van wat vir ek verteenvoordig op die 
platform. ons menses al nooit werke kry as kontrakte 
nie. Hulle maak ???(illegible) weet dis net op papier. die 
huidige mense klaar geskryf op Boschendal se boeke. 
Nuwe plek nie dan sit ons net met meer plakkers huise 
in Lanquedoc. waar gaan julle werkers bly. Hulle maak 
mos met mense buite ons vallei gebuik. Net die orige sal 
van ons mense gebruik. ons mense is nie ten volle ingelig 
oor skryf. Raads?? (illegible) hoe was nie in my plek, met 
huiseienaars nie. Boschendal soek n ???punt (illegible) 
met gebruik hulle Retreat as dit. As ons ontwikkel kan ons 
nie aansluit by noodstelsel? (illegible) nie dan te klein so 
ons bly agter. Hulle dink ons is dom leiers. Hulle vat nie ons 
hand, hulle skeur ons verder uit mekaar.

the requirement to make use of local labour (i.e., from 
kylemore, Pniel, Lanquedoc, etc.) and of previously 
disadvantaged individuals for the bulk of the unskilled 
labour is included in the emPr for the operational and 
construction phase. the emPr also includes requirements 
for regular auditing and reporting to authorities, as well as 
fines for non-implementation of specifications.

ons sal aanhou veg wat hulle besig om ons vallei se 
rustigheid te skend die Berta Foundasie. en ons huiseienaars 
sal ons nooit die projek steun nie want dit sal ons kinders se 
toekoms skend. ophou om saam verkeerde rol spelers te 
praat. die trust was gestig om namens onse mense op te 
tree maar die Berta leiers het ons verskeer nog verder uit 
mekaar.
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annexure Q:  Landscape Plan (terra+ Landscape Architects, 2020)

Annexures Q-t are provided separately
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annexure R:  Boschendal Baseline Heritage Study (RSA, 2019)
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annexure S:  Boschendal east Precinct Heritage Focussed Precinct Study (draft)(RSA, 2020)
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annexure t:  Archaeological impact Study Pertaining to Boschendal: New Retreat for the Bertha Foundation (RSA, 2020)
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BERTHA RETREAT 

HIGH LEVEL VISUAL 
CONTEXT ANALYSIS

Terra+ Landscape Architects

Unit 20 Sussex Studios 
23 - 25 Sussex Street 
Woodstock

terraplus.co.za

Prepared for:

BERTHA RETREAT

Date:

March 2020
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•   LAND USE

•   HYDROLOGY

•   DEVELOPMENT

•   VEGETATION

•   GEOLOGY

•   SITE EXTENT

Methodology:

The analysis starts with the macro context, exploring the significance 
of the site within the city context, and then narrows into the local 
and site context. The environmental, physical and historical context is 
evaluated at these different scales. 
Capturing of cultural landscape elements runs parallel to this exercise, 
as the environment in which the site is located is rich in cultural 
heritage and scenic significance.  
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Cultural Landscapes provide a sense of place and identity; map human relationships with land over time. 
They are sites associated with significant events, activities, persons or groups of people; 

they range in size from extensive tracts of rural land to historic homesteads and individual settlements. 
They can be grand estates, botanical gardens, parks, university campuses, cemeteries, industrial sites, or scenic 

drives; they are works of art, narratives of cultures, and expressions of regional identity, 
constituting visual amenity heritage resources.

INITIAL EMOTIVE RESPONSE

• Isolated, of its own and not part of the formal landscape or other  
 built environment

• Towering imposing landscape

• Lack of shelter

• Disconnection and connection - Duality

• Human and empathy of spaces - Relate-able scale

• A Sense of what was and what is
• 
• A feeling of intruding
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LANDFORM 

• Understand the relationship of the site to the broader landscape.

• Site is in the valley flat terrain. Views towards the slopes

• Tucked away - not visible from major routes

• Site not on prominent slopes

• Landscape is dominated by the mountain peaks - Dramatic,   
 romantic and visceral
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ROMANTIC

ROMANTIC

landscape domain typology

landscape domain continuum

CLASSIC

CLASSIC

COSMIC

COSMIC
Earth-dominated landscape Earth-sky balanced landscape Sky-dominated landscape

‘Complex’ landscapes contain various combinations of the Cosmic, Classic and Romantic types.
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LANDFORM AND HYDROLOGY

• Valley created by the Dwarsrivier

• Various farm dams dotting the slopes and valley.

• Flood plain - between the main access route and historic Wa-pad

• Drainage lines, farm dams and river courses shape the landscape  
 and attribute to the rural quality of the receiving landscape of the  
 site
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LANDSCAPE PATTERNS AND TREE-LINES

• Clear distinction between patterns along floodplain and foothills of  
 Simonsberg

• Dominant tree lines as wind-breaks and delineation in the    
 landscape

• Riverine vegetation and tree planting a dominant feature

• Landscape patterns informed by the topography and hydrology 
   

• Direct surrounding landscape of the site is NOT structure but   
 informal rural pasture land

• The informal and rural quality is significant in the character and  
 identity of the site.     
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SETTLEMENT PATTERNS

• Clusters of low density urban development

• Liner development along access route

• Farmsteads dotted and within the landscape

• Most roads and secondary access routes (particularly to the site   
 are gravel further underpinning the rural character

CULTURAL LANDSCAPE

• All layers are dependant and informed by each other

• The overall landscape character is defined be a combination of  
 these layers

• Crucial layer is missing - Social interaction with the   
 landscape. This is a function of the
 ever changing nature of the “softer” layers of the   
 landscape
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Vryguns Road

1,2 x 1,2 x 1m deep excavated tree hole (1,44m3)

use two opposing stakes
(2 x 75x75 x 2,4m long tanalith treated SA pine stakes
with 45x45mm horizontal members for stability),
with separate, flexible suitable tree ties (industry standard or
irrigation pipes), if staking is necessary

NGL Finished Grade

tree in 400L bag size
(species to Plant Schedule)
to be healthy, structurally sound,
single stemmed, well branched
with a balanced canopy
and with a strong root system;
manual watering might be required
until irrigation system is operational

pack planting medium around base of root ball to stabilise,
allow the rest of medium to settle naturally or tamp lightly

excavation to be backfilled with planting medium to consist of:
50% in-situ soil + 50% approved imported topsoil +
+ super phosphate or bone meal (1kg / m3) +
+ 3:1:5 approved organic fertilizer (500g / m3)
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GENERAL NOTES
This drawing must not be scaled. Dimensions and levels indicated may
only be used.
All levels and dimensions are to be verified on site and checked against
the drawings prior to commencement of any works.
Construction works to commence on site only when the setting-out is
approved by the landscape architect.
All levels indicated are finished levels.
All work, quality of all materials and workmanship are to be
in accordance with the relevant SABS specifications.
The landscape contractor shall make himself and team acquainted
with the position of all existing and newly installed underground
services on site prior to any excavation or other work likely to affect
these services is commenced.
All excavation work to be carried out near an existing
service is to be done with caution and by hand only to
protect these against any damage during the proceedings
of the works. If any uncertainties arise the landscape architect to
provide direction on how to proceed.
The landscape contractor shall take care to protect the trees from
construction damage or vandalism.
Existing levels around the base and root zone must be maintained in
its original state. Minimise disturbances to tree root zones (TRZs).
No spillage or addition of any foreign substances to TRZs.
Prevent soil compaction, or any storage/dumping in TRZs. Pruning of
dead/unhealthy/hazardous tree branches where necessary to be done
by specialist arborist.
Any excavation in TRZs to be done with caution and by
hand only.
The site shall be cordoned off with temporary fencing where necessary
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Any discrepancies arising from any of the above must be reported
immediately to the landscape architect.
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GENERAL NOTES
This drawing must not be scaled. Dimensions and levels indicated may
only be used.
All levels and dimensions are to be verified on site and checked against
the drawings prior to commencement of any works.
Construction works to commence on site only when the setting-out is
approved by the landscape architect.
All levels indicated are finished levels.
All work, quality of all materials and workmanship are to be
in accordance with the relevant SABS specifications.
The landscape contractor shall make himself and team acquainted
with the position of all existing and newly installed underground
services on site prior to any excavation or other work likely to affect
these services is commenced.
All excavation work to be carried out near an existing
service is to be done with caution and by hand only to
protect these against any damage during the proceedings
of the works. If any uncertainties arise the landscape architect to
provide direction on how to proceed.
The landscape contractor shall take care to protect the trees from
construction damage or vandalism.
Existing levels around the base and root zone must be maintained in
its original state. Minimise disturbances to tree root zones (TRZs).
No spillage or addition of any foreign substances to TRZs.
Prevent soil compaction, or any storage/dumping in TRZs. Pruning of
dead/unhealthy/hazardous tree branches where necessary to be done
by specialist arborist.
Any excavation in TRZs to be done with caution and by
hand only.
The site shall be cordoned off with temporary fencing where necessary
to prevent public access for safety considerations during construction.
Any discrepancies arising from any of the above must be reported
immediately to the landscape architect.
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Part a: status Quo rePort

1.0  IntroduCtIon

1.1  Purpose of report

rennie Scurr adendorff have been appointed by Boschendal Proprietary (Pty) 
ltd to provide baseline heritage input towards the Conceptual Framework 
that is to be compiled for Boschendal Farm. this Conceptual Framework will 
form the high-level structure within which future developments at Boschendal 
will be considered, evaluated and undertaken. the Conceptual Framework, 
in this instance, is based on the principles of restorative redevelopment, 
as described in Section 5, which informs the proposed and projected 
interventions on the farm.
 
1.2  Project team

the rennie Scurr adendorff team has compiled this report with input from 
various team members.

mike Scurr - Heritage Consultant and architect
Katie Smuts - Heritage Consultant and archaeologist
laura milandri - Heritage Consultant and architect
wendy wilson - Heritage Consultant and architect

wolff architects provided social and landscape material for inclusion in the 
report. wolff architects were principle authors of Sections 5 and 6 of the 
report. 

1.3  limitations

an extensive body of heritage research , analysis and sensitivity mapping 
already exists pertaining to Boschendal specifically and the dwars river 
valley more generally. as such, this work is not intended to be understood in 
isolation, nor does it replace the preceding work. It is, rather, intended to build 
on and draw from the existing body of work, and re-frame and interrogate 
it in terms of the principles of restorative redevelopment. Further to this, for 
the purposes of the Conceptual Framework, this work is, necessarily, very 
high-level and does not address site specific or development specific issues.

1.4  Statement of Independence

neither rennie Scurr adendorff architects as the heritage consultant, nor wolff 
architects has any legal or personal ties to Boschendal or other professionals 
involved in this proposal, nor to any companies that may be involved in 
the process that is to follow. there is no financial gain tied to any positive 
outcome. Professional fees for the compilation of this document will be paid 
by Boschendal but are not linked to any desired outcome.

1.5  methodology

this report is the result of an interdisciplinary, collaborative effort. extensive 
consultation has taken place with researchers previously engaged at 
Boschendal in order to establish and confirm the status quo, while iterative 
consultation with wolff architects, nm and associates, Chand environmental 
and others has ensured the approach has remained within the paramaters of 
restorative redevelopment. Previous maps arising from prior heritage analysis 
of the farm have formed the basis for remapping in light of the notions and 
principles of restorative redevelopment, and these maps have been used 
to frame a revised approach to developing heritge guidelines and indicator 
for the farm. 

1.6  Key Conservation Principles

the key principles can be summarised as follows:
 -  the principles embedded in the Burra Charter should guide all interventions  

on Boschendal, given the high significance of the farm across a range of 
scales

 -  all decisions are to take heritage significance into account as a primary 
informer.

 -  the component structures, features and sites have varying degrees of 
signficance and therefore actions should be tied appropriately to these 
gradings as well as to overall landscape gradings and sensitivities.

 -  the historic, rural, agricultural character of the site should remain intact 
and not be overridden by intensive development or ‘suburbanisation’.

 -  any new developments should respect the historic formation processes 
that have created the cultural landscape as it currently exists.

 -  Best practice methods, as identified inter alia in the Burra Charter and 
by Historic england, are to be applied to historic and significant structures, 
features and sites.
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2.0  SIte and Context

2.1  Site description

Boschendal Farm is an historic wine and fruit farm that lies south of the r45 at 
the intersection of that road and the r310. the current farm comprises portions 
of other historic farms and incorporates the Grade I national Heritage Site of 
the Founders estate, which itself comprises several portions.

the farm includes several historic farm werfs, including those of Boschendal 
itself, rhone, Goede Hoop, Champagne and excelsior, as well as historic 
rhodes Cottage. In addition to these historic, graded buildings, there are 
isolated and clustered structures across the property, including farm workers’ 
accommodation, farm managers’ houses and farm buildings.

the landscape is a juxtaposition of natural, wilderness elements, extensive 
farmlands of vines and orchards, scattered historic and recent structures and 
groups of structures, and the villages of Pniel, lanqudoc and Kylemore.

the farm falls predominantly within the Stellenbosch municipality, although 
the northwestern portion of it falls within the drakenstein municipality.

2.2  Site Context

the farm lies at the foot of the Simonsberg and drakenstien mountains, 
straddling the dwars river. the landscape is characterised by steep upper 
slopes of the mountains which give way to fertile mid-slopes that have 
been farmed for centuries; settlements occur on the lower slopes, with river 
floodplains in the valleys.

the wider area has been graded by SaHra as a Grade I cultural landscape, 
the Cape winelands Cultural landscape, in recognition of the exceptional 
scenic beauty and very high cultural, social history and heritage significance 
of the region.

Figure 1. Boschendal Farm (rSa, 2019).

Figure 2. Boschendal Farm (rSa, 2019).
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Figure 3. Boschendal Site map (rSa, 2019).
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Figure 4.  location of Boschendal Farm within the Grade I Cape winelands Cultural landscape , and with the location of the Founders estate national Heritage Site indicate (rSa, 2019).
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2.3  the Historic Core

the significance of the dwars river valley has, previously, been closely aligned 
to the prominent, historic Cape dutch farmsteads and their formal werfs, of 
which Boschendal and rhone are the primary examples. together with old 
Bethlehem which no longer forms part of Boschendal estate. In addition to 
these two farmsteads, several other buildings have been identified as intrinsic 
elements of the dwars river cultural landscape, and these further structures 
include the farmsteads of Goede Hoop, nieuwedorp and excelsior as well as 
rhodes Cottage.

Given the heritage significance of these structures, most heritage processes 
pertaining to Boschendal Farm have assessed proposed developments and 
changes in light of their possible impacts to these handful of sites, with further 
investigation of possible negative impacts to the cultural landscape and 
views of and from these sites. 

It is important to note that this study does not seek to undermine the accepted 
heritage significance of these sites, nor to propose new or different ways of 
managing development or alterations within or adjacent to these cores. 

the proactive management of these core sites could be considered to lag 
behind expectations, given their widely acknowledged and appreciated 
significance. to date, the wider farm lacks a Conservation management Plan. 
the Founders’ estate Conservation management Plan and archaeological / 
Historical residues management Plan that were to have been compiled prior 
to the commencement of any physical interventions or vegetation clearing 
connected to development on that site are similarly outstanding. despite 
these glaring gaps in the rigorous implementation of heritage best practice 
on Boschendal, there remains, nonetheless, a general appreciation of and 
adherence to heritage management principles as pertains to the historic 
cores and their associated structures.

despite these obvious and concerning oversights, this study starts from the 
understanding that, broadly speaking, the history, materiality and heritage 
significance of the core sites has been explored and addressed, such that 
the heritage management at these sites is adequately implemented. where 
developments, alterations and additions to these core sites are assessed, 
these are routinely undertaken in terms of the appropriate legislation.

this report, rather, concerns itself with the heritage resources on the farm 
that do not garner the same degree of attention, study or appreciation, as 
the core sites. the report explores their significance in terms of the principles 
of restorative redevelopment and thereby acknowledges the multiple 
histories present on a farm of the size, age and importance of Boschendal. 
the intention, it thereby follows, is not to ringfence the historic werfs as 
extraordinary elements of the farm, but rather to elevate the status of the 
“ordinary” such that the whole knits together to provide a more holistic 
appreciation for the history of the farm.
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Figure 5.  location of core historic farm werfs (rSa, 2019).
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3.0  lIterature revIew

3.1  Heritage assessments and reports - Baumann, winter and others

much of the previous work has focused on the traditionally perceived heritage 
resources of Boschendal Farm and the wider farmlands. these “traditional” 
features include the historic farm houses and associated outbuildings and walls 
that constitute the Cape dutch werfs, as well as the agricultural cultural landscape 
and wilderness landscape that comprise the farm’s landscape setting. these 
features, broadly, form part of the “Colonial landscape”.

This precedent reflects, in part, prevailing sentiments regarding the value of 
different aspects of the Boschendal landscape, and much of the focus was driven 
by specific development proposals and agendas that tended to focus on either 
the historic homesteads or possible impacts to them.

the existing body of work covers the farm at various levels of study, from farm-
wide, high-level assessments (Baumann et al., 2012a and 2012b; dewar and
louw, 2007a and 2007b) to individual development applications (winter
and Baumann, 2013; winter and Jacobs, 2014). Individual development 
applications themselves range in scope from broad-scale, such as the Boschendal 
village development (Baumann et al., 2017), to small-scale, such as the orchards 
Cottages development (winter, 2014). the smaller scale applications are typically 
considered and explored at the site level, more or less independent of the wider 
picture.

