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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Bethlehem Farm 153 is ex.tremely large and its Portions are sandwiched between the 

hamlet of Kylemore and the well-known farms of Rhone / Lanquedoch. The farm nestles 

below the towering Drakenstein Mountains, with large plantations watered by streams. 

Bethlehem represents one of the last great orchard farms in the Dwaj"s River Valley. 

Three mountain streamlets divide the farm into three similar portions, and these streams 

played an important part in the placement and development of the various "farmyards" 

between 1688 and 1960s. 

Bethlehem is significant for a number of natural and cultural factors, some of them 

already identified previously (Vos 2009:141-145; Addended). Factors include the name 

Bethlehem, its context in relation to the 1688 French Refugees and Dutch settlers, the 

pivotal role of pastor Pierre Simond and other important personalities, the importance of its 

role in the Zilvermine exploits and the role of slaves and labourers on the farm. 

The closely concentrqted, linear farmyard consists of four, core 18th century buildings, viz. 

a Wine-Cellar (T-plan)(1770s-1800s); a Homestead (T-plan)(1770s); Stables/Shed (1740s 

-1780s); amalgamated with a Kraal/Barn (1750s). In addition, the wert is consolidated with 

stringed flat-roofed buildings (1900s) and stores, a Double storey (1904), and a variety of 

boundary walls from the late 18th to the early 20th century. None of the buildings have 

been restored and some need attention. All have great potential to be rehabilitated to 

restore the farmyard's integrity. 

Consequently, there are numerous Recommendations about each building or feature in 

order to recapture the heritage spirit of the farmyard. These are guidelines to be used by 

the architect and client in any future proposals. The heritage value of the Buildings is 

assessed in FIG.66 (p.295), whilst the Recommendations are conveniently summarised in 

Chapter 19.2 (pp. 297-307). 

The earliest Phase of Pioneer Buildings (1688-1740) and the Kraal/ Cottages (>1800 -

1960s), lie within the Ruins scattered and also concentrated in a linear line on the farm. 

Some of the earlier constructions will be identified in the archaeological report of miss 

Harriet Clift. 

The combination of these three reports, viz. History (Vos 2009), Yard Constructions (Vos 

2011) and Archaeology, will provide new insights and interpretations. Therefore 

corrections, affirmations and new recommendations will also be in order as part of the 

ongoing process of investigation and planning. 
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SIGNIFICANCE OF BETHLEHEM (Vas 2009) 
The farm Bethlehem can be regarded as highly significant for the following reasons, in 

accordance with the NHRA of 1999, no.25. It has a high social, personality and cultural 

historic value, as well as strong Khoi and slave connotations. 

1. The name Bethlehem is probably the only Biblical-derived farm name in the 

Stellenbosch district. As the name implies, it was originally small and insignificant, 

hidden below the Bange Hoek Pass, but it would ultimately become internationally known, 

due to the personalities that owned it. 

2. Bethlehem lies on the border between the tWo farming communities and two churches, 

viz. of Drakenstein (alias Babilons Toorn) (1688) for the French Refugees, and the Dutch 

freeburghers of Stellenbosch village (1687). This ambivalence between French and 

Dutch and associated conflicts, were thus resident within Bethlehem's history. Due to the 

political policies of the DEIC and the Cape government, the French language and "culture" 

were deliberately suppressed and replaced with the Dutch language and material world. 

Bethlehem also symbolizes the freedom of faith the emigrants desired within a Calvinist 

religious context. 

3. Bethlehem's historic value should not be minimized. Of all the French farms it is the 

only one where the DEle was involved during the initial building programme. The 

French minister was of course a VOC employee and entitled to such assistance. 

4. The existing structures (not yet documented) are thus representative of the oldest 

French farm and buildings closest to Stellenbosch and the Cape. Their investigation and 

documentation, including the numerous ruins scattered over the farm, are thus of great 

historic importance. 

5. Primary to Bethlehem's· heritage significance is the number of early, well-known 

personalities associated with the farm. Reverend Pierre Simond, the first permanent 

French pastor to make his abode at the Cape, exerted a tremendous spiritual and moral 

influence on the French community. For the period August 1688 - May 1702 he guided 

the flock, bound them spiritually and culturally together, intervened for them with the 

governor in finding better farms, set the example in farming lucratively on the principle of 

crop-sharing; and his wife setting up the first (competitive?l) shop at Bethlehem, 

equidistant for the colonists of Stellenbosch village and the French along the Breede 

Rivier. 

In addition, Simond's new translation of the Psalms in French was the first South African 

text to be published, though in the Netherlands, in 1703. The sermon which he delivered 

at Cape Town in 1697 was also the first full sermon we have record of and also the first 

one published (1707). 
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6. Another famous or infamous Company official at the Cape was the Secunde Samuel 

Elsevier, who bought Bethlehem and owned it for five years (1-102-1707). Elsevier was 

one of the hated Company officials who overstepped their privileges by owning large tracts 

of land. Consequently, Bethlehem also became the focus of the burgher rebellion against 

the corrupt officialdom of the Cape during Wilhelm van der Stel's reign as governor (1699-

1707). Elsevier probably never lived on the farm but had it managed by others. 

7. The landdrost at Stellenbosch was after that of governor, the most influential post, 

exerting rule over all land beyond the peninsula. Nicolaas van den Heuvel, ex-Ianddrost 

(1707-1716) was an important official residing at Bethlehem (1719-1735). 

8. Ownership of Bethlehem by the Rhodes Fruit Farms and Anglo American (1958-2002) 

also gave the farm international exposure and prestige. 

9. Slavery was just beginning to come into its own during the late 1th century at the 

Cape. It is noteworthy that the prosperous Simond could afford up to 10 slaves within a 

decade or so, and thus the pastor represents the largest slaveholder of the French 

speakers. 

10. Bethlehem, situated in the narrow bottleneck pass beyond Stellenbosch, was much 

visited by the Khoi who were still living in isolated kraals within the Drakenstein district. 

Pierre Simond was also the first to make the suggestion of "civilizing" them with clothes 

during the winter months and to teach them to become self-supportive. If this was 

accomplished by c.1700, they would have become landowners in their own right and 

changed the course of history. Unfortunately the free, pastoral lifestyle of centuries of 

independence, was too strong. They therefore never built permanent houses for 

themselves, the first step in claiming the land, nor became self-supportive through tillage. 

11. One of the most controversial financial ventures for mineral exploration at the Cape 

was directly connected with Bethlehem. The Director of the Octroyeerde Zilvem 

Mynwerken van Simonsberg, the Opper-coopman Olof de Wet, was owner of Bethlehem. 

He was directly involved during the mining operatio~s from 1740 -1743, and Director of the 

Company operating from 1743 -1748, which failed disastrously. The Industrial 

Zilvermine shafts and exploits are worthy a book on their own. 

12. The social significance of Bethlehem in the context of the Bangehoek, Drakenstein 

and Stellenbosch areas, was higher during the first half of the 18th century. After the old 

church at Babilonstoren collapsed in 1716, the new pastor set up his headquarters at Paarl 

in 1719. The centre of social and economic gravity shifted to Paarl by the 1750's. 

Consequently, Bethlehem became isolated in the shadow of Simonsberg. Even though 

some rich owners followed, the influence of its owners waned, and debts and insolvency 

increasingly played a part during the 19th century. With the new English owners since the 

late 19th century, Bethlehem' again flourished till deep into the 20th century. 
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FIG.1 Topographical map of Dwars River Valley where the huge farm of old Bethlehem 
lies at the foothills of the Drakenstein Mountains (SB Map DD 3318, scale 1 :50 000). 

1. View towards the farm Bethlehem (look S) (Boschendal Catalogue 2008). 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
Old Bethlehem Farm (No.153) has been one of the least known or researched farms due 
to its isolated siting off the main roads or dirt tracks. The farm is situated on the northern 
slopes of the Drakenstein Mountains, in the historical DRV (SB Map DD 3318: 1 :50 000, 
1975) (FIG.1). 

Prior to any subdivisions of the Boschendal Founders Estate, I was commissioned by 
Baumann & Winter Consultants to document the history of Bethlehem, in preparation for 
any structural and archaeological investigations (Vos 2009). This lengthy report 
highlighted the high value and significance of Bethlehem. 

In 2009, the client, Reside Properties (Ply) Ltd, Parktown, Johannesburg, bought the 
property and the Company is represented by Karin Koep, Manager of Farm France, 
Kylemore. I was appointed in February 2011 to conduct the structural investigations and 
analysis of the farmyard buildings. Miss Harriet Clift was appointed afterwards to conduct 
the archaeological research on all the extensive ruins found in the bush and overgrowth, 
primarily north of the farmyard. 
The proposed function of the farm and buildings has not been finalized, but a horse/stud 
component will be a primary investment. 

2. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS 
My report is in fulfilment of the SANHR Act 1999, no.25, Section 34, where all structures 
older than 60 years are protected and need investigation. The Project Manager, Hanns 
Blumer of DMP, has already obtained a ROD (10.12.2010) towards this requirement 
(Add.1). 

The other primary legal requirement is in accordance with Section 35, for the 
archaeological excavation of test sections, to inform the functional and chronological 
development of the constructions. An "Application for an Archaeological Permit" was 
submitted by me to HWC on 21.2.2011. At the APC of 29.2.2011 the application was 
accepted and a permit issued, Permit No.2011/03/005, dated 25 March 2011, which is 
valid till 25.3.2014 (Add.2). 

2. View from the 
Bethlehem avenue 
of oaks towards the 
Simonsberg soaring 
into the sky (look N). 
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3. GOALS OF REPORT 
The goals of my investigations are primarily structural, with some supplementary 
archaeological data. The information is linked to the historical owners and social 
conditions (see Vos 2009). 
1. Conduct structural investigations at the Old Bethlehem Farmyard buildings, viz. 
Homestead, Cellar, Flat-roofed lean-to buildings, the Double Storey, a very large 
Stable/Shed Building, a Barn, Animal enclosures and a number of Boundary walls. 
2. Keep a full record in notes, drawings and photographs. 
3. Assess the evolutionary development of the buildings in context with the historical 

owners from 1700s to 2000. 
4. Assess the contextual integrity of the structures and werf. 
5. Undertake archaeological test sections to clarify structural interpretations. 
6. Make provisional recommendations of how any renovation / rehabilitation process 

could proceed in respect of these structures. 

The report is technical and reads with difficulty. 
The READER is advised to first consult the Chapter 19 Significance of the 
Bethlehem Farmyard, which includes all the Recommendations from the text. 

4. HERITAGE RESOURCES IDENTIFIED 
Old Bethlehem nestles amongst the most spectacular scenery and mountains of the 
Boland. Jonkershoek Valley and Idas Valley have extensive and specialized registries of 
their cultural and environmental resources (e.g. Pistorius & Harris 2005). 

The Wine/ands District Council (Stellenbosch Municipality) has produced in August 1999 a 
Final Draft on the "Owars River Valley Development Framework". In this 80 page report, 
much emphasis is laid on the social, cultural, archaeological and environmental facets of 
the DRV. A number of times (e.g. p.60) it was stressed that the DRV be proclaimed a 
Protected Natural Environment in accordance with the Environmental Conservation Act 
(No.73 of 1989). 

Appended to the above report is Baumann & Winter's (1999) "Heritage Conservation 
Component of the Structure plan for Owars River Valley". It provided valuable cultural and 
landscape surveys of the villages Kylemore, Johannesdal, Pniel, Lynedoch, the Banghoek 
Valley and Boschendal Founders Estate farms (FIG.2). Some of the Cape's most well
known and hidden gems, read like a "Who's Who?": Zeven Rivieren, Morgenzon, Farm 
France (old Rust & Vrede), Zorgvliet, Goede Hoop, Bethlehem, Lanquedoc, Le Rhone and 
Boschendal. 

Simonsberg (named in 1687 after Simon van der Stel), rises on giant claws out of the 
valley, and from its ascending spires, surveys the DRV as a majestic lord. It should long 
ago have been proclaimed a National Heritage site. As a backdrop to Bethlehem, the 
steep towering range of Orakenstein Mountains stands guard like an impregnable fortress 
over its domain of rivers and streams, klowe and foothills, and its alluvial flood plain of the 
meandering Dwars River. It is therefore no surprise that serious efforts are ongoing to 
have the DRV declared a World Heritage Site. 
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TABLE 1 OWNERS 1688 - 1840 : BETHLEHEM, STELLENBOSCH 

PORTION TRANSF DATE SIZE OWNER PRICE 

1a Farm Beth In promise 08.11.1688 60 morgen Rev Pierre Simond 
b 08.09.1694 Surveyed 
c OSF I, 421 28.03.1696 60m 277r2 Rev Pierre Simond Grant 

2a Mererust T.565 29.08.1697 60m Rev Pierre Simond (bought by) 11000 
b T.566 09.05.1702 do Abraham de Villiers (sold to) [1300 

*Simond left the Cape in May 1702 

3 Beth T.159 17.02.1702 60m 277r2 Secunde Samuel Elsevier 

4a do T.53 05.04.1707 do Claas van de Westhuizen [2700 
b T.54 do do Mortgage to colonial govt. [2400 

5a do T.1288 24.04.1719 do Nicolaas van den Heuvel 11000 
Landdrost of SB 

26.04.1732 *Nicolaas died 
b 08.05.1735 *Widow Maria Seegers x Olaf de Wet 

6a do T.3179 22.01.1756 do Eduard Christiaan Hauman 12000 
b Mortgage to Jan de Villiers 12000 

7 do T.3321 14.02.1758 do Hendrik C. van Nieuwkerken 11800 
Mortgage to Jan de Villiers [1800 
Hendrik van Niekerk x Aletta Steijn 
Hendrik died >1766 

8 do T.4751 28.07.1775 do Andries Stephanus du Toit 12000 
Mortgage to Jan de Villiers 14000 
Another Mortgage to Jan de Villiers 19000 

1777 Inventory of Susanna 

9 do T.6507 19.11.1790 do Jacob Daniel de Villiers 116000 
A.S. du Toit owed J.D. de Villiers 110000 

10 do T.98 30.08.1804 do Johannes Josua Minnaar 128000 --
Mortgage to Sophia van der Poel 11 8000 
Mortgage to Geertruyda du Toit [8000 

BLH is en larged with a Perpetual Quitrent (erfpag) in 1822 
11 SQ 6, 12 15.12.1822 444m 209r2 

12 OSF I 421 T.270 25.09.1829 60m 277r2 Jacob Hendrik de Villiers, J.D. son '[60101 
PQ SQ 6, 12 15.12.1822 444m 209r2 Mortgage to Sophia van der Poel 118000 

Mortgage to Jan Hendrik Bam [12000 
Mortgage to Johan David Piton? [13000 

J.H. de Villiers x Anna S. de Villiers 
15.01.1835 J.H. de Villiers died 
22.04.1837 Anna S. de Villiers x Roelof P. vd Merwe -.-

TBethBldg1.xls 
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In the Baumann & Winter report (1999), farms in the immediate vicinity have been 
assessed, and Old Bethlehem evaluated as a National Resource, Grade 1 (1999:13). 
Unfortunately, the dilapidated Bethlehem farm buildings and present environment cannot 
justify this grading, as it presents no "destination" in the wilderness. It certainly has the 
potential towards such a grading, but only when the farm and environs have been 
renovated and upgraded adequately in context of the remainder of the DRV. 

