
 
 

HERITAGE SCOPING STUDY FOR THE PROPOSED 
REZONING AND SUBDIVISION OF ERVEN 5100 & 5101, 

STRAND 
 
 
 
 
 

Prepared for 
 

CCA Environmental (Pty) Ltd 
 

June 2004 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Prepared by 
 

Jayson Orton 
 

Archaeology Contracts Office 
Department of Archaeology 

University of Cape Town 
Private Bag 
Rondebosch 

7701 
 

Phone (021) 650 2357 
Fax (021) 650 2352 

Email jayson@age.uct.ac.za 



 2 

Table of Contents 
 
1. INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................ 3 
2. METHOD ........................................................................................................................ 4 
3. FINDINGS ...................................................................................................................... 4 

3.1 Early Stone Age finds .................................................................................................. 4 
3.2 Historical finds ............................................................................................................. 6 
3.3 Cultural landscape features ......................................................................................... 7 

4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS ................................................................................. 8 
4.1 Early Stone Age finds .................................................................................................. 8 
4.2 Historical finds ............................................................................................................. 8 
4.3 Cultural landscape features ......................................................................................... 8 

5. RECOMMENDATIONS .................................................................................................. 8 
5.1 Early Stone Age finds .................................................................................................. 8 
5.2 Historical finds ............................................................................................................. 8 
5.3 Cultural landscape features ......................................................................................... 8 

6. INVESTIGATION TEAM ................................................................................................. 9 



 3 

 
1. INTRODUCTION 
 
The Archaeology Contracts Office was appointed by CCA Environmental (Pty) Ltd to 
undertake a heritage scoping study of erven 5100 and 5101, Strand, for which it is 
proposed that rezoning and subdivision take place. The site is a farm named Rouen, and is 
located south-west of the N2, some 1.5 km north of Gordon’s Bay (Figure 1). The farm 
borders on an industrial area to the north-west and open farmland on the other three sides. 

A few buildings are present on the approximately 78 Ha farm, with much of the open space 
having been ploughed in the past and now covered by grass and trees (Figure 2). With the 

1 
3418BB Somerset West (Mapping information supplied by - Chief Directorate: Surveys and Mapping. Website: w3sli.wcape.gov.za) 
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exception of the area within the farm dams, the grass cover resulted in poor ground 
visibility.  

 
2. METHOD 
 
The site was examined visually for any heritage or archaeological material present on the 
site, and the existence of cultural landscape features was also considered. Finds were 
recorded photographically with their positions being marked by means of a hand-held GPS 
receiver using the WGS84 datum. Due to the large tracts of open grass, the survey 
focussed on those areas likely to yield the most information. These latter areas included 
the farm dams, the areas around the buildings and the various tree lines and irrigation 
furrows. 
 
3. FINDINGS 
 
Early Stone Age (ESA) material was found in two places on the farm and several historical 
structures and cultural landscape features were located. These are described below and 
their approximate locations are marked on Figure 3. 
 
3.1 Early Stone Age finds 
 
ESA artefacts are commonly found in this area with the earthworks carried out in the 
construction of farm dams usually turning up several artefacts. Two dams on erf 5100 
produced examples of such artefacts made on sandstone. In the eastern corner of the 
property (S 34° 08’ 07.7” E 18° 52’ 36.0”) several flakes and cores and one crude hand-axe 
(Figure 4) were found around the perimeter of a dam. To the west, at another dam in the 
centre of the property (S 34° 08’ 55.7” E 18° 52’ 14.3”), just two ESA artefacts were found, 
of which one was a large Classic hand-axe with a slightly pointed tip (Figure 5). No obvious 
sources of raw material were seen on the property and it is suspected that if such a source 
were locally present, a higher concentration of artefacts might have been found. The two 



 5 

4 5 

Proposed public open space 

3 

Stepped-
gable barn 

Dam 

Erf 5101 Erf 5100 

ESA 

ESA 

Original 
farmhouse 

Dams 

Furrow with 
sluice gate 

Modern 
 Modern house 

Kraal 

hand-axes present are Acheulian in character and should date to between 800 and 200 
thousand years ago. 
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3.2 Historical finds 
 
According to the owner, Mr Gavin 
Wurz, the original farmhouse may 
date to about 1820, although it 
has been considerably modified 
over the years. It still stands on 
the property (Figure 3), and is 
scheduled to be preserved during 
the proposed development. 
Figures 6 and 7 show the front 
and back of the house 
respectively. The building does 
show features suggesting a 19th

 

 
century date but replastering has 
disguised most of the alterations. 
The front gable style looks as 
though it may have been more 
recently modified, with the rear 
gable possibly being original. The 
garage and rooms to the right of 
the edge of the gable in Figure 6 
are clearly later additions. 