3.2  assessing the Implications of the Stellenbosch Heritage Survey 

the Stellenbosch Heritage Survey is a useful but necessarily high level review 
of heritage resources across the entire Stellenbosch municipal area. Given its 
scope, it functions best at the landscape level, where well defined, landscape 
units are comprehensively described and graded (Figure 6). 

the survey is possibly less successful at the site level. Here traditionally 
recognised resources - Boschendal, rhone, rhodes Cottage - are accurately 
mapped, described and graded, but many known sites are not captured, 
and many conservation worthy structures and features are not recorded 
at all. Further to this, some incorrect mapping, for instance the erroneous 
inclusion of the agterdam Cottages within the Grade I Founders estate nHS, 
can pose problems for users of the maps.

table 1. Stellenbosch Survey sites within or near Boschendal (todeschini et al, 2017).

grading site name nHs PHs not declared
Grade I Founders estate x

Cape winelands Cultural landscape x
Grade II Boschendal werf x

rhone werf x
Grade IIIa rhodes Cottage x

Groot drakenstein railway Cottage x
Goede Hoop werf x

grade IIIb Cork oak Grove, rhone x
oak avenue r310 to lanquedoc x

grade IIIC rhodes Food Group Precinct x
avenue to rhodes Cottage x
Champagne Farmhouse x
oak avenue, lanquedoc to delta x
Silvermyn mine and mineworks x

table 2. Stellenbosch Survey landscape areas and features (todeschini et al, 2017).

grading site name site type
grade I Founders estate declared nHS

Cape winelands Cultural landscape Grade I landscape
grade II Boschendal landscape area

rhone landscape area
r310 Scenic route

grade IIIa west of r310, north and south of Founders estate landscape area
east of r310, west of lanquedoc landscape area

grade IIIb east of r310 landscape area
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Figure 6.  Stellenbosch municipal Heritage Inventory Grading map for Boschendal after todeschini et al., 2017 (rSa, 2019).
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3.3  SaHrIS

SaHrIS is the digital repository of known heritage sites in South africa, 
maintained by the South african Heritage resources agency (SaHra). the 
system is populated from gazetted, declared sites, research and museum 
records and through ongoing surveys and inventories compiled both for 
development-led investigations, and through municipal inventorying for 
planning purposes. the system provides mapping and grading information 
pertaining to known sites, but, as it is user populated, contains inaccuracies 
and gaps in its information. SaHrIS remains a useful tool, particularly for high-
level, scoping analyses such as this Conceptual Framework.

the mapped sites recorded on SaHrIS (Figure 7; annexure a) align well with 
the mapped resources recorded in the Stellenbosch municipal Survey (Figure 
6), but also reveal known archaeological sites in the immediate vicinity of 
Boschendal Farm. 

all gradings recorded as part of this exercise and other, site specific 
assessments that might follow, will be fed through to Stellenbosch and 
drakenstein municipalities, for inclusion on their Heritage registers. this data 
will also be provided to SaHra for inclusion on SaHrIS.
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Figure 7.  Sites within 5km of Boschendal recognised in National Inventory and reflected on the South African Heritage Resources Information System (RSA, 2019).
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3.4  review of archaeological investigations of Boschendal

the dwars river gravels are recognised as a potentially rich source of early 
Stone age archaeological material (malan, 2017), and numerous eSa 
artefacts have been identified on Boschendal (Kaplan, 2005). eSa tools are 
characterised by core based tools, and include large cleavers, choppers, 
cores, flakes and cobbles with occasional handaxes (malan, 2017). these 
artefacts, however, predominantly occur in highly disturbed contexts, 
churned by the river, or turned up in ploughed fields, with some finds identified 
on the higher slopes of the Simonsberg mountains (Kaplan, 2005). middle 
Stone age material, characterised by flake based tools, is similarly found in 
disturbed, surface occurrences across the area. a highly significant later 
Stone age hunter-gatherer settlement has been identified on Solms delta 
Farm (orton et al., 2005), providing a very rare insight into open air lSa sites 
in this region. Hunter-gatherer groups in the western Cape were assimilated 
and/or displaced by nomadic herders after 2 000 years ago, and the arrival 
of this subsistence strategy is heralded by the appearance of domesticate 
bones and pottery in the archaeological record (malan, 2017). rock art is 
known from sites near wemmershoek dam, but is otherwise unknown from this 
region (manhire and yates, 1994).

the first europeans arrived in this region in the mid to late C17th, with early 
sorties to barter cattle soon deteriorating to skirmishes over grazing (malan, 
2017). with the allocation of the first land to farmers in Stellenbosch in 1679, 
and Paarl, Simondium and dwars river shortly thereafter, all pretence at 
alliance with Khoekhoen was abandoned, however. By 1688, these early 
farmers were joined by the Huguenot refugees, fleeing religious persecution 
in europe, and the early grain and fruit farms of the region were increasingly 
turned into highly successful wine farms (Smuts, 2012). while the original farm 
buildings on these earliest farms would have been pioneer structures and, 
subsequently, cannot be readily identified, it is apparent that subsequent 
structures were often built on the foundations, or in the location of earlier 
structures. as such, while the pre-Colonial archaeological signature tends 
to concentrate around water courses and landscape features, the historic 
archaeological signature is more spatially limited in its extent.

as farms established themselves, the collection of buildings comprising the 
farm werf became increasingly formalised, with the emergence and evolution 
through time of the Cape dutch farmstead with its traditional white farm 
walls, gabled buildings and regular werf layouts. 

an exceptional feature in the Boschendal landscape is the Silvermine complex 
on the slopes of the Simonsberg mountain above Goede Hoop. this site is 
possibly the earliest european industrial archaeological site in South africa 
(malan, 2017). the site represents the remnants of a voC silver mine dating 
to around 1748, with its origins possibly as early as the 1680s (Clift, 2011). the 
complex comprises several mine shafts, ruined structures including a smithy, 
ore wash house, store rooms and dwellings, as well as roads, and a large 
mill building that is likely linked to this operation (vos, 2004; Clift, 2011). the 
concentration of infrastructure belies the well established fact that the mine 
operation was a hoax and that no silver was ever excavated, with the mine 
operator rather salting the mine with melted silver coins (lucas, 2004). the 
site and its various components is well known to the Pniel community, and it 
is visited regularly, with the shafts filled with layers of old and recent graffiti 
attesting to its long visitation (vos, 2004).

more recent industrial archaeological remains are represented by the structures 
related to early mechanised, corporatized fruit farming on Boschendal 
dating to the early C20th under rhodes Fruit Farm. these structures include 
the rFF General Store, offices and Cannery, as well as various packhouses, 
warehouses and similar structures across the farm (Hart and webley, 2009b). 
the Sawmill structures are also of industrial archaeological interest (Baumann 
et al., 2017).

a final, important archaeological feature in the landscape is the various 
graves and graveyards. while pre-Colonial burials might be located on the 
farm, none of these has, as yet, been identified. a relatively small number of 
graveyards have been identified, and these are predominantly associated 
with nearby historic werfs, such as at rachelsfontein and Goede Hoop, while 
a graveyard is also associated with lanquedoc (aikmann, 2005). Isolated, as 
yet unidentified graves from the historic period might occur, but are unlikely.

Fairly extensive archaeological investigation has been undertaken within 
Boschendal Farm, but this work has largely been site specific and in response 
to specific development proposals. Founders estate has generated a large 
quantity of this information, including high-level assessments of likely impacts 
of the development of Founders estate to pre-Colonial (Kaplan, 2005) and 
historical (Hart, 2005) archaeological resources. this work was expanded 
and refined with site specific surveys of each of the 19 proposed 800m2 
development footprints (Hart and webley, 2009a).  the Boschendal village 
proposal has further contributed to our understanding of the archaeological 
signature of Boschendal at the site specific level (Kendrick and Hart, 2015). 
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this work, however, should be seen within the context of wider analyses 
of the farm (Hart and webley, 2009b), analysis at the dwars river valley 
scale (lucas, 2004) and the municipal scale (malan, 2017). other forms of 
archaeological investigation comprise research of individual farms that fall, 
or have previously fallen, within the Boschendal boundaries (vos, 2004, 2009, 
2011; Clift, 2011).

this body of work, while not exhaustive, does allow us to establish an 
archaeological signature for the farm. as shown by Kaplan(2005), the eSa and 
mSa is represented on Boschendal, albeit in disturbed contexts. lSa material 
might be anticipated, and could well occur in undisturbed, open sites (orton 
et al., 2005). archaeological survey of the site proposed for the Boschendal 
village node found the area significantly disturbed, and no archaeological 
sites, features or material were identified (Kendrick and Hart, 2015). 
the site specific investigation of the Founders estate properties identified 
several archaeological features and sites within the development area (Hart 
and webley, 2009a). 

 - Historic farmsteads: two farmsteads are present within Founders estate, 
nieuwedorp and Goede Hoop, which both date to the late C17th. 

 - Industrial archaeology: the report notes the proximity of the development 
to the industrial landscape of the old silver mine, with the ruins of the old 
mill on the lower slopes of estate 15. 

 - Farming infrastructure: various elements of agricultural infrastructure were 
identified, including road systems, dams, orchards, vineyards and fields, 
tree avenues and windbreaks and irrigation furrows. 

 - Groupings of old oaks: the presence of stands of mature oaks are understood 
to indicate remnant elements of earlier settlement.

Further extensive investigation of Boschendal Farm was undertaken across 
seven development nodes identified in the western Precinct on excelsior, a 
Central Precinct at the intersection of the r45 and r310, two nodes in the 
eastern Precinct, east of the dwars river, and four nodes in the Southern 
Precinct around Bethlehem (Hart and webley, 2009b). this survey identified 
no pre-Colonial archaeological remains, and the only historic farmstead 
recorded was old Bethlehem. Farm and industrial infrastructure included the 
Cannery and various other farm buildings, as well as the hostel at thembalethu, 
as well as landscape elements such as orchards, roads, dams, avenues of 
trees, footpaths, bridges and irrigation systems. 

the wapad is identified in the eastern Precinct, but not mapped; it is noted 
that development in the Southern and eastern Precincts will cross ‘historical 
pedestrian linkages’, which means access will be restricted and the traditional 
footpaths which cross the properties will disappear” (Hart and webley, 2009b: 
11).
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Figure 8.  location and distribution of archaeologically Sensitive areas (rSa, 2019).
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4.0  Statutory Context

4.1  Current Statutory Implications in terms of Heritage

the regulations pertaining to the Grade I Cultural landscape apply to the 
whole area and mean that all applications also have to go to SaHra for 
comment, although not decisions. where Grade II resources are affected 
(rhone and Boschendal, r310) nHra Section 27 applies, and rigorous heritage 
processes are in effect. all other areas are subject either to Section 34 where 
interventions do not trigger nema, but do affect historic fabric, or Section 38 
when nema is triggered.

the entire farm also falls within the Stellenbosch municipal Heritage overlay 
Zone, which requires compliance with municipal regulations pertaining to 
that zoning scheme. Further to this, as the r310 is a recognised Scenic route, 
the Stellenbosch municipality requires any development within 200m of 
the road to be submitted for assessment of potential impacts. much of the 
restrictions pertaining to the Scenic route are, however, subsumed under 
those pertaining to the HPoZ.

In terms of the developments recently completed – orchards Cottages and 
Boschendal retreat – and currently underway – agterdam Cottages – the 
following processes are being followed:

1. agterdam: a notification of Intent to develop was submitted to Heritage 
western Cape on 3 may 2019. this nId recommended a high level HIa 
to determine the possible impacts, if any, to the social and landscape 
significance of the agterdam Cottages. the HwC response to the nId 
was received on 29 may 2019 and stated that no further action was 
required.

2. Boschendal retreat: this development was concluded without the 
submission of any notification to Heritage western Cape. a nId was 
subsequently submitted in relation to this development. the nId 
recommended that no HIa be conducted as the development had 
already been completed and an HIa would yield little further information 
of value. the rnId for this submission has been issued and, in line with the 
response pertaining to agterdam, concluded that no further action was 
necessary.

3. orchards Cottages: this development was similarly concluded without the 
submission of any notification to Heritage western Cape. a subsequent 
Section 24G rectification process was implemented, which resulted in 
the compilation of a heritage statement by the heritage practitioner. this 
statement concluded that the development had not triggered Section 
38(1) of the national Heritage resources act (no. 25 of 1999) as:

 - the character of the grouping remains unaltered in terms of its built form 
and landscape setting.

 - the modest scale of the buildings, their discrete location and treed setting 
visually screens the site from views from the surrounding landscape.

 - the area affected by the development is contained within an existing 
settlement footprint which is less than 5000 m2 in extent. 

 - Furthermore it was argued:

 - there will be no negative visual impacts on the surrounding Grade I Cape 
winelands Cultural

 - landscape and Founders estates nHS.

 - there will be no negative visual impacts on the adjacent historical 
homesteads (rhodes Cottage and nieuwendorp homestead) and scenic 
route network (r45 and r310).

 - the cottages are not considered conservation-worthy in their own right.

this submission was made to HwC in terms of Section 38(1) of the nHra (no. 
25 of 1999). HwC reviewed the matter and, responded on 4 February 2015 
indicating that, as Section 38 was not triggered, no HIa was required.
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4.2  Current Grading

the gradings assigned by the Stellenbosch municipal Heritage Inventory 
(todeschini et al, 2017), have been ratified by HwC, and as such constitute 
officially adopted gradings. However, these are neither comprehensive at 
the site level, nor are they inclusive.

It should be noted, however, that in a farm-scale review (winter 2013) of an 
earlier survey of the Boschendal built environment (aikman, 2005), recognition 
was made of the heritage value of workers’ accommodation as a feature in 
the landscape and of the disruption of cultural landscape formation processes 
by the removal of people from the farm.

Clearly then, a review of previously overlooked sites, structures and features 
is necessary. other historic elements in the landscape, including farmworkers’ 
cottage clusters/groupings, historic routes etc, should be graded and 
mapped to represent the past of slaves, labourers and workers more visibly 
on the farm and add to the layering and texture of the historic landscape. 
For these structures and features, the Boschendal Heritage assessment: built 
environment survey and evaluation (aikman, 2005) and its review (winter, 
2013) serve as useful baseline studies to be re-evaluated in terms of the vision 
of restorative redevelopment.

where such sites have previously been recognised as holding heritage 
significance, such as thembalethu which has been proposed for Grade IIIa 
grading (winter 2013), research and analysis is sorely lacking to contextualise 
and frame this grading. For those sites that have not been recognised as 
carrying any heritage significance, extensive social research is necessary to 
determine what social, associational and symbolic value, if any these groups 
of cottages across the landscape do hold. In addition to the dwellings, as 
recognised by wolff architects, places of work, either formal or informal, can 
also be imbued with meaning, particularly where the contintuity of association 
between people and the land is as longstanding as at Boschendal. this work 
would serve to highlight some of the less obviously significant sites and counter 
the dominant narrative of Cape dutch werfs and european history.

4.3  Proposed Statutory Process in terms of Heritage

Given the significance of the farm as a whole, and the focus of the owners 
and wolff architects on holistic approaches to facilitate restorative 
redevelopment at the farm-wide scale, individual development applications 
should be avoided until the Conceptual Framework is in place. this will ensure 
that all future developments can be understood in the wider context. 
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Part b: sIgnIfICanCe, gradIng and IndICators
 
5.0  SIGnIFICanCe: InCorPoratIon oF SoCIal and oral HIStory 

5.1  Introduction

traditional assessments of farms in the Cape winelands, including those 
informing development proposals, have focused on the history and 
heritage of the farm owners, the Cape dutch buildings and the managers’ 
cottages. Similarly at Boschendal, emphasis has previously been placed 
on the enhancement and restoration of the Boschendal werf, rhone and 
the rhodes Cottage. In so doing, a practice valuing architectural material 
culture developed, which omitted the intangible heritage resources. this 
has established a building restoration language that informed the recently 
redeveloped former workers’ residences, orchards Cottages. these former 
living quarters now emulate the Cape dutch farmstead buildings, with their 
original modernist appearance mostly erased. 

while some consideration has been given, over the past 20 or so years, to 
the presence of enslaved people and their related lifeways on these farms, 
the identification of the worker is a co-habitant of these landscapes, has 
largely been omitted or not fully elaborated on in heritage assessments.  the 
consequence of this selective recording—the history of the powerful—is that 
the spatial practices and heritage of the co-habitants of the valley remains 
disavowed. 

this report explores Boschendal’s spatial history with these considerations 
in mind and proposes a conceptual framework called restorative 
redevelopment. the vision for the farm involves a reinterpretation of the 
landscape, allowing a more comprehensive, inclusive and nuanced reading 
of Boschendal’s past, including its landscapes and structures. this approach is 
applicable more broadly, to the dwars river valley and the Cape winelands 
Cultural landscape.

restorative redevelopment is, in essence, an attitude that informs a set of 
guiding principles that acknowledge and honour the various roles played 
by labourers in defining the regional landscape, as co-residents of the 
valley. this approach is considered to be more inclusive than other attempts 
at recognizing the complex and interrelated histories of the farm and the 
people who have lived on and around it. the framework establishes a new, 
and particular way, to read the archive and landscape, and inform ongoing 
study. It is an attitude towards future design and planning for Boschendal 

and consists of several guiding notions. these exist to open conversation 
about the farm’s past while remaining aware of the contemporary pressures 
of continued social exclusions and limited social cohesion. they aim fill the 
gaps and amend oversights that have characterised previous developments 
on the farm that have failed to meaningfully serve the valley. 