Major Heritage Resources at and around Bethlehem include: 
1. Drakenstein mountain range. 
2. Bangehoek Valley and its mountain ranges. 
3. Helshoogte and Simonsberg Passes. 
4. Water resources: Dwars River, streams, springs and dams. Note the reservoirs 

adjacent the Barn / kraal and farmyard. 
5. The stately avenue of oak trees on the major E-W axis and the minor N-S axis to the 

farmyard. 
6. The associated old dirt roads for wagons, directing traffic to the lower Simonsberg 

bypass and connecting Bethlehem to the other farms. 
7. The unique, tripartite ribbon OSF land-grants of 1688, indicating the separate 

cultivation of land by three French burghers. 
8. The linear context of the development of the farmyard. Buildings reflect the functions 

of the farm over the ages (FIG.3). 
1. Barn (early 18th c) 
2. Stabling (18th c) 
3. Homestead (1770s) 
4. Cellar (>1770s) 
5. Double Storey (1900) 
6. Stores & sheds (19th c) 
7. Stores / Sheds (1900) 
8. Kraals and outbuildings (in ruins) complex (18th 

- 19th c) 
9. Historic personalities during DEIC period, i.a. Rev Pierre Simond, Secunde Elsevier, 

and manager De Wet of the Zilvermyn. 
10. The French Refugees, their settlement, churches and integration into local 

communities. 
11. The free Khoi as settlers on Bethlehem, who provided an important labour resource, 

in addition to the later slaves. 
12. Bethlehem as a major role player in respect of orchards and the export market of fruit 

since the 19th century, all .part of the Anglo-American Farms since 1960s. 

, . 

rOE~ L. NOw.r(t 

~E!l'N~' 

. FIG.3 Site plan of the linear werf with flat and pitched roof structures (DMP 2011). 
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5. HISTORICAL SURVEY 

An extensive report (173 pp) documents the history (1688-2008) of the owners of 

Bethlehem. A major emphasis was on Pierre Simond, pastor to the French refugees and 

their settlement in Simondium and along the Simonsberg Mountain (Vos 2009) (FIG.4). 

Bethlehem, one of two farms in the Wine lands with a Biblical name (the other is Zion at 

Simondium), lies on the divide between the 1688 French Refugee settlements of the 

Dwars and Berg River valleys (between Franschhoek and Paarl), and the 1685 Dutch 

vi "age Ste"enbosch. Bethlehem was never really part of either the Dutch or French 

settlements and reflects a composite site of indigenous and exotic influences. Extracts 

from the Vos 2009 report of the owners and contemporary architecture on the farmyard will 

be emphasized (Table 1). At present, Bethlehem consists of 7 farm lots with a total of 277 

hectares of land. 

French FBrIT/8 s}urwn JlIus ~ 
IJrikh 

MAP 
BHEWING POSITION OF FARMS 

GRANTED TO 

FRENCH & DUTCH SETTLERS 
UP TO 1700. 

.. 
f<. 

~ 

FIG.4 Portion of map detailing the farms of the French Refugees (dark colour) in 

Drakenstein. Bethlehem is just visible on the outskirts (far left corner at no.11) (Vos 

2009:17; reproduced from Botha 1919: against 124). 
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5.1 SEVENTEENTH CENTURY 

Pierre Simond was employed by the DEIC in the Netherlands as Pastor to the French 

Refugees. When he arrived at the Cape with his young wife, three oblong strips of land 

(totalling 60 m 277r2) were granted to him by November 1688 (FIG.5). As an employee of 

the government, their craftsmen built him a house with dimensions of 18.3 .m x 6.1 m and 

an eaves height of 2.4 m (Vos 2009:71) (FIG.S). The siting of this dwelling still eludes us, 

but archaeological investigations on the farm may provide answers. 

With two knechts assisting Pierre, other buildings, possibly clay-stacked and in mud brick, 

were also built at various places on the farm. A Cellar and Barn were prerequisites to any 

farmyard at this time. By 1700 Pierre had 13 slaves in his possession, 5 children of his 

own, and employed one or two personal knechten. It is likely that one of the outbuildings 

housed the slaves by themselves. 

Pierre (Pieter, Petrus) Simond was one of the few great intellectuals at the Cape and 

numerous of his letters and writings survived. He was passionate about the Protestant 

religion, sermons and songs, and with his new rhymed version of the Psalms, hastened to 

return to Europe. By 1700 his possessions were auctioned and he and his family left the 

Cape in May 1702 for the Netherlands. 

. I . . 

. I 

FIG.5 Early 
18th century copy 
(c.1706) of Beth
lehem grant 
issued 28.3.1696 
(OSF I, 421). Note 
the three oblong 
strips of land (A B 
& C), and the 
Woonhuis and 
Bokkenhok (DO). 

FIG.6 A possible reconstruction of Simond's 
house at Bethlehem, as built by the DEIC in 
1689. It is speculative in detail, but based on 
known facts of the period (Vos 2009:71). 



NAME 

1. PIERRE SIMOND (AUCTION) 

2. SAMUEL ELZEVIER 

(NOTE:This is ELSENBURG) 

4J ~ eo" eo ~~ $~ 
~ .$i~~eo~ ~ ri'ff ~ ~ 0 0 

~ f ~ ~~ ~ 4;)0 & ~ Iq- ~ ~ ~ .f ~ & ~0 ~~ t ~ t 
~ ~p::,(j~ .§t.§t.§l.§t[}~ $ Co $ ~"~ ~ ~0! ~ ~ rf#~()~ 

YEARI ~ ~O ~ Q~ ~ rl rl rl rl .f ()~ $ (l..s? § .I 8 CJO ~ ~ 4;)~ 4;)~ ~ tP ~ SJ 

1700 I 1 1 1 1 2 I 3 1 2 I 11 1 2 D 

1709 2 1421 3 I 2 40 I 300 I 2000 14 1 10 1 40 I 700 1 5 1 4 I 114 I 1 

3. PIETER VAN DER WESTHUIZEN I 1695 I 1 1 1 I 5 I 1 I 1 1 3 I 1 4 1 43 I 600 I 2 I 36 2 1 20 1 1 25 1 4 I 4 1 2 K 

(NOTE: This is in Cape Town) 

4. CLAAS VAN DER WESTHUIZEN 1709 1 1 2 2 6 1 30 1 300 1 4 8 1 6 1 6 1 40 1 o 1 1 1 D 

5. CLAAS VAN DER WESTHUIZEN 1712 1 1 2 3 4 I 50 I 400 8 1 5 1 6 1 30 4 1 1 S 

6. CLAAS VAN DER WESTHUIZEN 1719 1 1 3 1 4 1 2 1 1 10 1 50 1 200 1 10 5 I I 10 1 60 1 10 I 3 1 1 D 

7. NICOLAAS VAN DEN HEUVEL 1723 1 1 2 P 1 3 1 2 1 3 1 15 1 83 1 420 I 3 25 1 40 1 20 I 250 4 1 1 S 

8. NICOLAAS VAN DEN HEUVEL 1734 34 1 TO ITAL 1120 I 600 40 

9. OLOF DE WET 1741 1 1 6 3 I 30 1 7 1 6 1 10 1 48 1 180 1 450 1 10 40 1 18 1 10 1 80 2 21 4 45 I 1 1 1 S 

10. OLOF DE WET 1752 1 1 1 3 1 2 I 1 1 1 1 7 1 92 513 1 1 1 S 

11. EDUARD HAUMAN 1761 1 1 1 7 I 1 I 2 1 2 I 23 I 20 I 150 20 110 1 1 1 

(+ La Motte &- Fredericksberg) 

12. HENDRIK VAN NIEKERK 1762 I 1 1 1 1 4 I 1 10 I 2 I 1 I 1 I 20 I 50 I 500 20 1 250 3 1 20 1 1 I 1 1 1 K 

13. HENDRIK VAN NIEKERK (widow) 1 1773 1 1 3 1 2 14 1 4 I 2 I 2 I 40 I 40 I 400 26 1260 K 

14. ANDRIES S. DU TOIT 1782 1 1 I 1 2 3 1 1 1 10 1 1 

TBETHBldgs1 TAX.xLS 

Table 2 A summary of select tax-rolls (opgaafrol/e) of the 18Ln century owners.(Vos 2009:96). 
o 
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5.2 EIGHTEENTH CENTURY 

Simond's friend, Secunde Samuel Elsevier of Elsenburg, bought Bethlehem, but Elsevier's 

son probably farmed it for him (Vos 2009:97). In 1707 the farm was bought by Claas van 

de Westhuizen, a rather prosperous farmer. Ex-Ianddrost (1713-1717) Nicolaas van den 

Heuvel married into the Van de Westhuizen household and obtained Bethlehem farm for a 

mere 11000 in 1719. One would expect some upgrading of the farmyard during Van de 

Heuvel's time (1719-1732), but we have very little evidence to go on. When he died in 

1732, his widow was married three years later to Olaf de Wet, who stayed in possession 
till 1756. 

Olaf was involved with the shipping trade and owned Paardevlei and Vlooibaai (Somerset 

Strand) at one time. In his tax-return of 1741 we find 37 adult slaves and 16 teenage 

slaves (see Table 2), but these were probably spread over his different farms. 

Nonetheless, he probably was involved in some building activities at Bethlehem, possibly 

the Barn and Stable Building in stone (Phase A) (FIG.7). 

Surprisingly, by 1756 the farm was worth a mere 12000, when the medical doctor Eduard 

Haumann bought it, staying only two years (see Table 1). Little happened and during 

Hendrik van Nieuwkerker's ownership (1758 - 1775), this trend of minimal activity 

continued (Vos 2009:116). Andries du Toit acquired the farm for a mediocre 12000 in 

1775, but took out mortgages to the value of 113000. I attribute to him the linear layout of 

Bethlehem farmyard. He would have erected the T-homestead and upgraded some earlier 

buildings, for e.g. the Barn and expanded the "Stone" outbuilding to the present Stables 

Building. 

All these building activities are reflected in the price of 116000 the new owner, Jacob 

Daniel de Villiers, paid in 1790. He continued with the expansions and was probably the 

one who built and extended the Cellar T-plan to its present form. Vines and production of 

wine were major economic drivers of prosperity. His investments and improvements 

(presumably including the cellar stock), were sold for 128 000 to Johannes Minnaar in 

1804 (see Table 1) (Vos 2009:121). 

FIG.7 Site plan of the linear werf, locating the stone-built Barn and Pioneer Structure:' 
(partial) (DMP 2011). 



FIG.8 A valuable but tattered map of 1806 shows the farms of 
Drakenstein, but in a diminutive size. The details are obtuse at 
Minnaar's farm (Boschendal Catalogue 2008:14; CAD M3/405) 
(Vos 2009:123) . 
FIG.9 A map of about 1830 shows Bethlehem farm in greater detail 
with a linear farmyard of the Cellar, Homestead and Stable/Barn 
(Boschendal Catalogue 2008:21) (CAD M2 630)(Vos 2009:127). 

12,. 
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5.3 NINETEENTH CENTURY 

Over the next 25 years (1804-1829) Minnaar improved the farm also greatly. Note that in 

1822 his land increased 7-fold with a Quitrent of over 444 morgen. This may also account 

for the high price of f60 101 he obtained in 1829 from Jacob Hendrik de Villiers, who 

bought the farm back into the De Villiers family at great cost (see Table 1). The first 

document of the 19th century to show the buildings of Bethlehem date to 1808 and show 

about 6 constructions (FIG.B). Shortly after J.H. de Villiers acquired Bethlehem (1829-

1840), a map of the 1830s shows again the linear arrangement of the buildings, with what 

appears to be a dug furrow (FIG.9). 

Since the 'unofficial' emancipation in 1834 of the slaves, Cape farms began to languish. 

We see this reflected in prices of the overvalued farm (1829) of f60 000 which dropped to 

f40 000 in 1840. The Haupts owned Bethlehem from 1840-1886, but due to the high 

mortgages and interests, the economic recession, the volatile labour market, the droughts 

and diseases, they were declared twice insolvent (1852, 1886) (Table 3). 

From 1853 to 1875 the price of the farm increased negligibly and stayed steady at about 

£1500 (1£= f40). In 1875 Carel Albrecht Haupt took out a mortgage of about £2900 

(minus £1600), which allowed him about £1300 for investment. I speculate that this 

money was used towards the replacement of the thatch roofs with corrugated iron on most 

if not all the buildings. Was a fire instrumental to this change? 

Waiter Mills, the first of the British owners, bought the farm for the old price of £1500 in 

1886. The Phylloxera epidemic caused great damage under Cape vines at this time. 

Interestingly enough, Mills took out a £4000 mortgage on 5.12.1891. Why? I interpret this 

because a fire that created havoc on the farm, which fire consumed the front portion of the 

Cellar, the back roof and also much of the Stable Building and Barn (FIG.i0). In spite of 

repairing the buildings with the £4000, he sold the farm at a loss in 1893, when James Hill 

acquired it for a mere £1275 (see Table 3) .. As an, example of how a fire can devastate a 

stable building, the case of Upper Vredenburg, Vlottenburg will be presented. This farm 
) 

also belonged to RFF (1897 - 1969). A Stable building of c.1820 was devastated by a fire 

a century later (12.11.1920) (Vas 1999) (FIG.11). 