Immediately north of 
this house is a barn 
with a stepped gable 
which may date to the 
1920’s or 1930’s 
(Figure 8). It is built 
with cement air-bricks 
and may have had a 
few minor alterations. 
 
To the north of the 
farmhouse there is a 
rectangular area 
surrounded by a wall 
that may be of similar 
age to the farmhouse, 
or possibly even older 
(Figure 9). We are not 
certain of its original 
function but it may have been a kraal. It is built of mud, mudbrick and stone and has been 
plastered. There are iron poles set into the wall, clearly for the addition of wire. One end 
shows an original opening, which has been closed, although the current entrance is on the 
same end (opposite the shaded wall in Figure 9). 
 



 7 

10 11 

12 

The remaining building is a recently built metal barn and is of no cultural significance. 
Several piles of rubble were evident in the area around the buildings, mainly to the south 
and east, but it was clear that none of these contained 19th

 
 century construction materials. 

3.3 Cultural landscape features 
 
Several tree lines and informal irrigation furrows are present on the farm. Examples of both 
appear to extend beyond the current farm boundaries in places, clearly relating to a time 
before the current erf divisions. The tree lines and furrows therefore have relevance over a 
wider area than just the farm under current consideration. 
 
Only in one place (S 34° 08’ 01.7” E 18° 52’ 30.6”) did we locate an attempt at formalising 
any of the furrows. In that instance a small cement, brick and concrete structure 
incorporating a small iron sluice gate had been built at the intersection of two furrows not 
far to the east of the buildings (Figure 10). The furrows are of varying size, with most being 
between about 0.6 and 2 m wide. The largest furrow is also tree-lined and lies along the 
north-eastern boundary of the property. This one may be more modern and is about 5m 
across. 

 
The tree lines are of pine 
(Figure 11) and 
Eucalyptus trees (Figure 
12). Along the north-
eastern boundary of the 
property a large furrow of 
about 5m width is 
bordered by Eucalyptus 
trees. In that instance the 
trees occur on both sides 
of the furrow. Most other 
tree-lines are single, but 
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some double lines were also noted. These lines presumably demarcated the layout of 
fields and perhaps earlier farm boundaries. Some small areas of pine and Eucalyptus 
forest are also present on the farm. 
 
4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
 
4.1 Early Stone Age finds 
 
The Somerset West area is well known to produce ESA material in most earthworks, and 
the finds on this site were therefore not unexpected. The material here is not particularly 
dense, however, and is therefore not seen as being of great significance. 
 
4.2 Historical finds 
 
The historical buildings and features of the farm are more significant. Although the age of 
the main farmhouse is uncertain, it most likely dates to the early to mid-19th century. This 
farmhouse is apparently scheduled to be preserved The nearby kraal-type structure may 
be early 19th century and is significant due to its possibly being the oldest structure on the 
property. A presumed early 20th

 

 century barn also stands on the property and is not 
regarded as a significant heritage resource. 

4.3 Cultural landscape features 
 
Several tree lines and informal irrigation furrows are present on the site but these are not 
regarded as being highly significant. Only one instance of an attempt at formalisation was 
noted with the structure being in poor condition and of little value. 
 
5. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
5.1 Early Stone Age finds 
 
The ESA material on the site is of little significance and no further archaeological mitigation 
would be required. 
  
5.2 Historical finds 
 
The farmhouse, stepped gable barn and kraal are all protected under section 34 of the 
National Heritage Resources Act and would need permits for their demolition. If any further 
planning decisions are to be made regarding the future of any of these three structures, 
further historical and archival research would be required before a permit may be granted.  
 
5.3 Cultural landscape features 
 
The irrigation furrows are of low significance and no further archaeological mitigation would 
be required. 
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The tree lines are also not considered very significant, although the project planners may 
consider incorporating at least part of some of them into the public open spaces in the 
planned development. 
 
6. INVESTIGATION TEAM 
 
Fieldwork         Dave Halkett 
          Tim Hart 
          Jayson Orton 
Report         Jayson Orton 
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