5.2  notions guiding restorative redevelopment

wolff architects has developed a set of notions that draws from various 
sources including key texts and interviews, historic maps and architectural 
drawings, and the interpretation of historic visual imagery and photographs. 
the objective in developing these notions is to promote social justice through 
thoughtful, sensitive and effective interventions for all Boschendal’s future 
developments. Some of the methods are educational, some commemorative, 
but most affect spatial planning, such as the improvement of access and 
mobility in the valley for those most affected by spatial injustice.

Juanita Pastor-makhurane’s 2005 “analysis of the Social value of Heritage 
resources in the dwars river valley” is a foundational study. wolff architects 
considers it to be the most comprehensive study of the social and spatial 
relationships of the valley from multiple perspectives of that time and this 
work continues the trajectory set out by Pastor-makhurane.  

Figure 9.  orchards Cottages (Boschendal, 2019)
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5.3  notions of Home, landscape and Servitude

Boschendal workers often dwelt permanently or temporarily in the space in 
which they worked. this was a convenience to farmers who could have a 
workforce in close proximity to places of labour and servitude. this spatial 
practice blurred the line between home and work and often defined the 
type of livelihood and lifestyle farmworkers could have. early instances 
of this practice are evident in the design of the werfs (Figure 12) with a 
division between main house and slave  accommodation. Subsequent 
worker housing typologies and developments were ordered according to 
the separatist spatial laws and operational needs of the farm at the time.

the notion of aspects of home, the lived landscape and servitude recognises 
this, and acknowledges the spatial legacy of the valley.

these notions of home, landscape and servitude were defined and inscribed 
for workers in the following ways, which are examined to understand what it 
means spatially; what are latent effects.

there is a pre-colonial layer to the spatial design that recognises the presence 
of the land’s earliest occupants: hunter-gatherers and seasonal pastoralists 
who moved through this landscape, having free access to its food resources, 
fresh water and livestock pasturage (Figure 11). these indigenous peoples 
are recorded as having been present in the drakenstein when europeans first 
arrived. while centuries of extensive farm activity leaves little archaeological 
trace of their presence, their traditional practices have been passed down 
through the generations (malan, 2017).

laws enforcing land dispossession from indigenous people during the 1800s 
permitted the privatisation of land, making common grazing lands obsolete. 
Indigenous pastoralists relied on commonages to maintain financial 
independence. losing access left some groups no alternative other than 
assimilation into the rural labour force (malan, 2018). the displacement of the 
indigenous people from the dwars river valley area immediately initiated 
the imposition of spatial distinctions between master and slave, servant, or 
labourer. Slaves brought onto newly granted farms in the 17th century were 
not provided with their own accommodation, living instead in kitchens, lofts 
and other utilitarian spaces in the homestead (winter, 2014). 

Figure 10. Farm belonging to 
Jacobus van as, 
son of angela van 
Bengale

Figure 11.  Kolbe map of drakenstein (1727) showing Khoe encampments; location of 
Boschendal indicate - note position west of road (Glatigny et al., 2008: 314)

Figure 12.  Slave accommodation in formal werf layouts (walton, 1989)
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while early agriculture in the area was largely mixed, throughout the 18th and 
19th centuries the rural economy in this area became increasingly tied to wine 
farming, with the de villiers family, owners of Boschendal, one of the more  
prominent landowners of the drakenstein area (van Zyl, 1975). an equally 
wealthy landowner in the area during the 18th century was Jacobus van as, 
the son of former slave, angela van Bengale (Figure 10). His consolidated 
farms, sold to the de villiers family after his death, formed part of Boschendal 
farm (titlestad, 2008). 

the de villiers’ wealth increased and with it, the desire to express that wealth 
through improvements to their holdings, with the construction of purpose-
built slave accommodation. enslaved people were moved out of farmhouses 
into structures that formed a component of the formal, ordered Cape dutch 
farm werf. this spatial arrangement speaks equally of wealth and status as it 
does about the business of farming (Brink, 2008; Smuts, 2012) (Figure 12). 

Following the emancipation of slaves in 1834/1838, former slaves from 
Boschendal settled at the mission station, Pniël, from 1843. this offered an 
opportunity to live away from the farms. However, economic opportunities 
were limited, and the system of apprenticeship and indentured labour 
remained firmly entrenched. many freed slaves remained bound to the farms 

and farmers who had previously owned them. 

the landscape underwent its next great change at the end of the 19th century 
following the outbreak of phylloxera, which disrupted traditional farming 
practices in the Franschhoek region. with the wine economy in trouble and 
the value of the farms reduced, a gap developed in the market. Cecil John 
rhodes, an entrepreneur in search of an opportunity to “stimulate the fresh fruit 
industry” (aucamp, 1992), bought 20 afflicted farms for commercialisation.  
His company, rhodes Fruit Farms (rFF), was established shortly after.

rFF moved workers off the land to a purpose-built workers’ village near the 
farm, lanquedoc. Its design was influenced by the British “garden village” 
model, shaped by the arts and Crafts movement (todeschini et al., 2018).

at the beginning of the 20th century, existing racialised spatial practices were 
increasingly entrenched, and ultimately legislated under apartheid law. the 
provision of accommodation was achieved along racialised lines: separate 
villages were created to house workers of different racial “categories” as 
determined by the farm-owner or made familiar in society of the time. 

Figure 13.  Settlement patterns, restorative redevelopment (wolff architects, 2018)

Pniël Lanquedoc agterdam/uilkraal Lanquedoc ext.thembalethurhone & boschendal 
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early photographs of the rFF factory (Figure 15) show two separate enclaves 
of labour accommodation, each separate not only from the factory, but also 
from each other. Figure 15 shows the small xhosa settlement arranged in a 
traditional layout within the industrialised, working landscape. It was during 
this period, the height of Group areas planning, that the uilkraal cottages 
and a school for black labourers and their children were built on the east of 
the r301. the settlement was constructed concurrently with, but across the 
road from,  Cannery row, a community for white employees. 

a distinct example of the separate, racialised development in Boschendal 
farm is the single-male dormitory compound, thembalethu. the thembalethu 
Hostel or group farm worker residence, is significant as a building typology 
in its location. Procured in 1974 by the property owners, anglo american, 
this building may appear to be a standard worker hostel. Hostels are a 
South african labourer housing typology characterised by the routinised 
surveillance of its (usually) black inhabitants. But within Boschendal, the 300 
year old wine farm where thembalethu is built, it embodies the parable of 
coloniality and the “construction” of a particular citizen.

nationally, all hostels were designed to exist within a planned urban layout 
designed to isolate its residents from the society around them. Planning 
requirements by the Bantu affairs office even stipulated the exact distance 
a hostel should be should be from public and private roads and residences 
(rFF, 1974). an informal 19th century wagon dirt road alongside thembalethu—
not qualifying as public infrastructure—became a means for the farm worker 
community to connect with others and with the natural environment near the 
farm. there are undoubtedly many memories and worker histories connected 
to these sites, and to activities such as the weekly soccer matches played 
between workers from uilkraal and thembalethu.

In 2004, under new ownership, all farm residents were evicted and resettled 
into a township outside the farm property. evictees, including the hundreds 
of thembalethu workers that remained in the valley, were moved into rdP 
houses in lanquedoc extension, a newly-made settlement adjacent to the 
historic Baker-designed village. the move was contested by many former 
residents (land Claims Court, 2006). It was the first mass resettlement in the 
valley in the period post-1994 democratic elections. 

thembalethu hostel is currently unoccupied and is occasionally leased out 
as a film set. the former worker cottages have been earmarked for or already 
adapted for use for corporate hospitality.

Figure 14.  Cottages at lanquedoc village (Boschendal archive)

Figure 15.  aerial of extended rFF cannery, 1960s; insets show the coloured (l) and black (r) 
settlements(manning Catalogue, rFF).
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Figure 16.  2005 uilkraal (right) across the road from Cannery row (left) (Google earth, 2018) 

Figure 17.  unoccupied thembalethu dormitory units (wolff architects, 2018) 

Figure 18.  Boschendal’s mid-century modernist worker cottage typology (wolff architects, 
2018)

Figure 19.  lanquedoc extension resettlement (wolff architects, 2018).
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5.4  Black leisure landscapes

Prior to the legislative racialisation of space in the second half of the 20th 

century, the workers of Boschendal and the surrounding areas had relatively 
free access to the natural features of the dwars river valley. the recreational 
use of the valley, whether for relaxation, ritual or foraging, was a significant 
aspect of non-work life for the villagers in the valley. 

the notion of black leisure spaces can often be reduced to only places of 
cultural practice and activities related to non-farm economic skills and work. 
However, while these are significant to the spatial history of Boschendal, 
there was a range of other leisure activities related to the landscape. maps, 
photographs and oral narratives indicate that the historic recreational use of 
the land existed both in formalised and informal activities. this reading of the 
archive allows us to re-imagine the landscape as a more egalitarian space—
accessible to all and enjoyed by all. 

the image below shows a row of farm workers in sports uniform, standing behind 
a rugby ball, with “1930” written on it. Behind, is a clearing lined with trees, a 
house, and in the distance, the mountain range outlined. this image speaks 
of the formal organization of team sport and structure within the Boschendal 
farm. the repeated activities: practice, matches and interaction with other 
similar clubs in the area, speaks of social networks and commonalities. 

It is symbolic of the farm labourers’ free movement and occupation (or even 
perhaps the temporary possession) of a space that was otherwise labour 
landscape.

the 1967 issue of the publication, Alpha, shows a cosmopolitan couple, 
described as “city dwellers” visiting Pniël’s riverside to picnic. the space was 
not only a place of leisure for the residents of Pniël but a source of income 
for the village. an entry fee was charged to visitors, who, in peak season 
amounted to 300 people, (Steyn, 1967) enjoying the natural beauty on the 
banks of the dwars river. the river was also, historically, used for refrigeration 
and fishing and remains in the collective memories of the people in the 
valley, holding significant emotional and cultural relevance. the book, Pniël 
en sy Mense, is an intimate account of the history of Pniël by members of its 
society. It has stories and photographs of the relationship its people had with 
the river:  children swimming in the river, in pools built each year in the same 
spot to dam the water; women gathering to wash clothes along its banks. 

the mountains were also sites of leisure. their natural beauty and spatial 
distinction from the integrated work/home landscape established the 
mountain areas as places of rest.  Both the waterfall and Silvermines  at the 
drakenstein and Simonsberg mountain ranges (respectively) were, according 
to residents, weekend destinations (Pastor-makhurane, 2005). 

Figure 20.  rhodes Fruit Farm rugby team, 1930 (university of Cape town archives, 2019).
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the mountains were also a popular destination for holiday-makers, who 
have been photographed camping there. Some of the informal routes 
and footpaths  leading to these public areas were considered to be social 
connectors to other villages, in addition to being recreational destinations. 

vast parts of the landscape have since been privatised, restricting access to 
historic routes and activities.  

5.5  notions of labour as living

although often policed, places of work offered some opportunity for 
socialisation, where labourers sharing time, space and duties allowed for 
friendships, networks and relationships to develop. the capacity for people 
to forge bonds with their fellow workers is an enduring aspect of human social 
interaction that transcends the nature of the tasks at hand.  we see this in the 
images of women doing laundry in the dwars river; although it is an act of 
labour, there is a perceived sense of a community.  viewing labour through 
this lens lends workers agency, individuality and independent humanity by 
recognising those essential human traits common across social divides.

agency is further evident in the extensive records of inhabitants of Pniël 
working for non-farm wages for their own ends. Pniël residents were able 
to establish social networks and senses of personhood that are plural and 
diverse because it was not solely tied to them being labourers at Boschendal. 
In addition, the small plots assigned to each property when the mission was 
established were tended by residents of Pniël, allowing  them to grow their 
own produce, and even sell it in times of surplus (Cyster, et al., 2008). Indeed, 
many inhabitants of the village were not permanently employed by the farm, 
but worked there seasonally to supplement the living they could eke from 
their own allotments (Scully, 1986: 13). 

Further to this, the social cohesion fostered through life in Pniël as opposed 
to on a farm, allowed for the establishment of generational practices such as 
the gathering of local natural resources, ranging from firewood to foraging 
for indigenous, edible plants, veldkos, flowers and medicinal plants. these 
are resources considered to be crucial to their heritage and health, by the 
labourer community in the valley (Pastor-makhurane, 2005).  

Figure 21.  Historic image of the picnickers on the banks of the dwars river (alpha magazine, 
august 1967, Boschendal archive).

Figure 22.  Historic image of child swimming at Faniedam in the dwars river (Cyster et 2008).
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5.6  notions of labour as servitude

the fourth notion that requires consideration is the notion of labour as 
servitude, which is perhaps the conceptualisation of workers in and on the 
land, an image that comes most readily to mind when imagining labourer  
histories of Boschendal. this notion denotes the physical hardship of labour, 
the repetitiveness of policed menial tasks associated with factory work and 
the authoritarian structures in place. 

while these conditions certainly do not warrant celebrating, they were, from 
the earliest days of the 20th century, the lived experience of the majority of 
workers in the dwars river valley. the rapid expansion of rhodes Fruit Farm 
introduced more mechanised methods of production.  Corporate farming was 
instituted and with it a change in land use and farming practices. Systems of 
labour thereafter comprised of re-assigning roles and working relationships. 

Hierarchies remained racialised, and labourers were assigned repetitive tasks 
that were generally performed indefinitely, whether full–time or seasonally, 
in some instances over several generations (ref Pniël). this type of labour 
is associated with the absence of opportunities for betterment and other 
factors common to manual labour and menial tasks of corporate production.  

the outcomes of these changes are recorded in numerous images from the 
time that depict series of rows of people and machines, often under the 
watchful eye of white overseers, with the tasks of an entire day reduced to a 
tiny, restricted component task of a production line.

5.7   mining Practice within the winelands

Boschendal farm has a legacy of being operated by individuals and businesses 
related to the mining industry. the origins of the trend can be traced back to 
Cecil John rhodes, a mining entrepreneur who purchased Boschendal and 
19 other farms in drakenstein (aucamp, 1992) to form most of what is now 
known as the farm estate. Consolidating smaller mining claims in Kimberly into 
larger conglomerates was how rhodes made his wealth in mining (rotberg, 
1988) and he applied this strategy when he established the farm.

Sir abe Bailey, a randlord who made his wealth in diamond mining, purchased 
the farm in 1937 from de Beers, the mining corporation that had run Boschendal 
farm from 1925. From 1940 to 1968, the farm was run by various businesses 
before it was purchased by anglo american and de Beers to form amfarms in 
1969 (winter & Baumann, 2013). In 2010, a mining conglomerate, JCI Holdings, 

Figure 23.  women performing labour as a communal activity (Gribble, General: Boschendal 
archive)

Figure 24.  women performing labour as a communal activity (Gribble, General: Boschendal 
archive)
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founded by Barney Barnato (yet another mining mogul) in 1889, acquired 
the controlling 62% share of the farm (JCI, 2010). 

the significance of this observation lies in the effect of the transference of 
mining spatial practices onto Boschendal farm’s landscape and the valley. 
Both the mining and agricultural industries require ownership of large tracts 
of land. with it, owners have the ability to define the sub-cultural identity of 
the large groups of the labourers they employ. these “communities” in which 
labourers were organised, were spaces produced with powerful constraints 
to social mobility. Further, the mining hostel, an “enduring feature of the 
South african urban-industrial landscape”, (Crush, 1992) was introduced to 
the rural agrarian context of Boschendal. Hostels were mediums of industrial 
discipline and surveillance, and a highly developed spatial practice that 
compounded existing paternalistic practices. Boschendal’s thembalethu 
Hostel was procured by amfarms to accommodate black, single-sex migrant 
labourers. Introducing housing for hundreds of new male residents in the farm, 
could have, we assume, caused a societal shift to an existing community of 
family units.

the hostel construction came on the heels of major infrastructural and 
physical changes to the natural landscape. modifications and devlopments 
included man-made dams, increasingly productive landscapes, mechanised 
transport and labour cottages amongst others. thembalethu, the dense 
5500m2 housing development was an additional alteration to land use.

this notion of corporate, regimented organisation of space is something to 
be explored further.

Figure 25. Food Industries of Sa, april 1949, (Boschendal archive)

Figure 26.  Historic images of mechanised systems of labour depicting women sorting fruit and 
in the pack shed under supervison (rFF, Boschendal archives).

Figure 27. men quarrying stone (Gribble Collection)
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Figure 28. rFF Factory (Boschendal archive).