FIG.10 These buildings probably all burnt down in c.1890, but they were already under 

corrugated iron. Fire marks are visible on all the built-up walls of the eaves. Signs of a fire 

at the Homestead were earlier. 
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TABLE 3 OWNERS 1840 - 2009 : BETHLEHEM, STELLENBOSCH 

PORTION TRANSF DATE SIZE OWNER PRICE 

13 do T .234 01.03.1840 do Carel Albrecht Haupt Jr f40000 
He went insolvent in 1852 (£1000) 
Mortgage owed to Jac. S. du Toit, Azn 1125000 

14 do T.259 21.10.1853 do Petrus Johannes Haupt, Carel's son £1500 
Mortgage owed to Board of Executors £1000 
Mortgage owed to Jac. S. du Toit 125000 
Petrus died c.1874 

-
15 BLH T.246 20.01.1875 60m 277r2 Carel Albrecht Haupt, Philip son £1600 --

PQ 444m 209r2 x Anna C. Haupt (born Haupt) 
Mortgage to Daniel E.P. Haupt £2926 
CA Haupt went insolvent 

16 do T.141 08.04.1878 do Anna Carolina Haupt (born Haupt) £1375 
Mortgage to Daniel E.P. Haupt £1545 
Anna C. & Carel A Haupt insolvent 

17 do T.303 29.01.1886 do Waiter Herbert Mills £1500 
Mortgage on 5.12.1891 £4000 

18 do T.64 09.01.1893 do Joseph James Hill £1275 
Trading as J.J. Hill & Co 
Mortgage on 24.1.1893 £1000 
Mortgage on 22.11.1918 £6000 

19 do T.13918 28.11 .1919 do Percival Ross Frames Trustee for: £20000 -
1. Ethel Dorothy Micklem (born Frames) 
2. Gwendolen Joyce Ross Frames 
Managed by L. D'Urban Cloete 

20 4/5.6.1934 Deed of Servitude (electricity) 

21 do T.17460 13.11 . 1950 do Bridport Investment Co (Pty) Ltd £33000 
I (BIC) Mortgage £10000 

22 Consolidated T .275 19.01.1954 501 .1457m Certificate of Uniform Title 
Arthur Edmund Bridges 
Director of BIC 

23a Portion 2 T.3475 15.03.1955 23.6958m From CUT to BIC .-
b do T.6082 28.04.1960 do From BIC to Doris AC. Dumbar 
c do T.14173 08.09.1960 do Anglo American Farms 

24a Remainder T.3476 15.03.1955 477.4499m Werner Hinder from BIC £34750 
b do T.1970 18.02.1958 do Rhodes Fruit Farms 

Anglo American Farms 

25 T.42792 25.06.2008 Boschendal (Pty) Ltd 

26 2009 Reside Properties (pty) Ltd 

--
TBETHLEHEM.XLS 



FIG.11.1 At Upper Vredenburgh (Vlottenburg), the Stables and Cellar form aT
plan. The front portion was consumed by a fire on 17.11.1920 (Boschendal 
Catalogue). View is towards the eastern endgable. Note the fire's heat marks 
against the endgable and the collapsed beams and others burnt away in the 
centre. 
FIG.11.2 View of the Stable fa~ade looking SW, with the central gable of 1820 
still amazingly intact. Three chimneys represent kitchens for labourers and 
families, accommodated since the 18405. Note the water trough and complete 
destruction of all timberwork. 

FIG.11.3 The Stable fac;ade was restored to stables again, with new'timberwork, 
a 45° pitched corrugated iron roof and minus the cottages and kitchens (the 
source of the fire). 

\5 



Ib 

3. Pointed quoins on 
the stonework at 
Bethlehem occurred 
frequently. Here is 
the in situ date of 
1909, on the upper 

~_~ ,~ portion of a kraal wall 

~ amongst the ruins 

(look N). 

4. The trace 
patterns are also 
seen on the lower 
stonework of the 
plinth of the eastern 
flat roofs at the 
Homestead (look W). 

5. On the exterior 
plinth of the eastern 
courtyard buildings 

(Flat Roofs and 

Double Storey), 
similar geometric 
patterns are visible 

(look W). 
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5.4 TWENTIETH CENTURY 

. Joseph James Hill was an entrepreneurial business man who was already trading as 

J.J. Hill and Co. I suspect he was in the animal, wine and fruit trade. He immediately 

obtained a mortgage for £1000 and I believe many of the large scale improvements at the 

Bethlehem farm are owned to him. 

During this time (1895-1910), all buildings were meticulously upgraded, many decorated 

with geometric patterns on the stone walling, at both the farmyard buildings and at the 

kraal/cottage ruins (wall dated at 1909). I ascribe to him the Double Storey (dated gable 

1904) and the smaller Flat-roofed Stores (south) within the courtyard. Was Hill involved in 

supplying the British garrisons during the Anglo-Boer War? Wine, meat (pigs, sheep, and 

cattle) and horses were in great demand during the war effort. His business ventures 

(whatever they were) must have been highly profitable. 

A year prior to selling the farm, Hill took out another £6 000 mortgage on the farm and then 

sold the farm for £20 000 to the Frames family in 1919. We have a definitive date at the 

linear farmyard during their ownership, and that is the "1927" inscription against the water

trough at the Garage Flat-roof. They must have continued with the tradition of supplying 

horses, now concentrating on saddle and racing horses. 

Electricity arrived by early 1930 at the farm, which energy source, as well as 

mechanization and modern transport, revolutionised farming at Bethlehem and the area. 

New garages were broken into the old buildings (Cellar, Flat-roofs East, Stable Building 

and Barn) from this time onwards. 

Arthur Bridges, with his Bridport Investments Co (Pty) Ltd, acquired the farm for £33 000 

in 1950 and kept some portions for 5 years and another for a decade. He was apparently 

involved in the export market. Anglo-American Farms obtained the Quitrent and OSF 

portions in 1958 I 1960, which were incorporated in Boschendal Estate in 2005, till 

Boschendal Founders Estate took control in 2008. Fruit orchards, cultivated since the mid

late 19th century, had reached new heights during the AM ownership, in association with 

canneries and timber mills nearby at Drakenstein (Stander 1983). For the past few 

decades the farm was subcontracted by various individuals in the production and support 

of fruit, as at present (201 O). 

With the new Reside Properties (pty) Ltd ownership since 2009, a whole new future is 

envisioned for the farm; Consequently, these heritage reports are to establish a data base 

of what is there and identifying the potential of such aspects of the property. 



6. Mr Goliath du Plessis, overseer of the waterworks for the past 30 
years, pose here at the eastern stone boundary wall, also with patterns 
on the fa9ade side (look E). 
7. Section at the back (south) of the Stable Building where various bricks 
and stone techniques offer clues to earlier building periods (look N). 

19 



6. STRUCTURAL INVESTIGATIONS 
With old buildings, more alterations can be expected and consequently an increase in 
complexity. The key to reconstructing the history of the development of the Bethlehem 
buildings lay in dating the relative ages of the different materials and styles of 
constructions. Some interior and exterior plasters were stripped, particularly where 
plasters were loose or already gone. Some buildings were replastered in cement and 
these areas were avoided. The buildings of Bethlehem are particularly fragile, as they 
were not maintained adequately. Removal of cement on small or large scales would 
certainly damage the fragile old fabric. 

Relative dating of materials is done by looking at wall thicknesses, construction materials, 
colour and make-up of the mortars, and the height and hardness of the bricks. 
Mud bricks (50-60 mm) are reckoned to be the oldest (early 18th century)(1700-1735). 
Bricks of thicker dimensions (60-70 mm) date from c.1725 to the late 18th century (1790s). 
Bricks of 80 mm height generally date from about late 18th century and early 1800s 
onwards. One should beware of the reuse or earlier bricks at a later stage, a practice that 
is even common today. In addition, on Bethlehem farm the same areas Were quarried for 
clay for generations, and the same brick moulds could be in use for long periods. 
Brickwork was thus difficult to date at the best of times at Bethlehem. 

My investigations are orientated towards documentation and conservation, which were 
done over the months February to early May 2011. A great drawback in my research was 
that none of the earlier owners were available as informants. Only Goliath du Plessis 
(born 1948), the water manager for the last 30 years, knew some of the earlier activities. 
His father was a worker on the farm and Goliath accompanied him on his rounds. 

By means of a digital camera (Nikon Coo/pix 6800) I took about 2250 photographs. In 
addition, DMP took also photos prior to my present investigations. The documentation of 
the structures and their contexts provided a framework for interpreting the evolution of the 
buildings and the farmyards. This facilitated the ~ssessment of what is significant and to 
be kept, and what may be altered or demolished. , 

Note that I have ordered and referred to the buildings and their rooms from an idealized 
North, and not the true north which lies at an angle to the farmyard. This meant that the 
new North faces perpendicular to the buildings, to obviate any confusion. The walls of the 
alphabetical Rooms of the individual buildings are numbered in a clockwise manner, i.e. 
from North (front). Please see diagramme (FIG.12). 

WALL DESIGNATION 

IN . 

FIG.12 . Site plan of the primary farmyard buildings of Bethlehem, as will be discussed in 

detail (DMP 2011). 



LOOK SOUTH 

LOOK WEST 

LOOK EAST 

LOOK NORTH 
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FIG.13 Elevations of the Homestead as in its present state, a hybrid of styles since the 

1770s (DMP 2011). 
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7. HOMESTEAD (T -plan) I 

7.1 DESCRIPTION AND CONDITION 

I have preferred to call the main dwelling, the Homestead and not the Manor House, due 

to its unpretentious simplicity, a hallmark of mid-18th century Cape architecture. The 

Homestead (HS) with its long wing, was built as a contemporary unit, and did not evolve to 

this form over time (FIG.13). In contrast to the other dilapidated outbuildings, the HS is in 

good condition and sturdily built. Its room layout is typical and predictive: a Voorhuis 

(Entrance Hall), two Rooms on the left and two Rooms on the right, an Agterhuis (Living 

room), an Agterkamer (Bedroom G) and the Kitchen (Dining Room) with its hearth and 

oven. 

In most rooms the old beams and ceilings (second or third generation) are intact. All gable 

outlines have been rebuilt (1900s) and the roofline was raised to accommodate a 

corrugated roof of the 1880s, with a broad stoep and steps of post-1900. Its dimensions 

include the fayade of 22.3 m, the exterior width of the front rectangle at 5.78 m and the 

length of the tail wing at 24.22 m. 

One would expect numerous alterations at such a Cape-Dutch homestead. Fortunately 

much of them have been obviated by the clever addition of the 19th century lean-to on the 

eastern side, accommodating passages, cupboards, bathrooms and sculleries. A New 

Kitchen L has been introduced into a 19th century (earlier lean-to) pitched extension, 

forming a unit with the main T-wing. Both the detailed site plan' of the architect (DMP) and 

my own amended plans are included (FIG.14, FIG.15). 

8. View towards the post-1900 fayade of the Homestead. Note the 4 
pillars of the "veranda", which were added after the 1950s (look SE). 
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FIG.14 A detailed site plan of the' Homestead with measurements is provided (DMP 2011). 
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FIG.15 Site plan of the Homestead, with added details of the beam construction
and dating of the walls and features (DMP 20.11; amendments by Vos 2011). 



7.2 CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS 

The complete T-plan HS is built in walls of 58-60 cm wide with a height of 3.75 m from 

floor to ceilings. A medium-fired brick of a light cream colour, measuring 230 mm x 115 

mm x 70 mm, was laid in a fine brown mortar. A thin lime/sand plaster with a light cream 

wash, constitutes the oldest exterior plaster (1770s), followed later by greyish white lime 

plaster which was white-washed, and finally a lime-cement plaster of early 1900. Pure 

cement plaster has obviously also been much used. On the interior, many walls have 

been skimmed and / or replastered in cement, making the identification of old openings 

and banded wall paintings near impossible. 

9. Detail of the "eyebrow" 
architraves above the 
fac;:ade windows (half
window next to front door) 
(look S). 

10. On the fac;:ade stoep, 
a small section reveals 
the height of the 1770s 
stone walling (1) and the 
70 mm brick height in 
which the Homestead 
was built (2)(scale 50 cm) 
(look S). 



11, 12. The >1900 entrance with ogee, low walls 
ending in square column bases on the stoep. The 
brown slate with its ancient ripple watermarks 
looks to be of the later 20th century (look S & N). 
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13. Detail of the c.1940 door with one 
row of glazed panes above the door. 
Originally a stable door of c.1770, with a 
fanlight, stood here (scale 2m) (look S). 



14. The original narrow stoep would have had a low wall or stoepbankie. 
The convex-concave endwalls are in character of the style. The pillars 
should be demolished. 

15. Detail of the half
window, the sashes 
painted recently (2009) 
a dark green (look S). 
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16, 17. Two views of the larger 
c.1890 sash-window: one open, 
the other with the shutters closed; 
the latter are unusual, being solid 
and louvered (look S). 

18. Detail of the 1.890 sash-
woodwork (look SE). 



19. Detail of the exterior reveal of the half-window, showing various paint 
layers. Off-white appears as the earliest on the plaster (19th c?), then 
PWD brown, with about two or three layers of green hues (look E). 
20. View of the gable in 2009, when the woodwork was still painted white 
(look S). 

2.9 



The entire Homestead is furnished, carpeted and in active use by the renter Malcolm 

Muller and his family. Consequently, the removal of plaster was limited to small key 

sections on both the interior and exterior. They were sufficient for now to clarify 

developmental issues (see FIG.15). Blocked floors (>1950) are found from Rooms C-J, 

and cement floors at K and the full lea-to. 

7.3 PERIOD DESCRIPTION OF ROOMS 

The structure of the HS is mostly intact and I date it to 1770s. 

7.3.1 Facade 

What is particularly significant is that the present fa9ade fenestration of c.1900 is fitted 

unto the 1770 fenestration! All the 18th century, X-mould lintels and moulded sills are still 

in place. The earlier windows would have been multi-paned. They may have had shutters 

or not; plaster stripping at the right place may reveal holes for the shutter brackets, if any. 

21. The dormer sash-window is of the mid 19th century, 
but fitted towards the early 1900s (look S). 



FIG.16 View of the two front gables of the 
period 1770s, one from Spier Outbuilding 
(1778) and the other from Vergenoegd, 
Macassar (1773) (Vos 1994:27). 
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The front gable is an adapted version of c.1900 of the Cape convex-concave style (ho/-bol 

gewen. It may actually reflect the earlier gable outline, which may have been 

reconstructed according to an earlier "verbal" description. The gables of 1770s followed 

these elongated upper contours as at the 1778 Spier Outbuilding (FIG.i6). 

Note that a 19th century gable of orange brick and yellow clays is still extant and that the 

outline has been merely adapted in 1900 with the present adapted endgable outlines. The 

popular ho/bol gables of 1770s would have adorned the HS. 

22. In this view of the 
gable, oblique light 
accentuates 
plasterwork 

various 
differences: 

a: cement; 
b: lime for cement; 
c: earlier lime plaster 
(18/19th

); 

d: 1890; 
e: gable (mid-late 19th 

); 

f: alterations (look S). 

23. The front gable 
from the inside with a 
refitted lintel and later 

frame 
window 

(look N). 

for a 
(scale 

sash-

2m) 



24. In Room A the thick square beams and thin 
moulded beams alternate (as in Room 8) (look N). 
25. View of the sash-window, but note the lintel and the 
sill, both apparently in their original positions. This 
applies to the whole fayade fenestration. 
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7.3.2 Rooms AB 

Most if not all of the Homestead would have contained beams with the 'X-mould beading. 

At present only 3 such beams are present in Rooms AlB, where they are alternated with 

four black beams, adzed square-like (180 x 130 mm). Generally, the latter are dated even 

earlier, but the wood need to be identified. These three "1770" beams (16.0 x 130, 150 x 

110 mm) are smaller than usual and all blackened as if exposed to a fire. They remind me 

of the three similar beams in the Cellar's T-wing . 0 
In Room A the deal ceiling boards (150 mm) differ from those in Room B, where they are 

300 mm broad, possibly deal or yellowwood. All of the ceilings are varnished in dark 

brown. All beams are heavily infested with woodborer and the beams ,have been treated. 

Some beetle holes still look active. The dividing wall with yellow and orange bricks (230 x 

115 x 70 mm) in yellow mortars appears to date from the early to mid 19th century. 

o o o 

26. View of Room B of the alternating thick ( 0 ) and . 
thin ( U) beams, with 30cm ceiling boards (look N). 



The doors (A3, B3) date respectively to the mid and early 19th century. The recessed 

cupboard in B4 is a blocked-up door, similar to the one in Bedroom 02. The period of 

these openings is unknown, but may they correspond to the date of the interior Voorhuis 

wall C3, of the 19th century. 

27. View from Room M towards Rooms A & B, both with distinctive doors 
(A = 4 panel 1900; B: mid 19th c) (scale 2m). The wall is 52cm wide, but 
the interior dividing wall is thinner (look N). 
28. In Room A, the dividing wall right (26 cm), is of mid 19th c. orange 
brick and yellow mortars. It abuts the older 1770 wall with its grey 
mortars (scale 50cm) (look SW). 
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29, 30 . The upper glazed door to 
Room B is rather unusual, 
indicating more light was needed. 
It is probably reused from 
somewhere else. Views are from 
the exterior and interior. Note 
that the glazed panel (3 x 3 
panes), is an "addition" to a 
converted door (scale 2m). 

31. In the corner of Room B 3/4 

is an opening altered to a 
cupboard of 1920s. It may have 
been an earlier door con
figuration (see also 02) (scale 
2m) (look SE). 



32. At Room C (Voorhuis) the beams run from E-W, and probably date 
from the 1860s. Note the beading (look E). 
33. View towards the central fayade C1 with blazing sunlight. Note the 
early lintels and sills (look N). 
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7.3.3 Voorhuis C (Foyer) 

At the fa<;ade the 1900 sash-windows and panes (fitted into 18th century openings), are 

provided with solid, panelled interior shutters. In both of the adjacent fa<;ade Rooms AB 

and DE, the interior shutters are partially louvered. 

The front door is a replacement (1950?). Originally there would have been a stable door 

and a rectangular glazed fanlight. Examples of appropriate doors are numerous at the 

Cape (see Obholzer, et al 1985). The opening has a lintel of the mid-late 19th century. 

34. In Room C1, close-up of the half-window & shutter moulding (look N). 
35. Detail of window sill of 1770s of the half-window (look N). 



It is likely that the Voorhuis contained a wooden screen; either the full width of the room, or 

in an "earlier" wall. As I am of opinion the HS also burnt down (>mid-19th century ?), the 

screen was irreversibly damaged and replaced with the wall and extant glazed doorway. 

Note these three similar, double-leaved, glazed doorways were installed 

contemporaneously as part of the status Foyer and Living Room F2/4. 

36. From Voorhuis C3, this double leaved glazed door 
leads to the Agterhuis F. There is a slight (10 cm) rise 
in floor. Note the fine glazed fanlight, which differs 
from the others inside Room F. The brass handle is 
also typical of those found on other doors and date to 
the late 19th century (scale 2m) (look S). 



38. Detail of the C4 doorframe. On the right is the 18th century frame, to 
which were added early 19th century mOUldings on the left (look W). 
39. Detail of the 18th century door with raised panels with the Y4 -round 
mould. The outline of the pintle hinge (painted white) is visible in profile 
(look E). 



It seems the 18th century door-frame and lintel (C4) are in their "original" position (central 

to the old wall). If so, it is possibly the only door of the "original" 1770 house. According to 

the straphinges and pintles with supporting brackets, the door could actually date earlier 

than 1770. An opposing, similar door (C2) would have given access to Room B. It has 

been blocked-up and the different brickwork has been exposed. Some of the plasters (all 

skimmed) in Room C may have greater potential of showing banded murals. 

Unusual is the 100 mm lower floor of the Voorhuis and the Bedroom DE, than the rest of 

the house. Was it kept low to accommodate the old C4 doorway, which is oddly low? The 

doors upper and lower panels have been trimmed to make it fit the doorframe. I theorize 

that the whole building was once lower, including the stoep. Were all the floors raised 

after the fire and subsequent alterations? Note the other 18th century door (Kitchen 13) is 

also cut to fit in its reused position. 

Note the beams of Voorhuis C and Bedroom DE are similar, but not the same. There is 

thus a different time period of their installation. At Room C the Victorian deal beams are 

slender (230 x 80 mm) with mouldings on three sides with ceiling deal boards of 270-300 

mm, all varnished dark brown. Wall C3 is contemporary with the ceiling. Lower portion of 

the plasters of all four walls were painted a brown colour during the period of >1850s. This 

PWD brown is also found on the exterior of the eastern lean-to and the raised eaves of the 

T-wing. 

37. At Wall C2, the earlier (c.1880) brown paint is obvious. Along this 
brick line is a vertical crack in the wall, probably part of a door opening 
(scale 50cm) (look E). 

o 



40. View of the mid-late 18th century door in Room 02. Note the early 
lintel (41) and equally old pintle hinges (top one, 42) (scale 2m) (look E). 
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44, 45. On the C4 side, the brass handle (c.1900) is later, with the 
earlier circular door handle above it. Note the brass escutcheon keyhole 
plate (c.1900), positioned over an earlier escutcheon plate (look W). 

43. Detail of the slender 
upper strap-hinge, with 
earlier nail holes above 
it (look E). It is clear 
that this door (>1730?) 
was repositioned to fit 
the small door opening. 



7.3.4 Bedroom DE 

The spacious bedroom once contained a 30 cm dividing wall, probably the same period as 

the late Victorian ceiling of >1870s. Here the deal beams (220 x 75 mm) are beaded only 

on the base, with 150 mm ceiling boards, all varnished brown. 

46. In Room DE, the slender late Victorian beams are fully installed by 
1890s. The demolished wall also dates to the ceiling period (look S). 
47. The window sills of DE1 are slightly different to those in the rest of 
the house. They may be earlier than 1775 (look N). 

o 



48. View of the 4-panel (>1880) door and plain lintel, broken into wall E3. 
Detail of the British lock (49) (look S). Corner detail of the exterior 
framework of the doorway E3 (50) (look N). 



A double casement window (>1880) (03) and the 4-panel door (E3) were probably both 

installed in 1900. The earlier, corner doorway (02/3) was blocked-up during the 20th 

century and used as a recess (shelving/cupboard). 

It is probable that when the HS gained its corrugated roof in c.1880, and the walls raised, 

that it was an ideal opportunity to modernize the main Bedroom OE. Any clay solder 

would have been removed, which generally caused a fine dust to settle on the furniture 

and inhabitants. 

51/2. The double casement (>1880) at 03 is probably a -late addition. 
Views are from the inside (look S), and outside (green) (look N). 



53. View of the glazed doors of the Agterhuis F2; similar, but not 
identical to the doors of F1. These doors are of the late 19th century with 
old glass. The brass handles are on both sides (54) (look SE) . 
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55. On the opposing 
side of the Agterhuis 
F4, is another pair of 
doors, but remade in 
the mid 20th century. 
This may pe a later refit 
into an earlier opening 
(scale 2m) (look E). 
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7.3.5 Agterhuis F (Living Room) 

During the 18th century the Agterhuis served as living quarters and reception room, 

depending on the preferences of the mistress of the house. From the mid 19th century it 

certainly served as the reception Room for guests, confirmed by the three sets of glazed 

doors. Doors F4 and F1 were replaced >1950. Door F2 appears to be origjnal with its old 

glass. Both these external doors walked out unto stoeps, possibly with verandas. 

56. Door F4 as it looks on the exterior on 
the stoep side. Note the corner section 
where plaster has been stripped (scale 
50cm) (look N). 

57. Detail of the corner where the front wing (loft) 
is bonded into the back wing, in both stone and 
brickwork. There appears to be no difference in 
construction materials or methods. Gutter 
drainage in cast iron (1900) used to take a gutter 
pipe. Note the >1920 brickwork on the right for 
the door F4 (scale 50cm) (look NE). 



58, 59. View along the western side of the back wing of the HS. These 
timber-framed windows (>1950), took the place of previous casements or 
sashes (look SE) . 



All three Rooms (F, GH and I Kitchen) were probably provided with double-casements, the 

general practice. On the western side all rooms have now tripartite casements, i.e. timber 

windows of post-1950. They are placed where the earlier casements or sashes would 

have been, but only with much plaster stripping their positions may be established. 

Centrally against wall F3 is a refurbished (>1940) grate with another "chimney" built out in 

Room G1 (early 1900). Note the two adjacent openings next to the grate, the one 

blocked-up, which may be original to the 18th century. A central, built-in cupboard, where 

the grate is, was not unusual in Cape homes. 

60. In the Living Room F3 and bedroom G1 are two grates; their twisted 
chimney stacks stand side by side on the pitched roof (look NW). 
61. The earlier grate (1900) in Living Room F3, has been altered over 
the years. There was possibly a door on the right as well (scale 2m) 
(look S). 



62. A view of the c.1800 beams with parallel beading within Living Room 

F (look E). 
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The most striking feature of the Agterhuis is the beam structure consisting of solid and 

well-preserved beams (180 x 140 mm) of about 1800. This was the period when the rich 

Jacob de Villiers owned Bethlehem, who bought it in 1790 for /28 000 in 1804. There are 

11 full and one % beam, with parallel beading running on the base. The 30 cm ceiling 

boards (adzed), may be either yellowwood or a deal. Long boards were nQt accessible to 

the builder, so four, different sized portions of board were used in the ceiling. The eastern 

door F3 is a c.1950 reproduction in the 18th century style, leading to a Passage and 

Bedroom. 

o 

63, 64. An earlier door at F3 has been 
replaced with this post-1900 Cape 
reproduction door. Note the brass-handle, 
an element introduced to about 6 doors at 

the HS. The door leads to the Passage H 

(scale 2m) (look S). 



65. The other side o~ the Cape repro
duction door (H1). On its right is the door 
H2 (see no.66) (look N). 

66. Door H2, viewed from within Room O. 
With lower panels and glazed with 4 
panes it could easily date from the mid 
19th century. It has been refitted to an 
earlier opening that was larger (scale 2m) 
(look S). 

67. This neo-classical door (12) (1790-
1810) gives access to the Old Kitchen I. It 
has square cornices on the raised panel, 
and do show signs (upper left) of being 
burnt in a fire (scale 2m) (look N). At its 
base is evidence of an earlier straphinge. 
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7.3.6 Bedroom G and Passage H 
Bedroom G has two walls of 28 cm width, and could have been built by the late 18th 

century (brick heights 70, 75, 80 mm). Low-fired brick of various colours (yellow, brown, 
cream, ochre) were laid in grey-brown mortar, with a soft (19th c) lime plaster. At wall G2 
there was a previous door opening, blocked-up with orange brick in yellow mortars. The 
four beams are adzed rectangular, though with rough (round) patches arid they stretch 
through into the passage H. Once again they are beaded as in the Agterhuis F. The deal 
ceiling boards are 150 mm wide. 

68. In the passage H and Bedroom G, the 1800 beams continue, but is 
varnished dark brown. On the left the 1900 grate protrudes (look E). 
69. Bedroom G is supplied with a c.1900 4-panel door (leading to Passage H). 
On the left are signs of an earlier door blocked up, whilst the low-fired brick on 
the right form part of the 30cm wall (scale 50 cm) (look SE). 

11 ( . 



70. In the Kitchen I this is a view towards the old hearth, with a modern 
board in front of the hearth beam. Note the mid-late 19th century hooded 
chimney, later reused as a grate. The filled oven door and old hearth are 
sketched in. On the left is the reused 18th century door 13 (see 71, 72) 
(scale 2m) (look S). 

71, 72. A large 18th century door has been reutilized at 13, leading to the old Oven space K. 
View of the same door from K1 (72) (look N). 
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7.3.7 Old Kitchen I J K 

.1 Beams and ceiling 

Within the old Kitchen I the beam structure displays three round and three rectangular, 

beaded beams, arranged in two sets. On the south are three poplar (bluegum?) beams of 

which two are strong, rough beams, with the central one slightly smaller and very smooth. 