Figure 29. anglo american Farming remaining sign (wolff architects, 2018).
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6.0  movement and aCCeSS

Critical to the principles of restorative redevelopment and the framework 
established by means of the notions described above, is access to and 
movement through the dwars river valley.

Boschendal can facilitate access to and through its boundaries, and public 
access can be reinstated. as a major land owner in the dwars river valley, 
a reinstating of access is a substantial gesture of restorative redevelopment. 

there are primary routes of access and movement, features that have 
historically physically linked the settlements. one of them is the old wapad. 
the potential exists for access to this pedestrian route to be reinstated and 
for it to act as focus of activities that serve to link the valley co-inhabitants 
through sharing experiences and common spaces.

the “ou wapad” or old wagon road, is said to be a road historically linking 
the neighbourhoods of Banhoek, Kylemore, Johannesdal, lanquedoc and 
Pniël, all the way up the road to Franschoek (Pastor-makhurane, 2005). the 
path was a part of a network of roads that were links to places of leisure, ritual 
and the many landscape features of the valley. the ou wapad is located 
east of the dwars river and joins the r45 and the r301 towards the north and 
beyond the southern parts of the farm. the path currently serves as a farm 
road and is used by tractors and leisure cyclists. 

In order to trace the origins of the path, we reviewed maps of the greater 
Paarl and Stellenbosch areas from the 19th century. we identified a route that 
fits the description in a 1902 survey map (Casgrain, 1902). It can be traced 
along the dwars river valley farmworker villages; including through the then 
newly established lanquedoc.  later in the 20th century, thembalethu and 
the york Farm dormitories, (single-sex hostels), were built along the route and 
became part of the village network (See annexure d). this is considered to be 
of significant social value because the various villages were mostly racially 
homogenous, enclaved communities. For this reason, it could be said that the 
route promoted social cohesion. the privatisation of the farm’s landscape in 
recent years has restricted access to the route for its former users. 

wolff architects’ research outcomes suggest that access and movement 
both socially and spatially, were the most recurring impediments to the social 
mobility of those living in farmworkers’ villages. 

as part of any intervention, this route has the potential to be a medium for 
future development of the farm. an approach to development that follows 
the principles of restorative redevelopment would include thoughtful and 
effective interventions. there is an opportunity to reintegrate the route into a 
larger movement system that would support shared, multicultural interventions 
for the valley as a whole. 

any development could focus on a landscaping and collective heritage 
strategy to reinstate this historic road link to its former, wider use. Further 
social research should be undertaken. 

Figure 30. ou wapad (wolff architects, 2018).
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6.1  the History and development of the ou wapad

wolff architects have identified the old footpath/wagon track through the 
eastern portion of Boschendal as an important landscape element that 
provides an opportunity to create meaningful linkages between settlements 
that share the dwars river valley. 

the route, as it currently exists, is not a longstanding historical linkage, but 
rather appears to have arisen from a variety of routes that were established 
across the north eastern extent of Boschendal through time (titlestad, 2011). 

one of the earliest maps of the region (Figure 10) shows the road past 
Boschendal as passing to the east of the farmstead, on the western bank of 
the dwars river. It must be assumed that this alignment is either inaccurate, 
or was superseded by a more distant alignment, possibly as traffic increased 
across the region. other historical maps show that during the C18th, the main 
route through the valley was on the eastern side of the dwars river, following 
the contour line around the lower slopes of Groot drakenstein mountain and 
passing both normandy and l’ormarins (Figure 32 to Figure 34). through 
time, several paths and roads emerged that serviced foot and road travel 
between farms, worker enclaves and settlements, supplementing this main 
transport route 

the main route along the contours traversed the area where lanquedoc was 
to be located, and when that settlement was built at the turn of the C20th, 
the traditional route were disrupted, with new routes established to service 
the new settlement (Figure 35 and Figure 36). 

the primary element of the new route to and through lanquedoc comprised a 
track that had developed along the eastern bank of the dwars river, leading 
from the Franschhoek road (later the r45). this road serviced the northeastern 
portion of Boschendal and, until the establishment of lanquedoc had not 
extended further south than the bridge across the dwars river south of 
rhone (Figure 35). this alignment still exists, and is the most formalised of the 
various tracks that comprise the “ou wapad”. It traverses portions 1, 11 and 
12 of 1674, Boschendal, passing thembalethu and york Farm and providing 
access to the Piggery. the road is a wide dirt track in variable condition. It is 
used for agricultural vehicles and is fenced off at the north and south. once 
lanquedoc was established, the track was extended southwards to the new 
settlement where it became Hoofstraat. 

a second route into lanquedoc ran from the rhone farmstead, crossing the 
dwars river at the bridge south of rhone. this route then merged with the 
formalised route into the settlement (Figure 36 to Figure 38). 

at the time that this alignment is first depicted (1901), a further route appears 
on maps – a route along the river’s eastern bank, branching off just beyond 
the bridge, and avoiding lanquedoc. the route rejoins the older alignment 
beyond lanquedoc, also providing access to Bethlehem and terminating in 
Kylemore. the reasons for this alternative alignment are unclear, but it possibly 
provided an alternative to a heavily used vehicular route for pedestrians 
headed beyond lanquedoc. 

Further transport routes were established on either side of the river during the 
C19th. the western alignment, which serviced the historical settlements of 
rhone, Boschendal and Papiermolen (Pniel) became formalised as the r310 
and various farm access roads in the C20th. 

6.2  the Social Significance of the ou wapad 

as can thus be seen, while the route has historic elements, and evolved from 
other historic routes and alignments, it cannot and should not be read as 
an historic feature, or a tangible resource. Its heritage significance, rather, 
is intangible and arises from its social and associational importance, and 
its physical presence in the landscape. the route served historically as a 
linkage between settlements and across landscapes. this link allowed for the 
creation and maintenance of social connections that were otherwise limited, 
facilitating a form of mobility amongst people whose lives were marked for 
their complete absence of social or economic mobility. as such, the route has 
high social, historical, symbolic and intangible significance that transcends 
its physical form. 

this social significance is illustrated in the accounts of the road, its purpose 
and importance, as recorded in the Pastor-makhurane’s 2005 report: an 
analysis of the Social value of Heritage resources in the dwars river valley. 
this report records the outcomes of surveys conducted with current and 
former residents of Pniel, Kylemore, lanquedoc and Simondium, focusing 
on “community perceptions and perspectives of the cultural landscape in 
the valley in so far as they may have an impact on the cultural heritage 
resources in the area and the legal obligation for the protection of these 
non-renewable resources” (Pastor-makhurane, 2005: 3).  
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Pastor-makhurane describes the use of the footpath as a cultural practice 
that reflects the landscape as the labourers would have been familiar with 
it, and that this practice was a vital element contributing towards social 
cohesion linking the people across the valley. 

access to routes such as this, served to maintain social connectedness, 
whether this access was explicitly permitted or not. Indeed, although this 
is not borne out in fact, community representatives believed there to be a 
servitude on the ouwapad allowing access and passage along it between 
farms. 

where new developments have entailed the portioning off of land behind 
fences and gates, this access and passage has been denied, and this, in turn 
has terminated historic social and cultural practices and thereby undermined 
social cohesion. 

Ideally, the route should be reinstated as a means of passage across and 
through the landscape, and as a tangible means of social redress. 

6.3  Grading of the wapad 

In terms of grading the wapad, the social and symbolic significance of the 
route holds far more weight than either its physical form or mapped alignment. 
Intangible significance, such as that held by the route cannot readily be 
mapped, and does not always require mapping. the two alighments are 
clearly visible in the landscape, and remain in use, although use of the 
northern section is limited to use by Boschendal for farming purposes. 

we have mapped both the formalised road, originating at the r45 and 
becoming lanquedoc Hoofstraat, and the footpath along the dwars river, 
and accorded these alignments a Grade IIIa grading, in recognition of the 
very high social significance of the historic movement and access afforded 
through the landscape by these routes. as such, this grading is not, and does 
not need to be, associated specifically with any physical delineation, but is 
tied, rather to the notions of movement and access.

Figure 31.  view north along wapad on 12/1674, Boschendal (rSa, 2019).

Figure 32.  view of gated wapad towards lanquedoc; view to south. road at right of image leads 
to rhone across dwars river Bridge (rSa, 2019)
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Figure 33.  Freehold land Grants of the South western Cape Colony 1657-1750. Prepared by leonard Guelke, Private Collection (titlestad, 2005-2007). 
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Figure 34.  military Survey of the districts of Hottentots Holland, Stellenbosch and Franshhoek dated 1808. Prepared by thibault (Ca/m3/405) (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 35.  Surveyor General’s Compilation of the dwars river valley 1820 to 1880 (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 36.  divisional map of Paarl dated 1900. Prepared by Surveyor General (Ca m2/907) (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 37.  Inch Series of Cape Paarl and Stellenbosch districts dated 1901. unknown mapping Section (Kr CPa 1901) (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 38.  topographical Survey, Berg river Project dated 1996. Prepared by the department of water affairs (Boschendal Collection) (titlestad, 2005-2007).
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Figure 39.  1935 topographical map showing footpaths and routes across and along the dwars river and 
through lanquedoc (CSG, 2019).
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7.0   ProPoSed GradInGS

Current ratified gradings, as reflected on SaHrIS and the Stellenbosch 
municipal Heritage Survey show a distinct bias towards white, settler, farm 
owner heritage. this is exacerbated, in the instance of the Stellenbosch 
Heritage Survey by the necessary high level at which the survey was 
undertaken. 

the recognised sites illustrate the general absence of informed gradings 
pertaining to aspects of social history and practice, and 20th Century built 
form in previous studies. the principles of restorative redevelopment make 
the case for filling these gaps and revisiting the structures and features 
selected for grading and gradings where these do exist. 

this does not mean that the heritage of the workers and local inhabitants of 
Boschendal has not been considered (aikman, 2005; winter, 2013). However, 
the gradings proposed for these less prominent forms of heritage have not, 
as yet been ratified. Part of this assessment has included a review of the 
gradings ascribed to workers’ cottages and farm buildings across Boschendal 
Farm, and formal proposal of gradings for these. these grading reviews have 
been undertaken with specific reference to social history, twentieth century 
built form and social practice in the affected areas. 

the graded sites are mapped below (Figure 39 to Figure 43). resources have 
been mapped according to their site categories: 

• Cottage Clusters - these are worker’s cottages, either in groups or singly; 
• Farm Buildings - these are utilitarian, functional structures located in the 

landscape, either free-standing or associated with farmsteads outside of 
formally recognised farm werfs; 

• manager’s Houses - this category comprises houses purpose built for 
managers, rather than labourers or farm owners; 

• Farmsteads - this category encompasses farm owner’s houses: the Cape 
dutch and later forms for which the winelands are famous, as well as the 
other components, such as cellar buildings, slave lodges and similar, that 
make up the historic werf where this is a formal construct. 

the first series of maps illustrates the distribution of different categories of 
sites across the landscape, mapped according to site type (Figure 39 to 
Figure 42). the farmsteads and some of the manager’s cottages are the only 
sites formally graded, all others carry proposed gradings derived from this 
analysis and previous work (aikman, 2005 and winter, 2013). the maps clearly 
show the unequal distribution of sites in the landscape and the weighting of 
gradings in favour of settler heritage. 

the final map provides an overview of all heritage resources identified and 
graded within Boschendal, as well as the historic core of lanquedoc (Figure 
43). this map depicts the formally recognised heritage resources (including 
sites not yet formally graded that fall within the same categories of site type) 
and those sites recognised to hold social, symbolic and historic significance 
within the framework of restorative redevelopment. 

detailed analysis of all these sites is provided by means of grading sheets 
included in the appendices. new grading sheets have been generated for 
sites not previously formally graded (annexure B). where sites have been 
formally recognised, their grading sheets have been extracted from the 
Stellenbosch municipal Heritage Survey (annexure C). added to this list are 
those sites, predominantly from the site category manager’s Houses, that 
pertain to the type of settler heritage that has previously been generally 
recognised as holding heritage significance.
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Figure 40.  distribution and grading of workers’ cottages on Boschendal (rSa, 2019).
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Figure 41.  distribution and grading of managers’ houses on Boschendal (rSa, 2019).
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Figure 42.  distribution and grading of agricultural buildings on Boschendal (rSa, 2019).
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Figure 43.  distribution and grading of farmsteads on Boschendal (rSa, 2019).
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Figure 44.  Composite Boschendal heritage resource grading map (rSa, 2019).



44 Baseline Study: Heritage Inputs into Boschendal Conceptual Framework  Rennie Scurr Adendorff Architects  November 2019

8.0  Statement oF SIGnIFICanCe

the statement of significance for the wider Boschendal Farmscape is well 
determined at this point. It is an integral, contributing element of the Grade 
I Cape winelands Cultural landscape, within which it is located, and the 
dwars river valley within that landscape. the significance of the farm is 
encapsulated in Baumann et al., 2017: 28):

• It is highly representative of the Cape winelands Cultural landscape in 
terms of the visual dominance of a productive agricultural landscape, 
dramatic mountain-valley setting, its collection of historical farm 
werfs, cottages and villages, and pattern of historical tree alignments.

• It reflects a pattern of early colonial settlement and expansion during 
the late 17th and 18th centuries with an emphasis on agricultural 
production concentrated in the well watered fertile valleys.

• It has played a key role in the history of the fruit industry with the 
establishment of rhodes Fruit Farms and its association with important 
figures in the development of the export fruit industry at the turn of 
the 20th century.

• It has the strong presence of a major corporate institution (rhodes Fruit 
Farms-amfarms) spanning more than a century and its associated 
impacts on the landscape in terms of farming methods, infrastructure, 
built form, patterns of labour and institutional memory.

• It has a concentration of highly important heritage places with 
Boschendal and rhone and their landscape settings providing 
a pivotal set piece within the valley system. Its rich architectural 
and settlement history reflects the evolution of the Cape farm werf 
tradition from the 18th century, the influence of the arts and Crafts 
movement and the work of one of South africa’s foremost architects, 
Herbert Baker.

• It also reflects a range of built form and settlement typologies, e.g. farm 
werfs, managerial residences, farm cottages, planned labourer’s 
villages (lanquedoc and thembalethu hostel) and mission settlement 
(Pniel).

• It has a distinctive and legible pattern of agricultural settlement 
which has evolved in response to fertile soils, water availability and 
movement routes, and has resulted in a pattern of farm werfs strung 
out along the dwars and Berg rivers. the riverine corridor contributes 
significantly to the setting and provides strong edge conditions to 
heritage places, e.g. rhone and Boschendal.

• It has a strong relationship with a regional scenic route network, e.g. 
the r310, and variation of views ranging from dramatic distant views 
towards the mountains and focused views on landmark buildings, 
e.g. Boschendal.

• It reflects the history of farm labour, i.e. slavery, indentured labour, 
wage labour, migrant labour, and related shifts from a feudal to a 
corporate to a democratic order. Its community has worked and 
inhabited the landscape for generations resulting in strong linkages 
between place and social identity.

It is this last point that requires further unpacking, and which is the main 
driver of the principles of restorative redevelopment. there is considerable 
social, historic, symbolic and intangible significance lent the site by virtue of 
the presence - and noticeable absence - of the farm labourers who have 
worked and lived on the land for generations. 

this group can be considered to occupy an uncomfortable conceptual 
space between the recognition of the hardship of slavery, slave labour and its 
conditions, and the celebration of liberation history. their tangible heritage, 
represented by dwelling places, factories, worked landscapes, is protected 
only when it conforms to notions of aesthetic or architectural splendour. this 
negates the realities of life as a farm labourer through time. this heritage is 
encapsulated in the pedestrian and mundane minutiae of daily life on these 
historic farms. It also resides in the intangible Indigenous Knowledge Systems 
derived from generational use of and life in the natural and wilderness spaces 
and resources of the area. 



45Baseline Study: Heritage Inputs into Boschendal Conceptual Framework  Rennie Scurr Adendorff Architects  November 2019

Part C: baseLIne HerItage InPut Into draft ConCePtuaL fraMeWorK

9.0  maPPInG oF HerItaGe oPPortunItIeS and ConStraIntS 

updated mapping of heritage opportunities and constraints within the guiding 
framework of restorative redevelopment is based on the existing mapping 
of the area, predominantly utilising the Stellenbosch Heritage Inventory and 
the extensive work of winter, Baumann, dewar and louw, as contained in 
the Bibliography (see page 67) at the end of this report. 

with this body of work to build on, it was possible to begin the mapping 
exercise with a predetermined list of constraints and opportunities. 

Preliminary Constraints:
• existing public roads including the r310 which divides the farm and valley, 

and smaller roads traversing the area; 
• Intersections of minor roads with the r310 and allowable distances between 

intersections; 
• existing avenues of mature trees along r310 and dwars river; 
• existing water courses, wetlands and drainage channels; 
• Site topography; 
• existing flood lines; 
• existing buildings which can be retained or repurposed; 
• Surrounding land uses i.e. agricultural, industrial, office, police station, 

clinic and residential; 
• agricultural potential of land and land not currently used for agriculture/ 

cultivation; and 
• Infrastructure capacity. 