This pattern of alternating strong and "weak" beams was in general use at Bethlehem. It 

indicates to me that obtaining similar beams was a problem and difficult to transport 6 m 

beams by wagon in this outlying area. These "poplar" beams date to the early 19th 

century. The same date (1800) applies to the three beaded beams (one smaller), as 

utilized in the Agterhuis F. 

When the roof was reconstructed (c.1800) these fashionable beams (14) were installed, 

together with a few poplar beams (3). Was this the period of the fire gutting much of the 

dwelling? Some of the older, % round beams were then reused in Bedroom AB which 

were out of social view, certainly the children's room. 

73, 74. Two views of 
the old kitchen ceiling, 
looking E. Note the 
three square, beaded 
1800 beams (left). 
The 74 view is from 
below the old hearth 
beam, which cracked 
and was repaired with 
an iron plate (look up). 



75. View within old Kitchen I of corner 
I 1/2. On the left is the reused neo
classical panel door. On the right is the 
very interesting door 12, refitted in an 
earlier frame that once housed a stable 
door (look NE) (scale 2m). 

76, 77. Door 12 consists of an 18th century 
(1750?) door panel with the vertical 
striations of the adze still visible. The panel 
frame is later (look E). The lintel has a 
moulding of the early-mid 19th c. (look S). 
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.2 Doorways 

There were at least 4 doorways of different periods in the Old Kitchen. Originally there 

was a door to the yard, possibly the blocked-up "door" in Pantry (spens) R4. The other 

mid-late 18th century door (of three) in the house, was inserted into the 1880 opening at 13, 

giving access to the converted Oven K. I suspect this door was previously jn use towards 

the front of the Homestead. At the end of Passage H3, a neo-classical door of c.1800 was 

re-used, underneath a lintel of c.1850. At wall 12 is a very old door frame (1800?) with four 

iron remnant latches. This was an original kitchen door frame for a stable door, which is 

obvious on the exterior side with 4 pintle hinges in place. 

78. There was possibly an earlier 
doorway out of Kitchen I via this blocked
up door, now used as a shelving niche. 
It is viewed from the lean-to Room R, the 
present pantry (look W). 

79. A number of views of Door 12, seen 
from Room Q4. Close-up of the "boxed" 
British locks with brass handle of 1900. 
Note the iron latch-catch for the earlier 
stable door (look W). 



80, 81, 82. Views of the 18th c door from Room Q4. Note the earlier 

adzed panel with % -mouldings, and later, added raised, mouldings. On 

the right side of the frame are various (reused) pintles for the straphinges 

for a stable door (look W). 



83, 84. View form the front exterior stoep towards the hearth Chamber 
K, with its stepped inlet and >mid 19th century window. On the left is a 
portion of the 1770 building materials, with stone and brickwork (70 mm 
high). It is exactly similar to the Front Wing of the HS (scales 1 m, 50 cm) 
(look E). 



bO 

.3 Hearth J and Oven K 

Both the hearth and associated oven were built on the exterior of the old kitchen. The 

hearth beam (1.78 cm high) is not very large with a 2.6 m wide entrance. It has a peculiar 

construction where the western exterior wall was recessed for 40 cm, forming a low bench. 

The small window (J4) is late (20th century?) when a (wooden) stove was installed, 

possibly 1880s. The old hearth beam, cracked and repaired with a long grid iron, is still in 

position. 

A rather large Oven K indicates that the baking of bread was still important, providing 

sustenance to the family and labourers (1775-1838). Since the 1840s, ovens and hearths 

gradually went out of use, particularly >1870s when wood-fed, iron stoves replaced them. 

Then the oven door was blocked-up and the oven vault demolished, but its splayed interior 

is still extant at K4. A new wall was built with a door to the higher level (25 cm) to the New 

Kitchen L. 

86. Wall K3 is a rebuilt wall, giving access via 
the arched door (late 19th century) to the new 
Kitchen L. Note the headers and stretchers, 
built to fit the late doorway to the 20cm higher 
New Kitchen L (scale 50cm) (look S). 

85. View westwards of the reused Oven 
chamber K. Wall K4 shows the earlier plinth 
(right), the splayed opening of the oven 
door, the upper plinth against the old 
chimney and finally the opening towards the 
loft. On the left K3 has been rebuilt (scale 
2m) (look W). 



87. Exterior view of the New Kitchen L and its later doorway and timber 
window. Note the plaster stripping (look NE). 
88. Detail of the construction materials of hard-fired brick in clay 
mortars, on top of the stone foundation (L4) (scale 1 m). 
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7.3.8 New Kitchen L 

There are indications that some kind of earlier structure (boundary wall?) stood here (L2) 

(FIG.17). This is indicated by the stone footing of the wall of the Flat-roof Ill, Room A4 

wall. Note it lines up with the old kitchen wall and was incorporated into the mid-late 19th 

century New Kitchen L. Exterior wall L4 is built with dressed sandstone (in grey mortars), 

15 cm above the cement stoep, with 242 x 125 67 mm high bricks, hard-fired and laid in 

light yellow mortar, with a very thick lime plaster, which formed the narrow plinth as 

waterproofing. I surmise that by 1860s Room L was added as a flat-roofed construction, 

and turned into a pitched roof by the 1950s. 

89. View of the New Kitchen L with pitched roof from the inner 
Courtyard (look W). Kitchen L probably was originally a flat-roofed 
building. Plaster stripping would be definitive. 
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FIG.17 Portion of HS site plan, detailing the Kitchen and environs (Vos 2011). 



(:;."1,. 

90, 91. Two views within the Kitchen L. On the left Wall L 2/3 with its 
earlier wall (instep) (see site plan), and on the right Wall L 3/4 leading 
to the grass courtyard. 
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92. View from the Kitchen L with its arched doorway, through Oven 
K, Kitchen I and into the Agterhuis (look N). 
93. View within the "Loft" of the New Kitchen L, looking towards the 
southern endwall and gable in modern brick (look S). 
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94. Composite view of the HS from the western Pleasure Garden 
Courtyard to gain some idea of the loft configuration (look E). 
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FIG.18 Rough site plan of the Homestead with some details (approximate) 

of the loft features 010s 2011). 
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7.3.9 Loft 
.1 Back Wing 
Entry to the loft is just outside the endwall K1, where there is an old gable opening, but no 
door. This opening represents the earliest entrance, but now diminished in size by means 
of modern brick in cement. The T -wing is fully open for its whole length to the front gable 
C1 (FIG.18). Lighting is poor and good photographs are difficult. 

Much of the endgable K1 is still intact, with orange brickwork with a height of 70 mm, all 
laid in brown mortars. Towards the endgable sides, the brickwork appears to be different 
and bonded in with the raised eaves, which are 100 cm high. The eaves support the 
corrugated roof of 1890-1900. Large areas of this later brickwork (80 mm high) in yellow 
mortars, are unplastered. The c.1900 central chimney stack (with two twisted chimneys 
above), incorporates the two grates in Rooms F3 1 G1. 

Note what Dorathea Fairbridge wrote (1922: 133/4) about old gables: 

as dark and smooth as the thatch itself, is the only substitute which 
has been suggested. The red Marseilles tiles take generations to 
mellow in this sun-bathed land-why not make mellow tiles from 
the first? And why pull down the gables in removing the thatch ? 
It is possible to endure an iron roof with greater ·equanimity when 
the building it shelters is intact-there is always the lurking hope 
that some day it may be replaced by thatch or tiles. But destroyed 
gables are irreplaceable. 

If corrugated iron had never been invented, the Cape would 
have had fewer spoiled homesteads to mourn. At the same time we 
must enter into the feelings of the owners who say that thatch is not 
only dangerous in case of fire, 1;>ut increasingly difficult to procure, 
owing to the cultivation of the veld on which it grew. Brown tiles, 

95. Entrance to the loft is via Oven Room K, where one enters the 
endgable 13 via a doorway, made smaller during the 20th century. 
The brickwork is well-fired and 70 mm high, all laid in brownish 
mortar. This endgable as all others, were apparently clipped with the 
first corrugated roof (1870s?) (scale 2m) (look S). 



96. View within the loft of the Back Wing, looking N. The eaves are 
built-up and mostly unplastered. The front endgable is just visible. 
Broad floorboards of the old Kitchen is visible in front (look N). 

97. Close-up of the built-up eaves (other side) in medium-fired brick 
and yellowish clay mortars (12 side) (scale 1 m) (look E). 
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98, 99. View southwards in back wing, to show position of the 
chimney stack above the roofline (scale 2m). 



1 DO, 101. Two brand names of the same period of the corrugated 
roof ("Safety", "RHA"). 



102/3. View of the endgable A2, with its late 19th century sash
window and endgable brickwork. The sash has been enclosed on the 
exterior in "modern" brickwork (scale 2m) (look E). 

70 
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.2 Front Wing 
A solid covering has been thrown to built dust and dirt sifting through. All the clay 
brandsolders (generally mud brick) have been removed. Two walls (C2 and C3) divide the 
front into three rooms. 

Room AB is very dark, as its late sash-window is enclosed in brick and cement on the 
exterior. The endgable A2 was apparently rebuilt during the 19th century, with the later 
addition. 

In Room C the sidewalls C2/4 have been buttressed for the sake of supporting individual 
rafters for the sturdy roof of corrugated iron. Entrance from C2 is via a slatted gate with 
latch that could be locked. Security was needed for dried foods and household goods that 
could be pilfered. I surmise that a similar gate would have been once in door opening C4. 

104. Within loft Room AB, this view is westwards towards wall B4 
with its slatted door. This security measure indicates storage of 
"valuable" goods (scale 2m). 
105. Close-up of the ventilator grids (cast-iron) for allowing heat to 
escape out of the hot lofts (look N). 



106/7. View of the slatted door and wall C2 of 1870s, from the 
"Voorhuis" loft. Note the iron latch for a lock (scale 2m) (look E). 

72. 
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Endgable C1 encloses a late, reused sash-window in an older opening (mid-19th c). 
Modern brick and cement surround the present window. The gable brickwork of various 
colours (most fired orange), are rather 50ft and brittle, with a height of 90 mm and 
sometimes even 100 mm. Erosion occurs with brick that is medium-fired and exposed to 
inclement weather through a faulty dormer window. Signs of heat (a fire) are visible on the 
lower right of wall C1. . 

End-Room DE is replastered in cement and the window is of late date. Older plaster lines 
on the exterior show at least two phases of alterations on the endgable. A small section of 
the raised eaves in corner D3 was unplastered, and indicates a period of c.1BBO. 

10B. In the loft 
Voorhuis C1, the 
endgable brickwork is 
shown in detail above 
the sash-window lintel. 
Bricks are about BO-90 
mm high, indicating a 
19th c gable (look N). 

109. Gable C1/2, right 
side. Note the rafters 
resting on built-out 
brick "blocks". The 
rafter on the right rest 
on such a support, built 
in Room 84 (scale 2m) 
(look NE). 



110. Close-up of how the rafters meet at the top ridge (look S). 
111. On the Voorhuis C4 side, the rafters are supported again on 
these "brick blocks". The door has been removed leading to Rooms 
DE (look W). 
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112. Exterior view of the endgable E4, with its plaster lines indicating 
the clipped gables (look W). 
113. Same interior view of the endgable E4, with its 19th century 
sash-window (scale 2m) (look W). 
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114, 115. Close-up detail of the sash-window and its lintel (look W). 



117. Same Room 02, where a small portion of the built-up eaves was 
unplastered (scale 2m) (look S). 
116. View within loft Room DE 3 14, with its ventilators at the back 
(south) (look W). 
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118. View of the flat-roofed lean-to, built against the eastern side of 
the HS. Note the stone plinth running its full length (look N). 
119. Detail of the geometric pointing above the stone plinth. Note 
the small rectangular ventilator, installed above the floor level. We 
see the same floor ventilators above the loft floor of the cellar fa<;ade 
(scales 50 cm, 1 m) (look W). 
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7.4 FLAT-ROOFS, EAST: MN,OPQRS 
On the eastern side of the Homestead, an L-shaped flat-roofed construction date also to 

about 1870. Note how the exterior, lower stone wall has a wide plinth, where the plaster is 

formed into decorative quoins by 1900. I judge these constructions to be used as 

outhouse store rooms, toilets and bedrooms over the years. 

On their eastern side they are all provided with >1950 timber-framed windows. Three 19th 

century doors give access to the rooms, which infer at least three rooms. They have 

subsequently been re-divided. Rooms M N formed a unit, prior to the modern, bathroom 

and double leaved doors. On the exterior plasterwork, the outline of earlier windows and a 

door is visible. The door had a rectangular base of slate as foundation to steps. 

The earlier doors are as follows: 

04: Panelled & glazed door >1850 

Q4: Panelled door 18th c 

84: Panelled door c.1890 

81: Panelled door >1900 

M2: Panelled door c.1890 

120. View towards the endgable A2, with the sash-window enclosed. 
Below the lean-to N (bathroom), the high stone plinth and tracery 
continues (look W). 



121. View toward the modern (>1950) glazed doors, presumably 
based on earlier doors, within Room M3. Note the tracery patterns 
(right) and the small floor ventilator and the two similar ventilators at the 
"loft" (look N). 

122/3. View within Room M 
of walls M1, M2, with the 4-
panel doors. Note the right 
architrave with numerous 
mouldings (look NE). 
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124. Torigue-and-groove ceiling and ornate cornice, all painted white 
in Room 0, indicative of late 19th century (look S). 
125. Detail of the lintel and smaller door frames in Room 04 (look E). 
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126, 127. Within the bathroom Q3 is also a 
reused 4 panel door with an elaborate architrave 
around the door frame (look S). 
128. This same door had a British lock (mid-late 
19th c), and a porcelain doorknob. It looks original 
to the door. It is presumably these locks which 
were encased in wooden boxes in the rest of the 
house. 
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129, 130. View of another 4-panel door 
(mid 19th c), set between Laundry Room 
S and Pantry R. Detail of the lintel and 
doorframe (scale 2m). 