Heritage, Planning and urban design Constraints and opportunities: 
• dwars river Heritage overlay Zone; 
• rural scenic route determination along r310 and r45 – consent required 

within 200m of scenic route (already within HoZ); 
• Setback lines from r310 and r45 to retain certain rural quality views; 
• Setback lines from recognized heritage resources (rhone, Boschendal, 

Goede Hoop, excelsior, nieuwedorp, Champagne werfs, rhodes Cottage 
and annex, lanquedoc village, Pniel Church werf, Silvermine industrial 
settlement); 

• view cones from historical recognized heritage resources and scenic routes; 
• Building lines as imposed by zoning scheme and legislation; 
• Setback lines from existing wetlands; and 
• Parking requirements.
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10.0  HerItaGe IndICatorS and GuIdelIneS

10.1   Indicators adopted from the Boschendal Heritage Impact Scoping 
report (Baumann et al., 2012)

the Boschendal Heritage Impact Scoping report (Baumann et al., 2012) 
includes valuable mapping of “composite indicators” for the Groot 
drakenstein-Simondium valley. these maps were based on specialist studies, 
and developed through rigorous on-site analysis that has taken place over 
many years (louw and dewar, 2005; Pastor-makhurane, 2005; winter and 
Baumann, 2006; dewar and louw, 2007). they further served to inform the 
most recent heritage assessments of Boschendal (Baumann et al., 2017) 
and have been reviewed and supported by Heritage western Cape in their 
assessment of the Boschendal village application; as such they can be 
considered accepted base maps for further heritage analysis.

two important issues underpin these indicators (dewar and louw, 2007). the 
first of these is the exceptionally high significance of the landscape which 
“demands that a conservative view must be taken to any development 
application, to ensure that the character and quality of the area as a totality 
is not compromised” (dewar and louw, 2007: 4). the second is the necessary 
recognition that “the natural landscape is an essential part of the heritage of 
the area; the cultural landscape is a central dimension of the environment” 
and that ‘[t]hey therefore cannot be approached as separate processes” 
(dewar and louw, 2007: 4).

Baumann et al. (2015: 4) note the following regarding their approach to 
regional settlement formation: 

[It] was driven by a concern with authenticity...[and] to be authentic, 
settlement could not simply be scattered anywhere. rather, each 
new development parcel should contribute to an emerging and 
strengthening system, where the different elements of the system lean 
synergistically on each other. the settlement system should relate to 
historical investments in infrastructure: the settlement zones should 
be concentrated within the zones of influence of two emerging, 
hierarchical, regional corridors effectively confining settlement to 
the periphery of the working farm. 

In terms of settlement, four principles, in particular, were seen as 
being central to authenticity: 
• maintaining the dominance of wilderness and the working 

agricultural landscape; 
• maintaining and enhancing continuities (of green space and of 

movement); 
• respecting the valley section – no development on ridge-lines, 

steep slopes or public view-cones; and building on the agricultural 
superblock. 

the overall approach is one of consolidation and integration, not 
scatter.

this approach to understanding existing settlement strategies as a means to 
conceptualising future development possibilities remains fundamental in the 
approach adopted in terms of restorative redevelopment.

the indicators derived from this work were spatialised and mapped in three 
categories: 
• natural Systems, 
• Heritage and Cultural landscapes and 
• Public Structures and design Factors. 

although written for a different end-goal, these indicators remain significant 
and, for the most part, unchanging in the landscape.  For this reason, these 
composite indicators are brought forward as key indicators for use in this 
scoping report with the acknowledgement that frame the approach of this 
scoping report.
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10.2  Indicator mapping

10.2.1  natural environment: Geology, soils, topography, climate, hydrology, 
flora and fauna.

this map highlights valuable natural attributes in the valley that require 
protection and identifies various no-go and tread lightly areas. 

ridge-lines, land steeper than 9° and elevated slopes, i.e. above the 320m 
contour line are identified as no-go landforms, while no building is indicated 
for sites on good agricultural soils or embedded moderate soils. 

areas within the 100 year floodplain, wetlands, areas prone to flooding 
and riverine corridors are categorised as no-go areas, as are areas of high/ 
moderate biodiversity value. rare and endangered indigenous fauna/flora 
that mainly occurs on the upper slopes of Simonsberg mountain and around 
wetland areas of the Groot drakenstein require protection and promotion, 
while migratory paths also require consideration. 

the map further indicates areas that require clearing of alien vegetation to 
enhance the significance of the botanical and faunal ecology. 

relevance Going Forward 

natural features in this environment are static, such that the mapping of 
topography, slopes, geology, soils and, for the most part, water bodies and 
courses remain pertinent to the current study. 

natural systems, however, are more prone to change, including changes in 
climate, flora and fauna, and, as such, constraints derived from the mapping 
of these systems require constant revision and review. 

as such, the limitations posed by static natural features on possible 
developments is carried forward in recognition of the sensitivities of these 
features in framing the wilderness and agricultural landscapes. 

However, while this map provides a useful benchmark to test for change 
through time, historically derived floral and faunal information is less useful. 
updated mapping is necessary for any proposed developments on a case by 
case basis, and natural systems are not carried forward from this map.
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Figure 3: The Groot Drakenstein-Simondium Valley: Composite Constraints and Informants Relating to the Natural Environment
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Figure 45.  Composite Constraints and Informants relating to the natural environment (Baumann, et al., 2017: 35).
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10.2.2  Heritage and Cultural landscape: landscape character, archaeology 
and historical built form and settings.

this map illustrates the features that comprise the cultural landscape, 
including structures within the landscape as well as various less obvious 
elements reflecting human use of that landscape through time. 

the map identifies the historic farm werf of the valley: Boschendal, excelsior, 
nieuwedorp, Goede Hoop and Bethlehem, and maps them within extensive 
zones of heritage sensitivities. these zones are flagged as areas where “[n]o 
or limited new development...subject to more detailed heritage assessment 
at a precinct or site specific level’ is indicated (dewar and louw, 2007: 6). 

In addition to this focus on the “historical architectural set pieces of the 
valley (e.g. rhone, Boschendal, Goede Hoop, Bethlehem, rhodes Cottage/ 
nieuwedorp), protection and enhancement is recommended for other 
conservation-worthy places including cottages, ruins, outbuildings and social 
facilities. landscape settings and historical fabric should be retained and 
enhanced, while demolition should be permitted for structures of no or limited 
heritage. the towns of Pniel, Kylemore and languedoc are also indicated. 

Historic Pedestrian linkages - as based on community perspective as recorded 
by Pastor-makhurane (2005) - shows the wapad that links the valley along a 
north-east/south-west axis, as well as the less formalised paths traversing the 
valley, from the Groot drakenstein range to Simonsberg. 

It is recommended that new development should integrate with these existing 
settlement and route structures, while previous interventions that are at odds 
with historic settlement patterns should not be repeated or reinforced. 

the map also indicates schematic areas of “mountain-related places of 
retreat and recreation” - also based on community perceptions as recorded 
by Pastor-makhurane (2005) - that would have been used generationally 
by inhabitants in the valley, and can be seen as an important community 
heritage resources (Baumann et al, 2012: 14). these areas relate strongly to the 
notion of “Black leisure landscapes” as expressed in the wolff paradigm of 
restorative redevelopment and represent places of intangible significance 
in terms of the practice of Indigenous Knowledge Systems - gathering plant 
food and medicines - as well as leisure pursuits (Pastor-makhurane, 2005). 

Patterns of Historically Significant Planting eg. wind-breaks and avenues, and 
notable tree alignment along roads are mapped. these planting patterns and 
trees of significance are indicated as requiring protection and enhancement. 

Burial sites are noted as lone markers in the landscape, all within the valley 
plane and close to settlement. 

the map also notes an areas of “early Industrial landscape” on the slopes 
of the Simonsberg mountain. this designation relates to the industrial and 
historical archaeological structures and features of the silvermining operations 
there, namely the mine shafts, dwellings and mill. 

relevance Going Forward 

the information contained in this map is the most relevant for the particular focus 
of this scoping report, as it represents the historic pathways and settlements 
of the valley that the guiding principles of restorative redevelopment seek 
to re-vision, re-use and harness, as expressed in the Conceptual Framework. 

the focus of this map on the set pieces of rhone, Boschendal, etc, illustrates 
the propensity to view the heritage of the farm owner as more significant, 
more important and more conservation worthy than the heritage of the 
slaves and labourers who lived and worked on the farms, or the settlements 
that arose around them. 

despite this unequal weighting of landowner heritage, worker and communitiy 
heritage is recognised through the mapping of routes, wilderness areas and 
structures utilised by labourers and local neighbouring stakeholders. 

while elements of this map remain useful, the visual and conceptual 
dominance of the farmsteads in the landscape requires review. this in turn 
will facilitate a reconsideration of the significance of the other aspects of the 
valley that contribute to the heritage and cultural landscape.
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Figure 4: The Groot Drakenstein-Simondium Valley: Composite Constraints and Informants: Heritage and Cultural Landscape
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Figure 46.  Composite Constraints and Informants relating to Heritage and Cultural landscapes (Baumann et al., 2017: 36).
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10.2.3  Public Structure and design: regional settlement and route structure, 
bulk infrastructure, architecture, social facilities, planting.

this map records the presence and location in the landscape of public 
facilities, which are located across the landscape, but clustered in settlements 
such as Pniel.

the scenic routes of the r45 and r310 are indicated, with their buffers shown. 
these roads are, necessarily, important transport and structuring routes 
that connect and also, significantly in the case of Boschendal, bisect the 
landscape.

Public view cones from various points along the scenic routes, as well as from 
various public facilities are also indicated.

relevance Going Forward

the continued observance of the presence and importance of scenic routes, 
their buffers, and viewcones that retain their scenic and heritage importance, 
speaks to the successful implementation of heritage management in the 
dwars river valley. that this map can be retained for use to inform sensitivity 
and opportunity and constraints mapping illlustrates application of and 
adherence to the basic tenets of heritage conservation management, in the 
face of increasing development pressures. 
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Figure 47.  Composite Constraints and Informants relating to existing Public Structure and design Factors (Baumann et al., 2017: 37).



54 Baseline Study: Heritage Inputs into Boschendal Conceptual Framework  Rennie Scurr Adendorff Architects  November 2019

10.2.4 mapping Settlement Patterns

Further to these maps, several diagrams were produced as part of the 
previous heritage sensitivity mapping undertaken for proposed or possible 
developments on Boschendal (Baumann et al, 2015). these diagrams illustrate 
the considerations necessary to ensure the retention of rural authenticity 
when planning development within the Boschendal cultural landscape. 

the central principles revolve around retaining the dominance of wilderness 
and working agricultural landscapes. retention of these two landscape 
characters demands the management and enhancement of the two systems in 
parallel and complementary fashions, as well as managing their independent 
requirements and the interfaces between them. neglect of either system 
has negative implications for the other, while retaining, enhancing and 
promoting them is vital to their ongoing success as an authentic, living part of 
the feedback system that creates and sustains evolving cultural landscapes. 

the retention of agricultural continuity recognises that the sense of place 
derived from the long history of agriculture in the dwars river valley is 
dependent on those entrenched systems enduring. Interruption or cessation 
of agricultural production would result in the erosion and undermining of 
the qualities of the valley. Similarly, development sprawl encroaching on 
agricultural land, overdevelopment of existing structures in the land - derelict 
or otherwise - and developments that ignore organic, historic settlement 
patterns will all serve to disrupt the perceived continuity of the agricultural 
landscape, as well as potentially negatively impacting agricultural production. 

respecting historic settlement patterns which are organically derived systems 
embedded in the agricultural and natural landscapes, requires that steep 
slopes and ridge lines remain devoid of development. this limitation restricts 
development to those zones previously settled and/or utilised, and retains 
the wilderness areas in their unchanged, scenic state. 

agricultural superblocks - large tracts of farmland forming distinct parcels, 
usually bounded by roads and serviced by smaller internal roads and tracks - 
serve as useful planning tools, and should be respected and maintained. the 
continuity of these blocks should not be compromised through development 
sprawl or encroachment. development should, rather, occur at points where 
these superblocks interconnect, in such a way that “discontinuous regional 
corridors of development emerge over time” (Baumann et al, 2017: 29). 

“development along these routes should not be continuous, but should take 
the form of an hierarchical system of ‘beads on a string’, with the highest 
order settlement clusters corresponding with points of highest accessibility” 
(Baumann et al, 2017: 29). Staggering development such that it does not 
occur on either side of the roads, but rather on one side only, switching sides, 
will serve to optimise the scenic qualities of the landscape. 

relevance Going Forward 

these principles, particularly the recognition of authenticity as a central 
principle in ensuring that the qualities and character of the valley endure, 
are basic tenets of heritage practice. as such, these principles are fully in line 
with the principles of restorative redevelopment.
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Figure 9: Central Considerations and Principles Relating to Rural Authenticity

Figure 48.  Illustration of the Central Considerations and Principles relating to rural authenticity from Baumann et al. (2015: 12).
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10.3  High level Informing Principles

10.3.1 Introduction

In order to achieve the principles of restorative redevelopment, interventions 
on the farm should pro-actively seek to encourage redress. this approach 
will serve to clarify the relationship of the historic cores to the surrounding 
farm land and recalibrate the power structures that heritage processes have 
traditionally reinforced. this shift in focus and emphasis is a core principle of 
restorative redevelopment and should be attained by:

 - Foregrounding silenced narratives;

 - retelling the history of the farm through positive interventions that illustrate 
the multiplicity of stories relevant to the farm’s heritage;

 - Fostering linkages across the farm between settlements with historic links to 
it;

 - restoring and promoting the heritage significance and value of sites and 
features beyond the historic werfs and cores.

10.3.2 overarching Principles

• all proposed interventions should consider how the interface with 
pre-existing and pre-approved developments can be mitigated and 
refocused to achieve overall coherence. the process may therefore 
be iterative.

• each development should be cognisant of the principles and 
attitudes of restorative redevelopment and thus should motivate 
how the redevelopment confronts and applies these principles and 
attitudes.

• restorative redevelopment seeks to address the legacy of commerce 
and private economic gain of the farm vis-à-vis the constituents of 
the surrounding valley. as such it is important that each intervention 
balances the economic sustainability of Boschendal as a business, 
with the aims of the economic and spatial justice principles of 
restorative redevelopment.

these informing principles fall into three broad categories dealing with issues 
of balance, coherence and design.

10.3.3 Balance

the principle of balance constitutes a notional category that speaks to 
establishing, promoting and maintaining the economic viability of the farm 
in order that it can support programmes of social change and upliftment. 

the notion of balance arises from an understanding that, for both commercial 
and social enterprises on the farm to prosper, they need to work in collaboration 
and in harmony, and that promoting one at the expense of the other would 
be unsustainable and unfeasible. It must be recognised that the farm needs 
to promote and maintain economic viability through commercial enterprises 
in order to be able to support initiatives aimed at social redress. However, 
should the economic viability of the farm be pursued at the expense of 
social redress, or without due consideration of the need for social justice, the 
outcome will be the sterilisation of the landscape,compromising the potential 
of the site.

while not every project will directly serve the purposes of social and 
economic redress, this can be attained through a farm-wide commitment to 
seek balance between commercial developments those promoting active 
social redress. the pursuit of balance will allow the implementation of both 
commercial and social programmes on the farm that do not operate at the 
expense of one another, but rather are mutually beneficial. this programme 
of balance would need to be tested through a a farm-wide SdP or case by 
case HIas.

when framing possible development on the farm within a system of balance, 
it becomes apparent that it is beyond the scope of a high level assessment 
such as this to set absolute limits on developments, or to determine carrying 
capacities. rather, this study sets out to show that future development needs 
to address to a series of issues, as posed in the informing principles presented 
here. any proposed development would then need to be evaluated on a 
case by case basis through consideration of how it addresses those issues, 
and responds to those challenges. this evaluation should be undertaken 
through the vehicle of a full farm SdP or individual HIas.
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10.3.4 rural Form and Coherence

this category of principles speaks to the need to maintain and enhance rural 
land use patterns and ensure that developments neither disrupt traditional 
settlement patterns nor constitute residential sprawl or the suburbanisation 
of rural spaces. landscape character is predominantly wilderness and 
agricultural, and development must respect and maintain that dominance.

developments within the landscape have the potential to affect the 
coherence of the rural landscape, particularly in relation to:

• Cottage Clusters

 - the redevelopment or adaptive reuse of existing infrastructure should 
always be considered preferable to the development of new areas, the 
construction of new buildings or the loss of rural land; 

 - the strategic location of cottage clusters needs to be considered when 
assessing their suitability for redevelopment or adaptive reuse;

 - appropriateness of development can be supported if they reinforce the 
notion of “beads on a string” - an underlying logic that ties them together 
and lends them coherent meaning

 - redevelopment should only be considered for those which lend themselves 
to reuse by virtue of their position:

do they strengthen structuring of the farm and linkages within it?
do they fulfil a social function and contribute to redress?
do they serve to restitch the farm through ordering or movement systems?

• Pedestrian linkages

 - the farm’s history shows that a rich network of pedestrian linkages existed 
during the various ownership regimes of Boschendal. Some of these links 
have been cut off, causing physical and social disconnection between 
Boschendal and its neighbouring stakeholders and the valley at large. It is 
recommended that, as part of the restorative redevelopment framework, 
that these historic links and pathways across the farm be identified and 
the historic connections restored and reinstated. the advantage would be 
that Boschendal would be physically and socially connected to the valley 
again as well as providing access to any future recreational facilities and 
transport nodes;

 - Creation of new pedestrian routes and expanding, enhancing and 
rehabilitating pedestrian routes should, or could in the future, be prioritised 
to improve access to and movement through spaces that currently 
prioritise vehicular traffic and are thus rendered dangerous or uninviting to 
pedestrians. 

 - Creation of pedestrian routes should support and reinforce farm wide 
linkages through appropriate reuse and redevelopment of existing routes, 
alignments and systems.

• access and Parking

 - access roads should utilise existing farm roads and tracks wherever possible;

 - Parking areas and roads should not be under hard surfaces;

 - Parking areas should be obscured from view as far as possible, and visually 
fragmented by appropriate landscaping and planting

 - road edges should not be hard landscaped;

 - Barriers to movement and access, including fencing and security gates, 
should be limited and removed as far as possible such that the landscape 
reads as a unified, coherent space.

Figure 49.  Sketch diagram illustrating 
use of linkages to structure 
proposed interventions and 
adaptive reuse across the 
farm (rSa, 2019).
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10.3.5 design Principles

design principles speak to the materiality of structures, landscape features 
and built forms.

• Form

 - existing infrastructure could be redeveloped, through creative and 
sympathetic adaptation;

 - traditional vernacular forms, allowing for the multiplicity of vernacular 
forms recognised in terms of the principles of restorative redevelopment, 
should be employed in the redevelopment of existing infrastructure or the 
construction of new buildings and low-key additions where this is necessary;

 - modest-scale, understated modern structures may be inserted where these 
do not dominate or detract from the dominant rural character.

• Height

 - Structures should not exceed single storey height to ensure that patterns 
and rhythm of traditional forms are respected. deviations from this would 
need to be carefully tested on a case by case basis in order to verify why 
additional height should be permitted.

• materials

 - the materiality of exisitng infrastructure should be respected and 
redevelopment of such structures should make use of appropriate materials 
that reflect the vernacular origin of these structures;

 - where replacement of elements, such as asbestos roofing with corrugated 
iron, will enhance a structure, this should be considered;

 - modern materials can be considered for use on new structures or additions 
to existing structures only where these do not detract from the original or 
become visually dominant.

• visibility

 - the rural landscape must remain the dominant visual form;

 - developments should not disrupt or interfere with the existing pattern of 
land use and settlement

 - no new development should occur in visually prominent locations, including 
important view cones, slopes and ridges.

• landscape

 - any development must consider its rural landscape setting and the impact 
the development and intervention will have on the rural landscape 
character;

 - the landscape character must remain predominantly rural;

 - Interventions must respect traditional settlement patterns and hierarchies;

 - agricultural blocks and superblocks must be retained and enhanced such 
that development does not fragment and compartmentalise the rural 
quality of the landscape.
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11.0  HerItaGe BaSelIne FrameworK GuIdelIneS

discussion themes

11.3.1 Congruence

a great degree of congruence is evident when comparing prior work to the 
findings of this analysis. this congruence arises from the recognition that the 
heritage constraints, guidelines and indicators previously derived remain 
useful and applicable in light of the principles of restorative redevelopment. 
while focus has changed, and new elements have been forefronted, the basic 
underlying principles pertaining to the way in which proposed developments 
should consider and respond to the heritage resources of the site remain 
largely unchanged.

as such, notions of appropriate development locations, alignments and types 
are retained in this analysis, as are the previously noted constraints and risks.

these congruities are evident in the two maps that follow.
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BOSCHENDAL HERITAGE IMPACT SCOPING REPORT: A PRINCIPLE REVIEW OF THE CASE AND COMPOSITE HERITAGE INDICATORS 14Nicolas Baumann - Sarah Winter - Dave Dewar - Piet Louw
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Figure 50.  Composite Constraints and Informants relating to Heritage and Cultural landscapes (Baumann et al., 2017: 36).
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Figure 51.  Cultural landscape Informants (rSa, 2019).
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11.3.2 valley Scale linkages

the establishment of valley scale linkages should be achieved by focus on 
the main links that already exist through the dwars river valley - the r310 
- and enhancing the significance of those that are less obvious but retain 
social and historic significance - the dwars river itself and the ou wapad.

the less formal links provide an opportunity to increase movement of local 
residents across and through the landscape and, in this way, foster a greater 
sense of particiaption in, and belonging to a landscape from which people 
have been, variously, removed, excluded and locked out.
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Figure 52.  valley Scale linkages map (rSa, 2019).
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11.3.3 existing Infrastructure repurposing

the repurposing of existing infrastructure, which must necessarily be seen as 
preferable to the development of new infrastructure on the farm, still comes 
with its own set of risks and benefist. 

• risks/disadvantages

 - Sprawl: development of existing infrastructure without due consideration 
of the location of sites across the landscape, and the cumulative effects of 
maximising existing structures through development is the resultant sprawl of 
development. this would negatively impact the rural, agricultural sense of 
place of Boschendal and have serious implications for the ongoing heritage 
significance of the site.

In order to avoid sprawl, the location, density and distribution of development 
across the farm needs careful consideration and limitations need to be 
imposed. as such, developments that recreate organic, historic settlement 
patterns, i.e. in clusters around transport nodes and in ribbons along route 
alignments should be encouraged. where social and economic circumstances 
or agendas in the past have led to unfortunate settlement locations or 
development nodes, these should not be perpetuated and, rather, where the 
opportunity arises to remedy these developments, this should be undertaken.

• opportunities/benefits

 - linkages: an opportunity presents itself to reinstate historic linkages 
across and through the dwars river valley landscape, and forge new links 
between disparate settlements and neighbouring stakeholders through the 
implementation of restorative redevelopment.

 - mixed development: mixed use development that creates spaces and 
facilities of a wide variety of uses and purposes and serves the broader 
community would be an ideal use of existing infrastructure or new 
developments. Providing a variety of facilities would assist with job creation 
and fostering a sense of participation and belonging that cannot be achieved 
through the development only of more tourist infrastructure. the variety of site 
types along the wapad alignment provide an excellent framework for such 
redevelopment, with residential, community, health or educational facilities 
possible at thembalethu and york Farm, while the disused piggery would be 
suitable for rehabilitation and reuse for farming and agricultural activities.

 - Balance: the redevelopment of existing, disused structures can allow for the 
creation of facilities that actively promote the principles of social justice and 
inclusion. Such initiatives would permit a wider range of functions for spaces 
that are redeveloped and thereby prevent saturation or sterilisation of the 
landscape that would rapidly result from developing only single purpose, 
short stay holiday lets.
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Figure 53.  development Guidelines map (rSa, 2019).
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Figure 54.  landscape and Infrastructure Gradings (rSa, 2019).
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Figure 55.  development opportunites map (rSa, 2019).
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12.0  ConCluSIon

In conclusion, it is important to emphasise, once again, that the findings of 
this baseline study largely support the guidelines and indicators arising from 
previous heritage studies and assessments pertaining to Boschendal Farm. 
despite the shift in focus that is necessary for the implementation of restorative 
redevelopment, the previous work remains relevant and applicable. 

Core indicators arising from the previous work include a preference for the 
redevelopment of existing infrastructure over the development of new buildings. 
Further, existing, historically derived settlement patterns and hierarchies of 
those patterns must be respected when considering new development or 
the re-use of existing infrastructure. adhering to these patterns retains the 
organic coherence and legibility of the landscape and its significance. Both 
of these indicators speak to the third: it remains imperative to avoid sprawl 
and suburbanisation of the rural landscape such that its dominant landforms - 
the wilderness and agricultural - retain dominance, authenticity and integrity.

the informing principles that are presented in this baseline study draw on this 
previous work and build on it. any new developments or redevelopments 
should, therefore, show congruence with the previously derived indicators, 
constraints, opportunities and guidelines and ensure compliance with those, 
in the light of the additional layers and updated elements of this study. 

all proposed interventions must consider how the interface with pre-
existing and pre-approved developments can be mitigated and refocused 
to achieve overall coherence; this process is necessarily iterative. where 
social and economic circumstances or agendas in the past have led to 
unfortunate settlement or development locations or nodes, these should not 
be perpetuated, but rather remedied where possible.

In order to implement restorative redevelopment meaningfully, there is a 
duty to foreground the voices, stories and histories of the slaves, labourers 
and workers on the farm. retelling the history of the farm through positive 
interventions will restore and promote the significance of heritage sites and 
features outside of the historic werfs, thereby establishing a link between 
those cores and the surrounding farmlands. this notion of links and linkages 
also forms a core principle of this study. an opportunity exists to reinstate 
historic linkages across and through the farm and the dwars river valley 
landscape, creating new links between disparate settlements, and these 
should be explored and implemented where feasible.

Proposed developments, whether redevelopment and reuse of existing 
infrastructure or new developments should demonstrate adherence to the 
principles of restorative redevelopment. while not every project will directly 
serve the purposes of social and economic redress, this can be attained 
through a farm-wide commitment to attain a balance between commercial 
developments those seeking active social redress. aiming for such balance  
will allow for the implementation of both commercial and social programmes 
on the farm that do not operate at the expense of one another, but rather 
seek to be mutually beneficial.
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annexure e of HIa. Cape town: Philip Briel.

 - 13. Kendrick, n. and Hart, t. 2015. archaeological assessment of Portions 7/1674 
and 10/1674 of the Boschendal estate. unpublished report for Boschendal 
Proprietary ltd: annexure C of HIa. Cape town: aCo associates.

 - 14. lawson, Q. and oberholzer, B. 2016. Proposed Boschendal village 
development, Stellenbosch municipal area, western Cape: visual Impact 
assessment (revised June 2016). unpublished report prepared for Boschendal 
ltd: annexure d of HIa. Cape town: lawson and oberholzer.

nieuwedorp

 - 15. winter, S.  and Baumann, n. 2013. Heritage Statement: nieuwedorp, 
Founders’ estates, Boschendal Farmlands, dwars river valley, Stellenbosch, 29 
november. unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary ltd. Cape 
town: Baumann and winter Heritage Consultants.

orchards
16. winter, S. 2014. Boschendal: orchards Guest Cottages at nieuwendorp, Portion 

4 of Farm 1674, Boschendal, Heritage Statement 24 July. unpublished report 
prepared for @Planning. Cape town: Sarah winter.
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annexureS 

Her i tage Inputs for 
Boschendal Farm Conceptual Framework

BoSCHendal Farm, r310 dwarS rIver valley, StellenBoSCH
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annexure a: SaHrIS Site list
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saHrIs site Id site number site name site type grading Latitude Longitude
95610 Fred04 Fredericksburg Farm Building Building Grade IIIa -33.837855 18.948058
95611 Fred05 Fredericksburg Farm Building Building Grade IIIa -33.837953 18.948589
98514 PnICem Pniel Public Cemetery Burial Grounds & Graves Grade IIIa -33.897247 18.957607
98540 PnImon Pniel monument/memorial Site monuments & memorials Grade IIIa -33.891891 18.959827
95577 BetH05 old Bethlehem Farm werf 05 Building Grade IIIa -33.912337 18.959087
95607 Fred01 Fredericksburg Farm outbuilding Building Grade IIIa -33.838618 18.948959
95608 Fred02 Fredericksburg Farm Homestead Building Grade IIIa -33.838171 18.948707
95609 Fred03 Fredericksburg Farm Building Building Grade IIIa -33.837909 18.947543
95559 welt_Jer 07 weltevreden & Jericho Farms 07 Building Grade IIIa -33.867027 18.99777
95560 welt_Jer 08 weltevreden & Jericho Farms 08 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.865722 18.996028
19864 SImmr191-1 Simondium main road 191 - 1 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.847083 18.962861
95571 alleBlue alle Bleue Farm werf Building Grade IIIb -33.858827 18.986306
95554 welt_Jer 02 weltevreden & Jericho Farms 02 monuments & memorials Grade IIIa -33.871194 18.998655
95556 welt_Jer 04 weltevreden & Jericho Farms 04 Building Grade IIIa -33.866498 18.998001
95557 welt_Jer 05 weltevreden & Jericho Farms 05 Building, deposit Grade IIIa -33.866471 18.997443
95558 welt_Jer 06 weltevreden & Jericho Farms 06 Structures Grade IIIa -33.866379 18.997413
95495 vel13 vrede en lust 13 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839401 18.952533
95496 vel14 vrede en lust 14 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839334 18.952661
40177 HelS01 Helshoogte 01 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.891253 18.958944
95553 welt_Jer 01 weltevreden & Jericho Farms 01 Structures, natural Grade IIIb -33.866393 18.998044
95489 vel07 vrede en lust 07 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839276 18.95301
95491 vel09 vrede en lust 09 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839299 18.952853
95493 vel11 vrede en lust 11 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839016 18.95252
95494 vel12 vrede en lust 12 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839156 18.952593
95492 vel10 vrede en lust 10 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839262 18.952858
85123 allee Bleue Farm 1475 and 1475/3 Building Grade IIIb -33.865142 18.9821
95483 vel01 vrede en lust 01 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.838879 18.953292
95484 vel02 vrede en lust 02 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.83938 18.952566
95486 vel04 vrede en lust 04 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.8391 18.952576
95487 vel05 vrede en lust 05 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.838977 18.953226
95488 vel06 vrede en lust 06 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839315 18.952592
95490 vel08 vrede en lust 08 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839331 18.952969
95480 BetH02 old Bethlehem Farm werf 02 Building Grade IIIa -33.913243 18.958175
95481 BetH03 old Bethlehem Farm werf 03 Stone walling Grade IIIb -33.911706 18.95788
95482 BetH04 old Bethlehem Farm werf 04 Stone walling Grade IIIa -33.912427 18.951727
95485 vel03 vrede en lust 03 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.839167 18.952607
24855 old Bethlehem Farm old Bethlehem Farm Conservation area, Cultural landscape Grade IIIa -33.911917 18.959398
95476 Som5 SolmsdeltaFarm944 Structures, artefacts Grade IIIb -33.864574 18.988801
95477 Som6 SolmsdeltaHistoricwell Structures Grade IIIb -33.865328 18.991091
95479 BetH01 old Bethlehem Farm werf Structures Grade IIIb -33.911234 18.958041
95454 norm normandy Barn Structures Grade IIIc -33.890928 18.995353
95455 Som4 Solmsdelta artefacts Grade IIIb -33.863667 18.990028
95458 lubeck lubeck Homestead Building Grade IIIb -33.866824 18.988624
95460 delta002 Solms delta 002 old Stables Building Grade IIIa -33.863079 18.991317
27966 9/2/069/0137 watergat, Simondium, Paarl district Building Grade II -33.845373 18.98467
31725 nieuwedorp Founders' estates nieuwedorp, Farm no 1674/10 Building Grade II -33.879112 18.955536
34115 Som3 Solms delta 3 ruin > 100 years Grade IIIc -33.862662 18.991748
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34114 Som2 Solms delta 2 ruin > 100 years Grade IIIa -33.863722 18.989892
28035 9/2/069/0041 Boschendal, Groot drakenstein, Paarl district Building Grade II -33.87825 18.973784
28068 9/2/069/0003 Bien donne, Groot drakenstein, Paarl district Building Grade II -33.8454 18.984692
28060 9/2/069/0018/001 Het Sticht, Simondium, Paarl district Building Grade II -33.850196 18.966147
28029 9/2/069/0059 rhone, Groot drakenstein, Paarl district Building Grade II -33.885981 18.969119
128401 Farm antonisfontein Farm antonisfontein Plot 1264/1 Place Grade I -33.845502 18.968963
128244 dKS1 dKS1 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.857183 18.978417
128245 dKS2 dKS2 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.85505 18.977483
128246 dKS3 dKS3 artefacts Grade IIIc -33.854583 18.977717
94288 lekkerwijn lekkerwijn Building Grade IIIa -33.865146 18.981972
28040 9/2/069/0041 Boschendal Founders estate, dwarsrivier valley Cultural landscape, ruin > 100 years, Building Grade I -33.877533 18.973646
21096 9/2/084/0002 Cape winelands Cultural landscape: dwars river 

valley / Ida's valley / Simondium - Groot drakenstein
Place, Cultural landscape Grade I -33.88302 18.937168

92636 lanQ001 lanquedoc 001 Burial Grounds & Graves Grade IIIa -33.903183 18.961617
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annexure b: new Grading Sheets
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: EXCELSIOR Map Ref: CC1

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/4

FARM NAME Excelsior

33°51'36.57" S18°57'58.89" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unused

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Low

None

High

None

Low

Low

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW74-94

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Twenty cottages built in 1980s, typical of workers' accommodation of the time.

SITE HISTORY

Cottages built for workers in 1980s by AmFarm

Typical of workers' housing of late C20th, associated with a social layer that existed prior to
resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Reuse options are limited; inappropriate reuse/redevelopment will diminish social significance.
Remaining settlement has lost its functional use and its associated sense of community that may
have existed at the time.