131. View of the 
Pantry R 1, with its 
gauze-covered, food 
cupboard, with stylish 
upper decoration. 
Below are the hinged 
lids where cereals 
and dry foods were 
stored (look N). 



132, 133. From Oven K2, a 4-panel door leads to 
lean-to Room S. What is unusual is the 
(presumably) original door frame with notched 
decoration on its upper portion (look S). 

134. At interior of 
Room S3 some loose 
plasters were 
removed to reveal the 
brickwork and clay 
mortar of the late 19th 

century (scale 50cm) 
(look S) . 



7.5 STOEP 

After the Haupt's insolvency, Waiter Mills paid in 1886 for Bethlehem close to the previous 

purchasing price of 1878. He took out a mortgage for £4000 in 1890. I speculate that this 

was the time another great fire (1890) gutted the Cellar and possibly other buildings as 

well. He used the large mortgage to renovate the buildings. Two years Ia.ter he sold the 

farm at again the old price of £1275. 

It was during the ownership of Joseph Hill (1893-1919) that the whole farm was fully 

renovated and upgraded. It would have been him that added the quoins and tracery unto 

walls, new gable outlines and furnishings to the buildings. I attribute to him the wide stoep, 

its end-walls and convolutions, as well as the entrance gateway and steps. The entrance 

surface of slate probably dates to some time later. Note the long veranda pillars were later 

added atop the low pillars, most still extant. These latter were possibly copied from those 

at Meerlust garden. 

7.6 DISCUSSION 

7.6.1 Homestead 

Based on my findings so far, I do gain the impression that the Homestead is in good 

condition and has retained much of its integrity, despite additions and alterations. It 

displays the classic Cape T-plan, which came into its own since the mid 18th century, 

accompanied with a raised stoep. 

From the evidence, I infer that a fire may have gutted the building during the early 1800s. 

This resulted in the replacement of all beams and ceilings, and alterations between the 

Voorhuis and interleading Rooms (Agterhuis and Bedroom on left). All early casements 

and sashes are lost, which is unfortunate. At least three 18th century doors/frames are 

intact, but reused. 

135. View of the 
fa<;ade of the 

..,.:L..o .. _.....-, Homestead as it was 

altered to by the early 
1900s (look S). 



During the 19th century, particularly after the 1850s, alterations in respect of access 

doorways changed the configuration of the house. By 1900 a concerted effort was made 

to upgrade the dwelling, which included the simplification of the endgables and front gable 

to a "Cape Revival Style". The old stoep was enlarged and raised, as was much of the 

Dwelling, resulting in all floors (boards/tiles) to be replaced over the years. 

Instead of cluttering the Homestead with smaller rooms/bathrooms, a practical solution 

was the addition of the Flat-roofs on the eastern side and the flat-roofed New Kitchen L on 

the southern end. A more functional, sympathetic solution is difficult to imagine. During 

the mid-20th century the New Kitchen gained a pitched roof. 

The fatrade of the Homestead displays the fenestration openings of the 18th century, which 

have now been filled with c.1900 windows and even later front door, with similar styled 

gables. Though much of the Homestead has received a post-1900 makeover, its core 

fabric and openings provide enough evidence to warrant a facelift commensurate with its 

earlier status as a colonial farm house. 

Various periods of stylistic elements (in woodwork) like ceilings, doors and windows do not 

cover the building in "layers". Rather individual alterations and comfort / functional zones 

have been introduced by its owners at ad-hoc places and times. Therefore much of the 

Homestead reads a bit like a patch-quilt, which is typical of our earlier Cape-Dutch and 

Cape-Anglo architecture. Creating more "harmonious" (whatever that means), stylistic 

styles are advocated, where the 18th
, 19th and 20th century elements are acknowledged, 

and reused sympathetically. 

7.6.2 Courtyards 

How the stylistic arrangements are made up, would depend also on the proposed use of 

the dwelling and its immediate environment, particularly the eastern and western 

Courtyards. The western Courtyard reflects more a private, leisurely garden layout for 

relaxation and pleasure. The 19th century patio stoep accentuates this aspect, as well as 

the high, southern enclosure wall of 1900, which formalizes the privacy of the area. The 

Cellar side would form an appropriate border (vine and fruit) of the Pleasure Garden. 

In contrast, the eastern Courtyard reflects at present the hustle and bustle of an active 

farmyard, where you would expect the arrival of a coach or a horse rider, or labourers 

coming and going with equipment. Nonetheless, a secluded atmosphere of high 

orderliness and security is given by the Flat-roofed enclosures, with the Double-Storey 

(1904) keeping a watchful eye over all. The "back" or private activities of the Homestead 

are also then concentrated within the lean-to's of the Farmyard Courtyard. 



FIG. 19. 1 Possible reconstruction of the existing facade of the Homestead, 
retaining a corrugated roof. A corrugated roof without the built-up eaves is 
also an option (DMP, amended Vos 2011). 
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7.7 RECOMMENDATIONS 

The following preliminary recommendations are made in conjunction with the previous 

Discussion. The concepts of front/back and private/public are brought into the discussion 

(FIG.19.1, FIG.19.2). 

7.7.1 Facade 

The fa9ade is the most significant public display of status and style. 

1. I recommend the "restoration" of the 1770 windows, as the 18th century lintels and 

window sills are still intact. 

2. A new front, stable door (find dimensions) should be made. There are numerous 

authentic such examples. I recently saw at Jonkersdrift, Stellenbosch, an excellent front 

door example tucked away in an obscure corner of its kitchen. 

3. As I have intimated previously, the present front gable is possibly an altered version of 

the Homestead's "original" gable, but not fully correct. I recommend that the gable outline 

be converted to a more stylistically correct form. The date of "2010" could be added on the 

gable. 

4. The existing 1900 sash-windows could be reused on the western side of the T-wing, 

where timber casements (>19S0) have been broken in (there are 4 openings). 

S. Although the stoep (>1900) has been expanded, it is quite functional. The scrolled 

end-walls still fit the period style. Tiles (30 x 30 cm) would be an option, and should be 

laid correctly to drain water away from the fa9ade foundations. The removal of the long 

pillars (stoep veranda) would open up the fine fa9ade. Remember to replace the nose 

bricks on the stoep perimeter. 

6. The entrance gateway (wall and slate) does not fit the period style, and should be 

adapted accordingly. The vegetation (krismisrose) should make way for either gravel or 

old period roses. 

7. Another option is of course to retain the fa9ade as is. 

7.7.2 Interior Front 

1. During the late 18th century, tiles were still very fashionable in the Voorhuis, particularly 

as a functional element from yard to dwelling. 

2. The bedrooms may have had clay floors or boarded floors. 

3. The present Living Room F (Agterhuis) contains three sets of glazed doors of the mid

to late 19th century. They are functional and give a unity to the spacious room, as well as 

leading to the "Pleasure Garden". A tiled floor may also be a good option, but with larger 

tiles (SO x SO cm?) of the 19th century style. 

4. The existing grate and its refurbished fa9ade appear to be of the mid 20th century. Yet, 

the chimney stacks have the twisted barley sugar form, which is reminiscent of the Herbert 

Baker style of early 1900. The grate may thus date back to this period. These chimney 

stacks are reminiscent of late 18th century Cape dwellings. 



5. The lower portion of the chimney protruding into Bedroom H, indicates that a grate was 

built here (blocked-up). Note it is placed centrally unto the wall in Room H1, but not to the 

Living Room grate. 

6. I recommend the replacement of the F3 reproduction door with a 19th century door, in 

style with the rest of the Living Room. 

7.7.3 Interior Back 

1. The Old Kitchen would be tiled in both rural and urban contexts. 

2. At present, the "original" doorway out of the Kitchen to the yard has not been 

established (east or west). As the Lean-to blocks the exit to the eastern courtyard, one 

could look for earlier openings (window and door) in the western wall. 

3. I recommend a 19th century stable door and the c.1900 fa~ade sash-windows to the 

garden side. 

4. The "restoring" of the low hearth would authenticate the value of the old kitchen. 

5. The option of reconstructing the old "oven" is debatable. 

a) Restoring it fully would mean the closure of all 3 doorways inside Oven K. 

b) The partial reconstruction (pizza-like) of the Oven would mean all three doorways 

could still be used. 

c) I would recommend anyway that the 18th century door 13 be reused in position C2 in 

the Voorhuis, to complete the 18th century symmetry. 

6. Rethink the function of all of the lean-to structures against the Homestead. Present 

interior walls are of low value, as are the timber casements. Recommend period style of 

late 19th century in doors and windows, and consequently, the reuse of such materials 

from the rest of the house (reusing the front fa~ade sashes here may also be an option). 

7. The function of the mid-late 19th century lean-to of the New Kitchen L, should be 

reconsidered, to fit with any new proposals. Its value as a late "raised" addition to the 

Homestead, relegate it to a "separate" building and function. It could also be tiled, with 

1900 ceilings, windows and doors. 

7.7.4 Roof 

Two or three options are applicable. 

With the renovated 18th century fa~ade, the debate will be whether to thatch the roof or 

not. Thatching would mean the demolition of the raised eaves and a complete new roof. 

Whether this would fit with the adjacent Cellar and the Stable Building and Barn, where 

corrugated iron is my preference, is also a mute point. 

Golden Rules in conservation 

1. Retain old fabric (walls, features). 

2. Avoid subtraction or demolition. 

3. Additions are conditionally allowed. 

4. Reuse architectural timberwork wisely in accordance with styles. 

5. Repair, restore, maintain and renovate before reconstruction. 
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7.7.5 Exhibit Study 

In respect of preacher Pierre Simond, one of the most influential and significant men at the 

early Cape, the following: 

There is no memorial to this important personage and the name of the fledgling 

Simondium, is the only historic memory of him. (Note Simonsberg was named by Simon 

van der Stel in 1687, prior to Simond's arrival). To this end I should like to recommend 

that a room or structure be furnished in memory of Simond's presence and contribution. A 

study could be an option. 

1. Furnishings from the period in the farm or of a writing desk, 8ybe/ knaap 

(stand for a French Bible + Dutch one). 

2. Bookcase with Reference books (Dutch, French, Latin), hymnals 

3. Smoking utensils (pipes, pipe rack, colander (tessie), spitting bowl. 

4. Wine bottles and drinking glasses. 

5. Tax-returns ledger with those of the surrounding farms. 

6. Box for money, ledgers of accounting. 

7. Clothing cupboard, for shoes, silver, cloak, black mourning robes, etc. 

135.1 From the remote farm of Bethlehem, in the shadow of the 
brooding, towering Drakenstein mountains, Pierre Simond, 
shepherded with missionary zeal the French refugees in the 
wilderness (look S). 



LOOK SOUTH 

LOOK EAST 

LOOK WEST 

LOOK NORTH 

FIG.20 Elevations of the Cellar from all sides (DMP 2011). 
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8. WINE-CELLAR T -PLAN " 
8.1 DESCRIPTION AND CONDITION 

The erstwhile Cellar represents a two phase building, with the back T-wing possibly the 

earliest as Phase A (6.20 m x 15.1 m), and the front rectangle (Phase 8), of the early 19th 

century (7.26 m x 23.43 m). Exterior walls vary between 55 and 70 cm, with a ceiling 

height of 4.54 m to the extant eaves of Phase 8. Corrugated iron roofs were installed 

upon the built-up walls by the 1880s, but a century later leakages turned the building into a 

near dilapida.ted ruin of wet clay and stone (FIG.20, FIG.21). 
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FIG.21 Site plan of the Cellar with all the detailed measurements (DMP 2011) . . 
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We visited the farm and the Cellar in early 2010 with the client's daughter-in-law. I feared 

the building would collapse, with walls bulging and portions tumbling. I recommended 

measures to stabilize the soaking wet building. Soon afterwards all of the building was 

enshrouded with the old corrugated iron of the lean-tos and retaining the 20 year old 

corrugated roof. This allowed the building to dry out and protected it from storms, wind 

and rain (FIG.22). 

Unfortunately, decades of neglect have taken its toll: walls are leaning precariously; 

brickwork has collapsed at corners, water penetration has weakened the clay wall fabric, 

plasters are loose or falling off; the beams and ceilings are weakened with beetle 

infestation; and rotting of beams may have occurred within the walls. The absence of 

beams (>1900) in Rooms A and B, has been most detrimental to stabilize this portion of 

the building. Large barn owls have taken up to roosting in portions of the front wing. Their 

regurgitated pellets are a rich source of the immediate ecosystem of micro fauna. Or 

Graham Avery and his wife Margaret are specialists in the analysis of such rodents. 

136. View towards the Cellar from the gravel road and avenue of trees. 
This was in 2009 before the Cellar was clad in corrugated iron (look E). 



137. This view of the Cellar's central entrance, give a distinct view of 
how the fayade wall was built obliquely (scale 2m) (look E). 
138. The central Room 81 wall is shown on the exterior right. The 
modern, red brick and cement date the opening to the >1940s. Note 
however, besides the stone walling, also old 18th century brick, 
indicating that an earlier opening was extant here, probably narrower 
(look S). 
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8.2 PHASE B: FRONT WING (NORTH) 

8.2.1 Construction and materials 

In respect of dimensions and walls, the following applies: 

The Cellar building is placed at the western periphery of the werf, giVing it a distinct 

function and separateness, yet not far from the watchful eye of the owner from the 

Homestead. 

The rectangular, front structure measures: 

Exterior: width 7.26 m (without lowest, near the surface plinth) 

length 23.43 m 

Interior: width 

length 

6.10 m 

22.00 m 

From the cement floor to the ceiling boards the height is 3.7 m. Note the rather unusual 

interior width, which meant that beams had to be about: 6.1 m + 2 (50 cm): = 7 meters 

long. The fa~ade wall is built like an oblique bastion: at the surface 70 cm, 65 cm at 1.5 m 

and 62 cm at 4 m. It shows no visible plinth and is built up in stone for 114 cm, with 

consecutive layers of dressed sandstone and each layer neatly levelled with smaller 

stones or flakes in a dark brown clay mortar. An initial plastered clay layer filled the 

deeper cavities and the second clay layer was the one to be lime-washed. Above the 

stone, the wall is drawn-up in fired orange brick with dark orange grog inclusions, with a 

brick size of 240/250 mm x 120 mm x 70 mm, all laid in brown mortars. The same brown 

clays formed the interior plaster finish. 