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Displays adhoc arrangement and placement in the landscape

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: BOSCHENDAL RETREAT Map Ref: CC2

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/3

FARM NAME Rachelsfontein

33°51'54.06" S18°57'36.12" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Resort

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Low

None

High

None

Low

Low

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW49-67

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Ungraded/NCW

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Eighteen cottages built in 1980s, typical of workers' accommodation of the time. Substantially 
remodelled in 2015/16 into tourist accommodation and conference facilities

SITE HISTORY

Cottages built for workers in 1980s by Amfarms

Typical of workers' housing of late C20th, associated with a social layer that existed prior to the 
resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Has been redeveloped, diminishing social significance.

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

Extensively remodelled and repurposed

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Displays ad hoc placement in landscape. Rows of paired cottages loosely arranged around 
open area

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06



85Baseline Study: Heritage Inputs into Boschendal Conceptual Framework  Rennie Scurr Adendorff Architects  November 2019

BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: UILKRAAL Map Ref: CC3

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°51'54.06" S18°57'36.12" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unused

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid and late-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Medium

None

High

None

Medium

Medium

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE16-25

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade II

REVISED LU GRADE Grade II

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Nine cottages arranged in two perpendicular rows,w ith a school building closest to the R310

SITE HISTORY

Cottages perpendicular to the R310 are likely from 1950s while those parallel to the road are 
from 1980s. The structure closest to the R310 is the first Xhosa school in the Dwars River Valley

School building links to increasing role of black labour in mid-C20th. Cottages typical of lat-
C20th, workers' housing, associated with a social layer that existed prior to resettlement of 
workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Site falls within proposed Boschendal Village development and cottages perpendicular to R310 
are due for demolition. School building should be retained for adaptive reuse as a community 
based facility

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

The two southernmost of the later buildings have been stripped, while the rest are subject to 
vandalism and theft.

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Linearity of buildings shows less ad hoc arrangement than other contemporary structures. 
Complex intrudes into Boschendal werf

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: AGTERDAM Map Ref: CC4

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/4

FARM NAME Excelsior

33°52'42.04" S18°57'30.67" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unused

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Low

None

High

None

Low

Low

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW39-46

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE

REVISED LU GRADE

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Eight cottages adjacent to large agricultural dams. Comprise part of proposed Agterdam 
Cottages development. Cottages show remnant gardens

SITE HISTORY

Cottages built for workers in mid-C20th

Remnant gardens are evidence for workers personalising their living spaces in an otherwise 
unremarkable, industrialised part of Boschendal. Typical of workers' housing in late-C20th, 
associated  workers' housing, associated with a social layer that existed prior to resettlement of 
workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Reuse options are limited; inappropriate reuse/redevelopment will diminish social signficance. 
Settlement has lost its fuctional use and any associated sense of community that may have 
existed previously

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Cottages in disrepair, subject to theft and vandalism

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Degraded context with industrial aspect due to proximity of agricultural dams

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: BOSCHENDAL COTTAGES Map Ref: CC5

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'34.10" S18°58'29.40" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Tourist Accommodation

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farms/Amfarms

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Medium

None

High

Medium

Medium

Medium

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE33-36

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade II

REVISED LU GRADE Grade II

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

A row of four detached cottages immediately south of Boschendal werf and sharing an 
alignment with the linear axis of that werf. Unusual example of workers' housing with careful 
consideration of design, with substantial mouldings and werf walls

SITE HISTORY

Cottages built for workers in mid-C20th

Layout and alignment unusual in being responsive to surrounds, while decorative details are of 
unusual quality. Associated with a social layer that existed prior to resettlement of workers in 
2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Has been redeveloped, diminishing social significance. Archaeologically vulnerable

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Associated with Boschendal werf and possessing distinctive qualities in terms of their linear 
arrangement and relationship with the early C20th cottages parallel to Boschendal approach 
road

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: BOSCHENDAL COTTAGES Map Ref: CC6

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'37.09" S18°58'27.92" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Tourist Accommodation

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C19th/Early-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farms

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIB

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Medium

None

High

Medium

Medium

Medium

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE37-39

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade II

REVISED LU GRADE Grade II

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

A row of three terraced cottages immediately south of Boschendal werf

SITE HISTORY

Cottages built for workers in late C-19th

Layout and alignment unusual in being responsive to surrounds. Associated with a social layer 
that existed prior to resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible 
significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Has been redeveloped, diminishing social significance.

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Non

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Possessing distinctive qualities in terms of their linear arrangement parallel to Boschendal 
approach road

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: ORCHARDS Map Ref: CC8

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/4

FARM NAME Nieuwedorp

33°52'34.91" S18°57'28.01" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Tourist Accommodation

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Low

None

High

None

Low

Low

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW30-38

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Seven cottages built in 1980s, typical of workers' accommodation of the time

SITE HISTORY

Cottages build for workers in 1980s by Amfarms

Typical of workers' housing of late-C20th, associated with a social layer that existed prior to 
resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Has been redeveloped, diminishing social significance.
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

Extensively remodelled and repurposed

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Displays adhoc arrangementand placement in the landscape

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: NIEUWEDORP Map Ref: CC9

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1685/11

FARM NAME Nieuwedorp

33°52'46.39" S18°57'14.60" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Various

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Low

None

High

None

Low

Low

Medium

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE35-38

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Four paired units within a stand of old oaks; built in 1980s, typical of workers' accommodation of 
the time

SITE HISTORY

Cottages build for workers in 1980s by Amfarms. Old oaks on site and 1942 aerial indicate 
presence of earlier building on site

Typical of workers' housing of late-C20th, associated with a social layer that existed prior to 
resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Reuse options are limited; inappropriate reuse/redevelopment will diminish social significance. 
Settlement has lost its functional use and any associated sense of community that may have 
existed at the time

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Pre-existing structure demolished prior to cottage construction

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Utilises previously developed site. Little interface between cottages

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: DROEBAAN Map Ref: CC10

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1730

FARM NAME Droebaan

33°53'04.61" S18°57'52.72" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Farm Buildings

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Low

None

High

None

Low

Low

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE1-15

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Fourteen paired units and a hall built in 1980s, typical of workers' accommodation of the time

SITE HISTORY

Cottages build for workers in 1980s by Amfarms.

Typical of workers' housing of late-C20th, associated with a social layer that existed prior to 
resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Reuse options are limited; inappropriate reuse/redevelopment will diminish social significance. 
Settlement has lost its functional use and any associated sense of community that may have 
existed at the time

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Units and hall arranged around a central open space; related to rugby field

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: YORK FARM Map Ref: CC11

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/11

FARM NAME Rhone

33°53'17.39" S18°58'26.86" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unused

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Low

None

High

None

Low

Low

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE91-96

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIB

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIB

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Eight paired units built in the 1980s, typical of workers' accommodation of the time

SITE HISTORY

Cottages build for workers in 1980s by Amfarms.

Typical of workers' housing of late-C20th, associated with a social layer that existed prior to 
resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Reuse options are limited; inappropriate reuse/redevelopment will diminish social significance. 
Settlement has lost its functional use and any associated sense of community that may have 
existed at the time

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

The buildings have all been stripped and are subject to vandalism and theft

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Arranged around a central open space; adhoc placement in landscape

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: GOEDE HOOP Map Ref: CC12

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1685/17

FARM NAME Goede Hoop

33°53'15.12" S18°57'40.51" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid-C19th and 1980s

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Boschendal/Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIB

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Medium

None

High

Medium

Low

Medium

Medium

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE16-23

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Six cottages placed in linear arrangement in relations to a stream and corridor of oaks

SITE HISTORY

Cottages build for workers in 1980s by Amfarms. Old oaks on site and possible evidence that 
structures are built on footprints of earlier structures

Layout and alignment unusual in being responsive to surrounds. Associated with a social layer 
that existed prior to resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible 
significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Inappropriate reuse/redevelopment will diminish social significance. Archaeological vulnerability

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Earlier C19th structures appear to ahve been demolished to allow for construction of 1908s 
cottages

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Possess place-making qualities in terms of their linear arrangement along a stream and corridor 
of oaks

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: OLD BETHELEHEM Map Ref: CC13

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 153/6

FARM NAME Old Bethlehem

33°54'54.07" S18°57'08.76" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unused

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C20th farm worker cottages

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Low

None

High

None

Low

Low

None

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: None

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cottage clusters

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIB

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIB

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Five cottages in linear alignment at boundary between farm and Kylemore

SITE HISTORY

Cottages build for workers in 1980s by Amfarms.

Typical of workers' housing of late-C20th, associated with a social layer that existed prior to 
resettlement of workers in 2003-2005. Social, symbolic and intangible significance.

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Inappropriate reuse/redevelopment will diminish social significance. Settlement has lost its 
functional use and any associated sense of community that may have existed at the time. 
Proximity to Kylemore offers a range of adaptive reuse options linked to the village but poses 
threat of vandalism and damage

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Cottages in disrepair, subject to theft and vandalism

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Linearity of buildings along boundary  shows less ad hoc arrangement than other contemporary 
structures.

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: CANNERY ROW 1 Map Ref: CR1

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/7

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'02.02" S18°58'33.82" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C20th farm manager cottages; one pre-
1942

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None; S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Medium

Low

Low

Low

None

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW1-16

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cannery Row

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Ungraded/NCW

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIC

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Double row of 1980s managers' cottages with single pre-1942 cottage at south of row, offset 
from orthogonal layout of others

SITE HISTORY

History of older cottage unknown; remaining cottages built for farm managers in 1980s by 
Amfarms

Limited social signficance related to Amfarms' attitude to managerial staff housing in late C20th. 
Older house possibly of historic/architectural significance

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Proposed for demolition as part of Boschendal Village development
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

Some accretions evident

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Reflect late C20th efforts to create a suburban environment for managerial staff

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: CANNERY ROW 2 Map Ref: CR2

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'02.68" S18°58'44.03" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

C20th accommodation

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Medium

None

Low

Low

None

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE2-3; 5-6

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cannery Row

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Ungraded/NCW

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIC

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Four small dwellings in a variety of styles and periods

SITE HISTORY

Likely cottages built for managers in 1980s by Amfarms

Not Conservation Worthy

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Linear arrangement along road

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: CANNERY ROW 2 Map Ref: CR2

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'02.43" S18°58'47.22" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Workers' Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Early C20th cottage

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farms

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIB

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Medium

None

Medium

Medium

Low

Low

None

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE4

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Cannery Row

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Ungraded/NCW

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIC

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Baker influenced building

SITE HISTORY

Possibly police barracks

Baker influenced building holds some architectural significance

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Proximity of Boschendal Village development places site under development pressure
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Alignment with CR2 along road

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: EXCELSIOR Map Ref: FB1

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/4

FARM NAME Excelsior

33°50'58.48" S18°57'51.55" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Foreman's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

RFF style worker's cottage

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Low

None

Low

Low

Low

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW99

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Double pitched corrugated asbestos roof with covered projecting stoep. Asymmetrical 
composition with stoep on side. Facebrick sills, column and plinth

SITE HISTORY

Likely foreman's cottage

Representative of Rhodes Fruit Farm in the landscape

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Unfenced and isolated; vulnerable to theft and vandalism
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Aligned along railway line and R45

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: EXCELSIOR Map Ref: FB3-6

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/4

FARM NAME Excelsior

33°51'41.25" S18°58'19.54" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's House

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid/Late-C20th managers' houses

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Low

None

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW101-107

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Several dwellings (northernmost FB3 demolished pre-2003) and a garage

SITE HISTORY

Unknown

None

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

FB3 demolished pre-2003

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Aligned along approach to Cannery

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: RACHELSFONTEIN Map Ref: FB7

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/3

FARM NAME Rachelsfontein

33°51'47.77" S18°57'41.58" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unknown

Farm Store

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mass-produced storage structure

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

None None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW95

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Precast concrete panel store with double pitched IBR roof and entrance through eastern gable 
end

SITE HISTORY

Unknown

None

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

Extensions under monopitched roof added to either long side in 2017

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Isolated location

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: EXCELSIOR Map Ref: FB8

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/4

FARM NAME Excelsior

33°51'54.66" S18°57'51.37" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Workshop and Store

Store

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Industrial workshop

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIB

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

High High

Medium

Low

Medium

Medium

Medium

Medium

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW68-70; 118-119

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Double pitched barn with numerous lean-to and double pitched extensions. Steel industrial 
glazed windows

SITE HISTORY

Likely originated as a C19th barn

Historical and potential archaeological significance as likely contemporaneous with 
homestead. Some intangible signficance linked to agro-industrial activities

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Active use of complex renders structure vulnerable to damage and unsympathetic alterations 
and additions

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

Extensive additions and alterations made to original barn to remodel it into industrial workshop 
with accretions

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Associated with Excelsior homestead

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: SIMONSBERG SAWMILL Map Ref: FB9

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'05.48" S18°58'53.90" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Sawmill

Sawmill

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Industrial

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Medium

Medium

Medium

Low

Medium

Low

Medium

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE13-15

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Ungraded/NCW

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIC

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Three structures on site include a steel portal frame shed clad with corrugated iron, a double 
bay masonry factory with steel industrial glazed windows and a steel frame corrugated iron 
building with mezzanine office

SITE HISTORY

Built in 1940s in response to diversification of fruit industry

Historical, aesthetic significance with landmark qualitis. Possible industrial archaeological 
significance. Some socio-economic significance related to diversification of fruit farming and 
industrialisation of farming practice

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

In poor condition, vulnerable to corrosion and loss of fabric
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Landmark location at intersection of R310 and R45

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: FACTORY PRECINCT WORKSHOPS Map Ref: FB10

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'06.12" S18°58'46.88" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Worshops and Dwelling

Workshops and Dwelling

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Industrial

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Medium

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE11-12

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Ungraded/NCW

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIC

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Complex of five buildings including corrugated iron shed, redbrick workshop and plastered and 
painted masonry structures

SITE HISTORY

Built in 1930s, possibly related to old jam factory north of the railway line; several structures built 
more recent

Some landmark qualities; little aesthetic or architectural significance

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

In poor condition, vulnerable to corrosion and loss of fabric
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

Various additions and accretions

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Prominent location adjacent to R45 but obscured behind gum avenue

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: RHONE WINERY Map Ref: FB11

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1730

FARM NAME Rhone

33°53'06.02" S18°58'10.30" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Winery

Winery

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Modern

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low None

None

None

None

None

None

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE130

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade II

REVISED LU GRADE Grade II

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Very large, modern winery adjacent to historic Rhone winery building with free standing office in 
centre of complex

SITE HISTORY

Built in late 1980s

Some social significance as major employment centre

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Located between R310 and Rhone werf, but largely screened by indigenous vegetation and 
cork oaks

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: NIEUWEDORP Map Ref: FB14

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1685/9

FARM NAME Nieuwedorp

33°52'43.69" S18°57'03.46" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Foreman's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid to late-C20th manager/foreman cottage

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

Medium

Low

Low

Low

Low

Medium

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE44

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Small cottage under double pitched IBR with lean-to additions

SITE HISTORY

Likely built in 1960s on site of pre-existing structure

Some aesthetic significane due to location. Archaeological significance due to possible pre-
existing structure

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Subject to vandalism and theft

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Pre-existing dwelling likely demolished to accommodate new structure

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Sited on elevated terrace with views to east and Nieuwedorp. Three mature trees likely relate to 
previous structure

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: MOUNTAIN VINEYARDS Map Ref: FB15

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1685/4

FARM NAME Mountain Vineyards

33°52'26.13" S18°56'48.93" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Garage

Stables

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

RFF farm building

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Medium

Medium

Low

Low

Low

Low

Medium

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE48-49

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Long, narrow farm building under monopitched corrugated iron roof sited along contour with 
terrace and retaining wall

SITE HISTORY

Unknown

Some aesthetic signficance due to location. Archaeological significance due to possible pre-
existing structure

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Structure vulnerable due to high visual quality of site; vulnerable to unsympathetic 
redevelopment

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Possibly built on site of earlier building

Remodelling of original stables into garage

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Highly visible on dramatic site with excellent views

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: GOEDE HOOP GYM Map Ref: FB16

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1685/18

FARM NAME Goede Hoop

33°53'08.26" S18°57'30.47" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unkown

Unknown

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Late-C19th/Early-C20th barn

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Medium

Low

Medium

Medium

Medium

Medium

Low

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE24

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Long tall rectangular building with ventilator grills and a loft door under a double pitched roof 
with slightly projecting eaves. Chimney at one end with double band plaster moulding; external 
buttressing

SITE HISTORY

Late-C19th/early C20th barn structure; history unknown

Possible social and historical significance through links with Rhone and /or site of prior social 
function e.g. School or church

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Unsympathetic alterations or additions could detract from significance. Social/historical 
significance requires investigation

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

Ablution facilites under lean-to at south

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

At top of former avenue at cross roads with gable end on side axis with Rhone

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: RHONE Map Ref: FB17

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/11

FARM NAME Rhone

33°53'15.54" S18°58'30.87" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Workshop

Workshop

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid/Late-C20th barn/workshop

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low None

None

None

None

None

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE85-88

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIB

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIB

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Large barn-like structure with double pitch Big 6 roof

SITE HISTORY

Mid/late-C20th barn/workshop structure; history unknown

None

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

None

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: DROEBAAN Map Ref: FB18

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1730

FARM NAME Rhone

33°53'09.08" S18°57'57.73" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unused

Foreman's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

RFF/Amfarms foreman's cottage

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
RFF/Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low None

None

Low

None

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: None

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Small rectangular dwelling with painted facebrick plinth, under double pitched IBR roof, with 
Cape style chimney gables

SITE HISTORY

Unknown

None

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Vulnerable to vandalism
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

Lean-to kitchen and garage at rear

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Aligned on R310

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: EXCELSIOR Map Ref: FB19

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/4

FARM NAME Excelsior

33°51'48.08" S18°57'55.57" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unused

Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Early RFF dwelling

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Medium

None

Medium

Medium

Medium

Medium

None

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW73

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Plastered and painted structure with Big 6 roofing, high ceilings, stone plinth

SITE HISTORY

Likely late C19th/early C20th

Landmark significance and rare example of late C19th/early C20th buildings on estate

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Vulnerable to vandalism
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Garage demolished

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

At cross roads under large flowering gum

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: RACHELSFONTEIN Map Ref: MH2

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/3

FARM NAME Rachelsfontein

33°52'01.39" S18°57'16.39" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid-C20th ranch-style house

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Medium

None

Low

None

Low

Low

Medium

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW108-111

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Ranch-style manager's cottage; plastered brick on facebrick plinth

SITE HISTORY

Built by Amfarms to accommodate managers

Possible social and/or archaeological significance

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Cluster of structures with several mature trees

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: RACHELSFONTEIN Map Ref: MH3

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/3

FARM NAME Rachelsfontein

33°52'04.39" S18°57'04.20" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid-C20th ranch-style house

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Medium

None

Low

None

Low

Low

Medium

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW114-116

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Ranch-style manager's cottage

SITE HISTORY

Built by Amfarms to accommodate managers; possible early C20th barn at rear

Possible social and/or archaeological significance

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Linear alignment of structures with several mature trees; possibly early C20th barn at rear

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: MOUNTAIN VINEYARD Map Ref: MH4

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1685/3

FARM NAME Mountain Vineyard

33°52'20.83" S18°56'45.54" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

1970s/80s Cape Style

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Architect designed

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Low

Low

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE50

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Stripped Cape Style house with clean lines and architectural treatment typical of its period

SITE HISTORY

1970s/80s Amfarm manager's accommodation

Some aesthetic interest

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Retention could not be argued on heritage grounds
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Elevated setting in established yard

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: DE VILLIERS KLOOF Map Ref: MH5

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1685/7

FARM NAME De Villiers Kloof

33°52'28.11" S18°56'57.53" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Manager's house

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
RFF/Amfarms

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Low

Low

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE45-46

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Suburban styled cottage similar to those at Cannery Row; elaborate gables

SITE HISTORY

RFF or Amfarms manager's accommodation

Some aesthetic interest

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Retention could not be argued on heritage grounds
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Set in established yard

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: CHAMPAGNE Map Ref: MH6-9

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/7

FARM NAME Champagne

33°52'18.69" S18°58'10.19" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

1970s/80s Cape Style

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Architect designed

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Low

Low

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW18-23

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Well built, distinctive Cape Style houses typical of the period

SITE HISTORY

1970s/80s Amfarm manager's accommodation

Some aesthetic interest

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Retention could not be argued on heritage grounds
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Set in mature garden setting

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: CHAMPAGNE Map Ref: MH10

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/7

FARM NAME Champagne

33°52'08.01" S18°58'29.81" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Stripped Cape Style house

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

None None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW17

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Ungraded/NCW

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Distinctive Cape Style house typical of the period

SITE HISTORY

Built before 1949; demolished between 2003 and 2005

N/A

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Demolished
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Demolished between 2003 and 2005

N/A

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Surrounded by mature trees

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: CHAMPAGNE Map Ref: MH11

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/7

FARM NAME Champagne

33°52'32.26" S18°58'19.82" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Baker Cape Revival Style

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Sir Herbert Baker

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIA

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium High

None

Medium

High

Medium

Medium

None

Medium

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW24

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Twin gabled H-plan Cape Revival house with sash and casement windows, thatched roof, 
entrance stoep, verandah benches

SITE HISTORY

Built in 1902 as part of Rhodes Fruit Farm

Aesthetic, architectural, landmark significance with intact interior and exterior

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Unsympathetic alterations or additions could detract from significance

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Adjacent structure demolished between 2003 and 2005

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Landmark quality at entrance to approach to Rhodes Cottage; framed by two mature palm 
trees. Visual-spatial links with Rhodes Cottage and Nieuwedorp

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: LOFTHOUSE Map Ref: MH12

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/7

FARM NAME Champagne

33°52'34.76" S18°58'20.89" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Cape Style house

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Low

Low

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BW26-27

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIA

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIA

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

L-shaped house under pitched roof with parapet gables

SITE HISTORY

Built in c.1950

None

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Unsympathetic alterations or additions could detract from significance
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Oblique angle to R310; mature trees

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: BOSCHENDAL Map Ref: MH13

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'40.63" S18°58'24.81" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Baker Cape Revival Style

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Bakeresque Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIB

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Medium Medium

None

Low

Medium

Medium

Medium

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE40

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade II

REVISED LU GRADE Grade II

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Corrugated iron roof, steel casement windows and high ceiliengs with Bakeresque chimney and 
hearth

SITE HISTORY

Early C.20th Baker period fam manager's house

Some architectural significance in terms of its Bakeresque elements

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Unsympathetic alterations or additions could detract from significance
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Part of Boschendal's curtilage; grouped with two other managers' cottages in riverine setting

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: BOSCHENDAL Map Ref: MH14-15

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/10

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°52'42.56" S18°58'25.67" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid/late-C20th manager's houses

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

None

Low

None

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE41-44

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade II

REVISED LU GRADE Grade II

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Bid 6 roofing, plastered and painted walls

SITE HISTORY

Likely 1960s managers' houses

None

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Mature landscape setting. Grouped near MH13, part of Boschendal's curtilage in riverine setting

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: NIEUWEDORP Map Ref: MH16

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1685/11

FARM NAME Nieuwedorp

33°52'41.80" S18°57'21.88" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Arts and Crafts

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Rhodes Fruit Farm

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection S.34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIC

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Medium

None

Low

Low

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: FE41

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade I

REVISED LU GRADE Grade I

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Modest cottage with double pitched IBR and projecting gable ends. Smooth plastered walls on 
red facebrick plinth. Horizontally proportioned steel windows

SITE HISTORY

Likely RFF period building

Some slight architectural significance related to RFF elements

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Vulnerable to development pressure due to location
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Dramatic setting

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: RHONE Map Ref: MH18

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/11

FARM NAME Rhone

33°53'10.46" S18°58'33.84" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Accommodation

Manager's Accommodation

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Mid/Late-C20th manager's house

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
Amfarms

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

None None

None

None

None

None

None

None

None

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE83-84

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Manager's Houses

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIB

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIB

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Rectangular house with related garage and office. Plastered and painted with steel windows; 
under Big 6 roof

SITE HISTORY

Unknown

None

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Under old plane trees

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: OU WAPAD Map Ref: NONE

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674; 153

FARM NAME Boschendal; Old Bethlehem

33°53'04.94" S18°58'50.45" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Farm Track

Wagon Track

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

N/A

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
N/A

Yes

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIA

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

High Medium

Low

High

None

Medium

Medium

Low

High

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: None

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
None

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIB

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIB

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

An historic wagon track east of the Dwars River that extends from north of the R45, past 
Thembalethu and Lanquedoc to Kylemore

SITE HISTORY

The route is a formalisation of several pre-existing farm tracks. The formalisation appears to have 
happened in the early C20th, likely in respons to the creation of Lanquedoc at the turn of that 
Century

The wapad has historical, social, symbolic and possible archaeological significance. It has 
landmark qualities both as a visible landscape element and for its importance in linking 
disparate communities

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

Farm fences inhibiting movement detracts from significance, while upgrading for vehicular 
traffic, deterioration of the track and loss of the route alignment would further impact 
significance

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

None

The wapad serves as a boundary between farm portions and is obstructed by fences. As such, in 
places has lost its clear designation as a road or transport route.

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

The wapad is an important pedestrian link between communities north of the R45, Thembalethu, 
Lanquedoc and Kylemore

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/06
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BOSCHENDAL PRECINCT SURVEY RENNIE SCURR ADENDORFF ARCHITECTS

SITE NAME: THE PIGGERY Map Ref: NONE

ADDRESS OF THE SITE

MAP (RSA, 2019)

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

FARM NUMBER 1674/3

FARM NAME Boschendal

33°53'34.89" S18°58'40.08" ELATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Unused

Piggery

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Intensive Agricultural

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER
N/A

No

Curr. NHRA Protection None

PROPOSED GRADING Ungraded/NCW

Associational Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

Low Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

Low

None

Low

SITE PHOTO

Building Number: BE114-117

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
Farm Buildings

(RSA, 2019)

LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE Grade IIIB

REVISED LU GRADE Grade IIIB

SITE DESCRIPTION

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

The site of a disused piggery with rows of cement block sties and barns

SITE HISTORY

Related to diversification of farming practice on Boschendal

None

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY

None
EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION

Structures in ruin

None

INVASIVE ELEMENTS

Located in less agriculturally valuable part of farm

CONTEXTUAL DESIGN

Aikman H. & Berman, A. 2005. Boschendal Heritage Assessment: Built Environment Survey and Evaluation. Unpublished report for Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants. Aikman
and Associates: Cape Town.
Baumann, N., Winter, S., Dewar, D. And Louw, P. 2017. Heritage Impact Assessment: Boschendal Village Node, Portion 7 of Farm 1674 and Portion 10 of Farm 1674, Boschendal,
Stellenbosch Municipality, August 2017. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Baumann and Winter.
Wolff Architects. 2019. Boschendal Estate: Landscape Heritage Report. Unpublished report prepared for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Wolff Architects. 2018. Boschendal Estate, Stellenbosch, South Africa:
Conceptual Framework Report, 4 December. Unpublished report prepared
for Boschendal Proprietary Ltd. Cape Town: Wolff Architects.
Winter, S. 2013-2014. Review of Historical Built Environment. Unpublished report for Boschendal Ltd. Baumann and Winter Heritage Consultants: Cape Town.

REFERENCES

RECORDING DATE 2019/06/30
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annexure C: existing Grading Sheets
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STELLENBOSCH MUNICIPALITY HERITAGE SURVEY AND MANAGEMENT PLAN CAPE WINELANDS PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES IN ASSOCIATION

SITE NAME: BOSCHENDAL LANDSCAPE UNIT NUMBER: F06
LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE: Grade II

ADDRESS OF THE SITE MAP

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

PROPERTY NO

SITE ADDRESS R310 Pniel Road

18.9756066667-33.8747083333

LATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Tourism

Agriculture

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Cape Dutch 

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER

Fagan

Yes
Curr.NHRA Protection S34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade II

Associational

Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

The setting, werf layout and architecture epitomises Cape Dutch farm complexes. H-plan house on 
raised plinth that surrounds the building, outbuildings line the werf and a fowl run near the house; 
axial approach with Stone Pines. Numerous cottages, some converted to luxury accommodation, 
and other buildings on the larger estate.

SITE HISTORY
 

This is a complex and site of great heritage significance. The natural (and contrived and enhanced 
cultural landscape) setting, the elongated and on axis (approach avenue and homestead) werf 
layout and architecture, epitomises Cape Dutch farm complexes. The H-plan house on the raised 
plinth that surrounds the building, outbuildings that line the werf and a fowl run near the house are 
some of the features that have aesthetic, architectural, landscape and cultural significance.

LANDSCAPE SIGNIFICANCE
 

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
 

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY
 

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION
 

 
INVASIVE ELEMENTS

INTERIOR DESCRIPTION CONTEXTUAL DESIGN
 

SITE DESCRIPTION

Fransen 2004: 274; Winter 1988: 13 #6REFERENCES DATE 8/23/2017
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STELLENBOSCH MUNICIPALITY HERITAGE SURVEY AND MANAGEMENT PLAN CAPE WINELANDS PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES IN ASSOCIATION

SITE NAME: RHONE LANDSCAPE UNIT NUMBER: F06
LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE: Grade II

ADDRESS OF THE SITE MAP

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

PROPERTY NO

SITE ADDRESS R310 Pneil Road

18.9694183333-33.8839966667

LATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Restaurant, etc.

Agriculture

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Cape Dutch

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER

Fagan

Yes
Curr.NHRA Protection S34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade II

Associational

Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Werf complex, with ringmuur, comprises homestead, two splayed flanking buildings, at rear is older 
fabric in structure extended in 19th century, and a discrete new wine cellar. H-plan single-storey 
pitched thatch roofed house, with early pedimented holbol gables (1795), curve-headed windows 
on front, casements at rear and fake central door; courts filled in; stoep all round. Cellar / barn with 
thatched roof, central gable (1837), and altered end gables. Long barn-like outbuilding, opposite, 
now with restaurant alterations and additions (section of exposed mud brick walling).

SITE HISTORY
 

This is a very significant site comprising historic and more recent structures, a splayed  farm werf, 
approaching avenue on axis and many mature trees. The Provincial Heritage Site significance of the 
place spans aesthetics, architecture, the landscape elements and setting and association with a 
range of individuals over the centuries.

LANDSCAPE SIGNIFICANCE
 

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
 

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY
 

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION
 

None
INVASIVE ELEMENTS

INTERIOR DESCRIPTION CONTEXTUAL DESIGN
 

SITE DESCRIPTION

Fransen 2004: 273; Winter 1988: 13 #5REFERENCES DATE 8/29/2017
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STELLENBOSCH MUNICIPALITY HERITAGE SURVEY AND MANAGEMENT PLAN CAPE WINELANDS PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES IN ASSOCIATION

SITE NAME: RHONE: CORK OAK GROVE AT ENTRANCE LANDSCAPE UNIT NUMBER: F06
LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE: Grade II

ADDRESS OF THE SITE MAP

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

PROPERTY NO

SITE ADDRESS R310 Pneil Road

18.9694516667-33.883755

LATITUDE/LONGITUDE

 

 

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

 

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER

Yes
Curr.NHRA Protection

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIb

Associational

Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Grove of cork oaks across small stream from Rhone werf, on intersection of old road to Pneil and 
main entrance to Rhone. 

SITE HISTORY
 

This old grove of mature Cork Oaks has landscape significance.
LANDSCAPE SIGNIFICANCE
 

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
 

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY
 

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION
 

 
INVASIVE ELEMENTS

INTERIOR DESCRIPTION CONTEXTUAL DESIGN
 

SITE DESCRIPTION

REFERENCES DATE 8/29/2017
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STELLENBOSCH MUNICIPALITY HERITAGE SURVEY AND MANAGEMENT PLAN CAPE WINELANDS PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES IN ASSOCIATION

SITE NAME: AVENUE TO LANQUEDOC LANDSCAPE UNIT NUMBER: F07
LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE: Grade II

ADDRESS OF THE SITE MAP

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

PROPERTY NO

SITE ADDRESS Off R310

18.9660166667-33.8865133333

LATITUDE/LONGITUDE

 

 

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

 

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER

Curr.NHRA Protection

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIb

Associational

Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

London plane tree avenue leading from R310 to Dwarsrivier.
SITE HISTORY
 

This is a significant landscape feature with landmark quality next to the Helshoogte Road.
LANDSCAPE SIGNIFICANCE
 

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
 

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY
 

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION
 

 
INVASIVE ELEMENTS

INTERIOR DESCRIPTION CONTEXTUAL DESIGN
 

SITE DESCRIPTION

REFERENCES DATE
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STELLENBOSCH MUNICIPALITY HERITAGE SURVEY AND MANAGEMENT PLAN CAPE WINELANDS PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES IN ASSOCIATION

SITE NAME: RHODES COTTAGE LANDSCAPE UNIT NUMBER: F07
LANDSCAPE UNIT GRADE: Grade II

ADDRESS OF THE SITE MAP

SIGNIFICANCE

PROTECTION AND GRADING

PROPERTY NO

SITE ADDRESS Boschendal Estate

18.9580783333-33.8794583333

LATITUDE/LONGITUDE

Residential

Residential

CURRENT USE

ORIGINAL USE

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

Cape Cottage

>60YRS?

ARCHITECT/BUILDER

Yes
Curr.NHRA Protection S34

PROPOSED GRADING Grade IIIa

Associational

Age

Scientific

Symbolic

Architectural

Representivity

Rarity

Archaeology

Intangible

High

Medium

Medium

Medium

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Building at end of Yellowwood avenue
SITE HISTORY
 

The cottage has architectural, social, landscape contextual, associational and landmark 
significance. 

LANDSCAPE SIGNIFICANCE
Oak trees and Yellowwoods Avenue

GROUPING WITH OTHER SITES
 

HERITAGE VULNERABILITY
 

EVIDENCE OF DEMOLITION
 

 
INVASIVE ELEMENTS

INTERIOR DESCRIPTION CONTEXTUAL DESIGN
On axis with very significant avenue of Yellowwoods

SITE DESCRIPTION

Winter 1988: 13 #4REFERENCES DATE 9/7/2017