139. This view of the Cellar's Front Wing (FW) back wall A3, on the 
exterior. On the left is the doorjamb of 1840s with red brick and clays. 
The earlier lime plasters and white-wash were rather thin (transporting 
lime was expensive) (scales 50cm, 1 m) (look NE). 



140. View towards this c.1840 doorway 
broken into the wall A3, where the red brick 
and clay form the reveals. The FW and SW 
meet here on the upper left. A portion of the 
earlier corrugated lean-to is still extant in 
2009 (look N). 

141. Doorjamb of 1840, on the 
interior at A3 (scale 1m) (look E). 

142. View of the 
Cellar courtyard 
enclosed by the 
stone wall of about 
1900. The lean-to 
sheets have been 
reused to protect the 
Cellar (look N). 



With a brick height of 70 mm, dark brown mortar and wide (70 - 62 cm) walls, the building 

could have been erected by 1770s. We shall later return to the fenestration. The parallel 

back walls (south) of the Front Wing are 55 cm wide, excluding on the exterior a 60 mm 

wide stone plinth at 110 cm height. Similar (70 mm high) brickwork, mortars and plaster 

follow. A single, wide opening, with a door-frame for two leaves, was broken into Wall A3 . 

Dark reddish bricks (80 mm high) in yellow mortars (1840s) date the opening . It leads to 

the courtyard with the low stone walling and cement floor, possibly early 1900. As there is 

no opening in the low walling, it functioned as part of the Cellar, probably for fruit 

packaging, as a lean-to shed covered it. 

143. View of the 
interior southern wall 
showing: the post-
1900 beams at C3, the 
entrance to the back 
wing, the upper loft 
"opening" (83) and the 
end room A3, with its 
1840 entrance door 
(sunlight). Note the 
dilapidated state of the 
Cellar and water 
leakage (scale 2m) 
(look SW). 

144. Close-up of 
interior wall A3, 
where cupboards and 
boarding were nailed 
to the wall. The 
lower portion is in 
stone, with brick on 
top. Note the earlier 
beam positions at the 
oldest eave level. 
The wall on the left 
(A2) is fully built in 
stone (scale 2m) 
(look SE). 



145. Detail of the end gable wall A2, which I believe predates all of 
the building, as it is fully built in stone. The modern stable door sits in 
an old position where two lintels (18/19th c) are visible (scale 2m) 
(look E). 
146. Endgable A2 on the exterior shows two lintels, both 18th 

century, but possibly broken in later. High above is the plinth of the 
stone wall (scale 50cm) (look W). 
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147/8. Interior composite view of wall ABC, central portion. Note the 
18th c old eaves plaster line with evidence of earlier beam positions. 
The central portion of the Back Wing is imposed on it, which clarifies 
different building materials (scales 1 m, 2m) (look S). 

149. Detail of the later lintel above the c.1840 door of A3 (look S). 

o 
o 



101 

Both the endgables (A2/C4) are 72 cm wide. A window frame C4 is modern (>2000) and 

surround cement plastered. It is difficult to determine if the window opening is original or 

not. At endgable A2, there is an additional 80 mm wide plinth at the height of the interior 

stonework at 3.2 m. The fact that this wall is built fully in stone and is quite different from 

the rest of the building, indicate it possibly formed part of an earlier structure. Previously 

there was an 18th century door in this opening, flush on the exterior, according to the lintel. 

An even earlier lintel rests above it, much deteriorated. The present door frame and stable 

door could date to the 1940s. The upper portion of the brickwork (above the stone wall 

A2), dates to the roof period of 1880s. 

150. View towards the Cellar endgable C4, with what may be a 19th 

century window. Note ceiling and beams of 1900 with the raised 
eaves above them. Recent fires were made in the Cellar (look W). 
151. A view of the endgable C4, indicating the closed-up window and 
plaster line, where the gables were clipped. At this time (2009), the 
lean-to on cement and brick pillars were still extant (look SE). 
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FIG.24 Plans show the early 1800 door opening with 
pintle hinges (A), and the >1840 narrower door with 
butterfly hinges in woodwork (8) (Vos 2011). 

10:2. 
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8.2.2 Construction of Wall B3 
An intricate complex of walling is associated with Wall B3, giving access to the Back Wing 
DE. The dividing wall is 40 cm wide and contains an old central door opening, filled in on 
the sides for the present door frame of c.1900 (2 leaves (4 hinges), both leaves absent). 
When the Front Wing was combined with the Back Wing, three building methods and 
variations of bricks were used on either side of the reveals (see photo, FIG.i3). 
The materials are tabulated as follows: 

DESCRIPTION OF BRICKS AT WAll 83 

COLOUR 

a 1/2 Light orange, yellow, greyish 

c 1 Light cream-pink, hard brick 

c 2 Orange, black & pinkish brick 

CLAY MORTAR 

Dark ochre 

Dark brown 

Dark brown 

Both c1 & c2 rest upon a stone footing of 100 mm high 

b 1 Orange, pink, light cream, grey Dark brown, soft 

mostly half bricks 

b 2 Wide variety of bricks 

black-grey, orange, cream, pink, reddish, brown, 

raw brick dark brown 

SIZE 

high: 70 mm 

PLASTER 

soft, thick lime 

with white specs 

high: 70 mm (230 x 110) clay, black soot 

high: 70, 80 mm clay, but differs 

high: 70 (225 to 230 mm) clay, black soot 

high: 65-80 mm ditto 

The "original" opening, below the wide 18th century lintel, was 2.2 m wide and contained a 
doorway with two leaves to the Back Wing DE. These two doors hinged on iron pintles of 
which one remains, with straphinges fastened to the heavy doors. There was probably a 
lock to this door, indicating the storage of wine/brandy in the Back Wing. The reused, very 
old brickwork, indicates "makeshift" materials to formalize the doorway. This could mean a 
ruinous building or walls of an earlier period was cannibalized for its materials (FIG.24). 

152. Close-up of wall 
B3, which has been 
rebuilt and altered a 
fair amount. The 
double leaved door 
(broken in, during 
19th century) is gone. 
Modern brickwork 
created the upper 
"window opening" to 
the loft, reached by a 
ladder (scale 2m) 
(look S). 
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FIG.23 Elevation 
of wall 83, with its 
diverse brick and 
stonework of dif
ferent periods (Vos 
2011). 

153. Detail of the door surround at 83. Note the very long and large lintel "'J~; 'i:,toV1e ~\.V'\\~ 

beam, indicating the original width of the opening. These double doors 
hinged on some 18th century pintles (154), of which only one remains. 
When this opening was enclosed, a smaller mid 19th century doorway was 
installed. Detail of the door frame (155) (look S). 



156. At section B/C3 there appears to be a section rebuilt in stone, 
possibly due to collapse. This is the area where the T-wing connects 
with the FW (scales 1m, 2m) (look S). 

157. Detail of the various brickwork at C3, right side (scale 1 m)(look S) .. 
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158. An unobstructed view of the fa~ade of the Cellar in 2009. Note 
also the stone foundation as bed for the sloping stoep with its round
nosed bricks of c.1900 (look S). 
159. Detail of the arched window (C1) apparently dating to the 1840s 
(look S). 

lOb 
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8.2.3 Fa~ade Fenestration 

The four fayade windows are arranged symmetrical next to the central wide coach-doors. 

The extant doorframe is modern and shows 2 doors (three hinges to a side). Some plaster 

stripping on the outside, shows the reveals to be in modern brick and cement (1970?). Yet 

there is also some earlier brick (18th century?) towards the western reveal, showing there 

was an earlier opening, as one would expect. 

Not enough plaster has been stripped (much in thick, hard cement) to indicate other 

window openings. Apparently these extant windows were part of the "earlier" openings, or 

made to be part of later windows. A cross-section is made of an existing window in the 

fayade (FIG.25). 

CELLAR: FRONT FACADE 
CROSS SECTION 

LOOK EAST 

5 

OUTSIDE INSIDE 

BRICKWORK 
> 1880 

TIMBER LINTEL "-

GRID-IRON LOFT 4 
VENTILATOR 

CEILING 
EYEBROW 
MOULDING 

T 

ARCH a T 
a SMALL VENT 3 

ARCH b 
-L .L 

b ORANGE BRICK 

T 
HINGES 

UPPER 
WINDOW 

-L 
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HINGES 

LOWER 
WINDOW 

.L 

STOEP 

",=IO~_~~~=IO==,°1 cm 

IN LIME MORTAR 

BRICKWORK 
>1770 

HEIGHT OF 
STONEWALL 

CEMENJ 

. FLOOR 
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FIG.25 Cross-section of the Cellar A 1 window. The "sill" has be.en sunk into the first layer 
of stonework The window opening is of >1840 but the woodwork of post-1900 (Vos 2011). 



160. Interior view of the fac;:ade windows at A 1. Note the arches are 
lower inside, as compared to the small ventilators built flush with the 
arch (scale 2m) (look N). 
161. Interior view of the fac;:ade windows at C 1, where also soot' 
blackening is visible on the plasterwork (scale 2m) (look N). 
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162. At window A1 interior, some plaster was stripped, showing the 
arches were built in reddish brick and clay, differing from the original 
earlier brick (scale 2m) (look N). 
163. Detail of the "eye-brow" moulding adorning the arches, executed 
rather neatly (look S). 



164. Close-up of arch C2, showing the brown-black due to heat, and 
green algae due to water damp (look N). 
165. Detail of the hard-fired brick with which the arch segment has 
been filled, but using lime as mortar. 
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Phase 1 (19th c) 

It is difficult to establish the size of any earlier window opening. Apparently the arched 

segments were broken into the interior brickwork, but not fully through. The segments 

served more as a relieving arch for the installed lintel and window below. Brickwork 

measured 230 x 120 x 75-80 mm in yellow mortar). Fixed glazed windows were possibly 

installed like at the Schoongezicht Cellar. The stone plinth formed the window sill. I date 

this phase to the 1800s. Compare e.g. also to the Goede Hoop Cellar at Drakenstein 

(FIG.26.1 ). 

Phase 2 (19th c) 

What we see today is a Phase 2 of window openings (FIG.26.2). The brickwork within the 

segment was cut away, though remnants of it still adhere. It was then blocked-up in 

orange brickwork of one width, in yellow clay or lime plaster, but with a small rectangular 

ventilation hole. A new window frame was fitted, with dark orange brickwork visible as 

reveals at some places. The base of the window was also sunk into the stonework, to 

obtain the desired proportions. 

The upper and lower glazed pair of windows could open to the inside (each with two 

hinges). The lime plastered arch and reveals all show black soot of the early 1900 fire. 

These window frames were thus installed after the fire, as they show no carbonization. 

1. > 1800 (thatched) 

2. >1900 (corrugated) 

FIG.26.2 Possible development of the Cellar fayade fenestration since 

1800s (DMP 2011, Vos 2011). 



166. View down the hall to endgable A2 of the front wing, showing an 
impressive timber frame construction for the zinc roof (look E). 
167. Detail of the endgable C2, interior where a wide (?) window (note 
large lintel) has been blocked-up after 1900 (look E). 
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8.2.4 Loft 
The high endgable A2 contains a blocked-up loft door/window, and rafters serve as a 
perch for a couple of adult and young barn-owls. In England (and elsewhere) barns were 
provided with a circular or triangular hole in the endgable to allow owls to access the lofts 
(Brunskill 1982:39). Vermin and rats of course proliferated in lofts where corn or hay was 
stored. Owls provided a practical and ecological friendly way of dealing with this problem. 

Rooms A and B have been stripped bare of their carbonized beams after the c.1900 fire 
and they were not replaced. As a consequence, the absence of "ribbing" to hold Walls 
AB1 to opposing Walls AB3 in place, led to the latter leaning over under the stress of the 
roof timbers and much water penetration. Replacement of these beams is a matter of 
urgency. 

Only in Room C the beam structure and ceiling boards (14 cm wide) have been replaced. 
The sawed beams (70 x 220 mm) date to c.1900 after the fire. Signs of the fire are clearly 
visible on all lower walls as a distinct black layer on the clay plasters. On the upper built 
walls for the corrugated roof, the blackening and soot are also visible. 

168. View towards the interior back wall of C3, where the 1900 ceiling 
starts. The beams were placed on a timber wall plate and then filled-in 
with brick. Water penetration has eroded the clays and brick (look S). 



169, 170. In the loft above Room C ceiling, the raised eaves in 
brickwork, show signs of heat 'smudges' on the plaster (look N). Inside 
the ventilator, the lintel and sides show similar blackening. This means 
the fire (c.1900) destroyed the building after its corrugated roof period of 
1870 (look N). 

II'; 
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Endgable C4 shows the earlier loft window 1 door built into orange brickwork of 225 x 113 

80-82 mm height. This would indicate a gable of early 1800. The window has been 

blocked-up with modern brick and cement (recently?). A portion of the endgable has 

subsided and much brickwork, including the lintel, collapsed inside the loft. The lintel 

shows signs of being burnt in a fire (c.1890). 

171/2. View towards 
the interior endgable 
C4. The window frame 
(19th c) is still in place, 
but the lintel and much 
for brickwork has 
tumbled down (scale 
1 m) (look NW). 



173. The T-wing is central unto the Front Wing, but note that the Back 
wing is only 5 m wide (look E) 
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FIG.27.1 Site plan of only the T-wing of the Cellar, facilitating reference to 

its features (Vos 2011). 
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8.2.5 Stoep and Additions 

Originally the building would have had no raised stoep, as at present. Earlier there would 

have been a cobbled area inclining towards the coach-doors. The present stone-bedded 

stoep in yellow clays, is lined with round-nosed, hard-fired brick of the 1940s for the full 

length of the building. 

On the east side of the cellar, the courtyard with its low stone walling, was later (>1900s) 

roofed over in zinc. It probably served as an area for fruit drying on the cement floor and 

packaging. On the western side of the cellar, a vast corrugated shed on three pillars 

served as a storage area, probably cases and equipment and vehicles. 

Both corrugated roofs had collapsed some years ago and they were reused to clad the 

dilapidated building in 2010. This temporary measure has helped to save the building from 
collapse. 

8.3 PHASE A: BACK WING (south) 

8.3.1 Construction and Materials 

All indications are that the Back Wing may be the earlier portion of the Cellar (FIG.27.1). It 

is rather dilapidated with portions seriously damaged on the western side. The T-wing is 

partitioned into successive Rooms D and E with a (demolished) wall in-between. The 

interior width is 5 m, with exterior walls of 55 cm. The endwall E3 is 62 cm wide, with a 

high plinth in stone unto 2,3 m. A low (10 cm high), uneven stone plinth protrudes about 3" 

cm wide. 

174. Detail of the 
stoep, with rounded 
nose bricks of hard
fired reddish brick, 
supported on stone 
bedding (scale 50cm, 
2m) (look W). 



175/617. View of the Cellar's T-wing, where 
water has caused some serious damage (look 
E). At the exterior wall E4, the large brick has 
powdered away. At the end gable corner E 3/4, 
roof-water has eroded the brickwork (look N). 

..Q 



178. View southwards within the T-wing, with its 1800 poplar/blue
gum beams, but later (>1900) ceiling boards. Note the endwall E3 
with a distinct sloping plinth (look S). 
179. Close-up of this wall (left) but also portion of wall E4 with its low 
plinth (scale 2m) (look W). 
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180. Close-up of 
the demolished wall 
between Rooms DIE 
of the T-wing. Note 
the small vent slit at 
E2 (look E). 

\21 

181. Close-up of 
the opposing wall 
E/D4, where the 
plaster lines show 
the demolished wall 
(look W). 



182. View of the western wall DE of the T-wing, with its lower stone 
wall and upper brickwork. It has only one large ventilator shaft in D4 
(look S). 
183. View of the opposing eastern wall DE of the T-wing, again with 
a large ventilation shaft. The stonework height is obvious (look S). 

1'2.'2. 
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The parallel walls OE 2/4 are built similarly, but the lower portion is built in dressed stone 
to a height of 1,05 m in dark grey clay mortars. A variety of low-fired bricks (easily turns to 
mud and powder) has colours of orange, grey and brown, indicating wood-fired "ovens" of 
poor heat distribution. The bricks are surprisingly large: 230 mm x 115 mm x 80-85-90 
mm height! Generally this brick height would be of the early to mid 19th century. It 
appears to me that the brick moulders took a chance and made large bricks, but 
miscalculated in the firing process. The inferiority of these bricks is apparent in the 
construction. 

Two roughly built air-vents (triangular in depth) with 10 cm exterior openings have been 
installed quite high, indicating security concerns. The two windows (E3, E4) are modern 
(>2000), but their openings are undated (need much plaster stripping). A wall of 30 cm 
divided the cellar into two elongated chambers and four small (brick-sized) air-vents south 
of it, as well as two air-vents close to the 01 wall . 

184/5. Vie"w towards 
wall 02 with its large 
V-shaped shaft (see 

r 185). Two smaller, 
vertical ventilation slits 
are also visible. Note 
the plaster lines on 
Wall 02 where a wall 
has been demolished. 

~ The lines also show 
on the opposing side 
04. 



186/7. At the end-corner of E 2/3, an old doorway has been blocked
up with c.1900 brickwork and clay mortar. The lintel may be 19th 

century. The period of the original door is uncertain (scales 1 m, 2m) 
(look W). 



188. View of the end-section of Room E 3/4, showing the two 18th 

century beams, reused in these position (tucked far away out of 
sight) (look W). 
189. A closer view of the crooked beams of the ceiling, apparently 
poplar or blue-gum. 
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8.3.2 Ceiling and beams 

The height between the cement floor and boarded ceiling is 3.5 m high, indicating a very 

late 18th or 19th century construction. Unevenness in plaster levels indicates earlier 

heights. Of the 16 beams, 13 are round, crooked "poplar" (or bluegum), while two 18th 

century beams (small 16 cm x12 cm) in Room E are blackened (reused after a fire) and 

presumably in yellowwood. In the arrangement of the round beams, there is a tendency to 

alternate big and small beams (Room D). After the c.1900 fire throughout the buildings, 

the blackened beams were all painted white (lime-washed) to offset the unsightly black 

soot. Boarded ceilings of c.1900 with a width of 12 cm, stretch the whole length of the 

Back Wing. 

190. A view of the ceiling b.eams towards the 
entrance door D1. Beams were white-washed 
after the c.1900 fire (look N). 



1'2.( 

191/2. View in the T
wing loft, towards its 
back (south). A 
portion of the 1 m 
eaves is unplastered 
(look N). 

193. View in the T
wing loft towards the 
front (look N). Note 
the rebuilding of the 
upper eave in cement 
and brick. Paper 
bags litter the ceiling. 
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8.3.3 Loft 

The loft is reached by means of an opening in the 1900, high parapet walling of 01. The 

40 cm wide and 95-100 cm built-up walls for the corrugated roofing (c.1880) is largely 

intact. On the OE4 side (west), the walling is partially collapsed at the corner E3/4. The 

upper brickwork (1880s) is also toppling, creating potential construction flaws. 

194/5. View of the 
tumbling, built-up 
eaves wall on the 
western side, with a 
close-up at corner 
0411 (look E). 



196/7. Views of the endgable E3, with its bricked-up doorway of the 
early 1900s. Note the "smudged" plaster and dark brown patches, 
caused by heat exposure in c.1900 (scales 1 m, 2m) (look S). 
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Against the old endgable E3, the old brickwork and mortars do show signs of heat, east of 

the old loft door (blocked-up). I conjecture that there was a previous Spanish reed ceiling 

with a clay brandsolder, which spared the upper loft to some degree. Afterwards, the 

beams were mostly retained, but the reeds were replaced with the extant boards. After the 

1900 fire, the loft door was later (1950s?) enclosed with hard, machine brick and cement. 

The earlier outside staircase (?) or ladder was no longer practical and greater security was 

needed. It is of interest that the endgable E3 is built in fired orange brick of 70 mm height, 

set in a brown clay mortar, which generally dates to the >1750s. 

198. View the 
exterior of endgable 
E3, with some plaster 
lines of earlier 
alterations (look N). 

199. Eastern 
courtyard of the 
Cellar, after the lean
to's were converted 
into cladding for the 
building (look N). 
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CROSS SECTION AT C3 / 04 
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FIG.27 Composite elevation of the excavated. exterior corner of where the Front and 
Back wings of the Cellar meet (Vos 2011). 
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8.3.4 Excavation of Corner CID 

In order to clarify the enigmatic point where the Back Wing (BW) meets the Front Wing 

(FW) , a test section was neatly dug by Stephen Vennead on the exterior corner CID 

(FIG.27). In spite of the excavation, answers are not clear-cut. 

According to the construction materials and style of .the building, the wings were built at 

different periods . 

. 1 Front Wing Materials 

• The foundation of sandstone stretched 105 cm deep in the very hard clay soils. 
Whilst the lower 40 cm of stone was small and rough, the upper stones were large, 
dressed and layered. There is no lower, jutting plinth. 

• All the lower stones abut those of the BW. 

• Some of the upper stones bypass the stone and brickwork of the BW. 

• There is a 5 cm stone plinth at 70 cm above the surface. 

• The brickwork is of two kinds: 
a) Light orange brick 220 x 115 x 70-75-80 mm 

which bypasses those of the BW. 
Note the vertical reveal created by the bricks. 

b) Darker orange bricks 232 x 115 x 75-80 mm, 
which aligns with the left "a" brick reveal. 
These bricks in grey mortar continue as the FW Room B3. 

c D 

200. On the exterior, at corner excavation CD, the upper brick is of 
different periods and reused. All indications are the BW was built first; 
it bricks (04) broken away; the Front Wing wall BC3 bypass the BW; 
other 'bricks were reused to complete the FW (scale 1 m) (look N). 



201. View of the excavation at CO to establish the materials, style and 
depth of the foundations. Stephen Vennead dug the section very 
neatly (scales 50cm, 2m) (look N). 
202. Same excavation, but view towards wall 04. Note the "high" 
stone plinth on the left (C2). In contrast, wall 04 shows a below
ground stone plinth (scales 2m, 50cm) (look E). 



.2 Back Wing Materials 

• The foundations of dressed stone (step-like), were strongly built with a below-ground 

plinth of 12 cm. Above it about four layers of dressed stone end about 100 cm above the 

plinth (or 50 cm above the present surface). 

• Note the earlier lime-plastered surface was situated about 16 cm lower, A number of 

stones show no plastering, but traces of earlier white-wash remains directly on these 

stones. 

• There are about 5 grey raw bricks and one in orange brick (c), which were used as fill 

on the upper portion of the stone wall. 

• Orange brickwork of 80 mm high continues for the rest of the BW . 

. 3 Discussion and Interpretation 

Both the Wings (FW, BW), were built as separate units distinct in time. Documentary 

evidence (1806, 1830s) shows only the FW. In contrast, structural investigations indicate 

that the BW was built prior to the FW. 

The lower foundations of the BW were built first with a stepped stone foundation of about 

80 cm wide. It was built-up with stone (70 cm wide) with a distinct exterior plinth, but also 

with a narrow plinth on the interior, about level with the surface (see FIG.27). We 11-

dressed sandstone, slate and river cobbles continued for another 50 cm as a base for the 

80 mm high brickwork for the walls. Nonetheless, the brickwork for the loft endgable is 

70 mm high, as in the FW lower walls. 

At the corner section CID, the lower FW stone abuts those of the BW. But the upper FW 

stone slightly continues beyond the brickwork (c & a), which are filled-in to make the bond 

flush. Note they are not bonded in. 

203. Close-up of the 
C2 stone wall with its 
rough lower stone 
foundation. Note how 
wall C2 abuts stone 
wall 04 (scales 1 m, 
50cm) (look N). 



204. At the opposite side (02/A3), the stone walling appears to bond 
in, but the brickwork of the FW bypasses the BW (scale 1 m) (look N). 
205. The upper brickwork has been filled in with others (02) and the 
brick of A3 (FW) bypasses the BW (look up, E). 
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206. A longitudinal 
view of the test 
excavation at CD, 
giving a good idea of 
the depth of the 
walling (scales 2 + 
1 m, 50cm) (look N). 

The FW with its major brickwork (a) was built to a vertical reveal, about 60 cm from the 

corner intersection. With stretchers and headers (and some inserts of lime plaster) , the 

wall was afterwards completed and it bypassed the SW bricks. This strange configuration 

is also visible on the interior of the wall C3. 

I interpret all these unusual configurations as follows: 

The SW was built first (interior width 5m); 

That the northern endwall (exposed to NW gales) possibly collapsed; 

That it was deliberately demolished to enlarge the Cellar; 

The FW was built by at least 1800 (if not earlier) (interior width of 6.1 m); 

Where the buildings intersected, the two upper brick portions were not bonded in; 

Over time, stresses pulled them away as is visible at present. 



8.3.5 Period of the T -wing 
Dating the Back Wing is rather problematical. According to the documentary evidence, 
there was a linear building weri in 1808 (M3/405), and somewhat similar in 1830 (M2/630) 
(Vos 2009:123, 127). In neither of them the western Cellar is shown with a T-wing, but 
neither is the homestead with its 1770 tail. These maps were produced as large 
landscape military/census maps and buildings played a peripheral role. ' Thus not all 
buildings and their extensions are shown. 

According to my structural investigations of the SW, the following should be noted: 
1. The walls (55-62 cm) and stone plinths indicate a building of the mid-late 18th century. 
2. The brickwork of the endgable E3 (70 mm height) indicates a date of the 1770s. 
3. The grey-brown mortar indicates an 18th century date. 
4. On the eastern exterior corner, where wall 02 meets A3, the construction materials 
differ. The built-up stonework looks bonded in, but the brickwork above shows the Front 
Wing bypassing the Back Wing. 
5. The whole area of where these two wings meet (B to D) is fraught with different styles 
of construction but similar materials. According to the information at present, the Back 
Wing predates the Front Wing. A test excavation at corner CID confirms this interpretation. 
6. The poplar beams are generally dated from 1790 till deep into the 19th century. The 
crooked beams indicate that bluegum was also used, even as some great venerable trees 
occur still on the farm. 
7. The existence of the three old 18th century beams in Rooms DE, indicate an earlier 
construction phase. I suspect they were damaged earlier, or could come from the >1770 
Homestead. 
8. The interior width of 5 m of the Back Wing (18th century) contrasts with the 6.1 m 
internal width of the front structure (late 18th c ?). 
9. The exposed brickwork (at E4) with a height of 80-90 mm generally indicates a very 
late date (>1800). Whether it is representative of the whole wing needs to be confirmed . 

FIG.28 Water-colour of 1956 of the Bonte Rivier Cellar at 
Stellenbosch of c.1820. The Bethlehem Cellar could have been 
similar. Note the arched fenestration (Private collection). 



8.4 DISCUSSION 

Note that Bethlehem layoff the beaten track, hidden in the Dwars River valley, between 

Rust en Vrede and Rhone/Lanquedoc. Situated outside of the fashionable social milieu, 

its owners appear for the most part to lead a comfortable lifestyle, but not much more. I 

therefore conjecture that the buildings would have been more simplistic than elaborate. 

The Cellar probably started out as a rectangular North-South structure, built by 1770s with 

a wide coach-door, with either small windows or ventilation slits. The building contained a 

beam structure, but possibly no ceiling. It would have been thatched with holbol 

endgables, or of the chimney type. When a measure of prosperity came to wine farmers 

before 1800, the Front Wing was built (if not earlier), with large windows. Its eastern wall 

may have collapsed and was rebuilt in stone. Another option is that it formed part of an 

earlier building (my preference).The enlarged coach-door is of recent date. Large, 

symmetrical, arched windows were installed in the front fac;ade by the 1850s. Ceilings of 

Spanish reed with clay solders were a must for all thatched buildings of the 19th century. 

The buildings gained proper endgables, possibly in the early neo-classical style 

(Pedimented gables)(FIG.28). There is the possibility that a fire may have gutted the 

buildings during the 19th century. In the Front Wing a single sawn-off poplar beam indicate 

that the earlier 18th century beams were replaced. In about 1880 the thatch was replaced 

with a corrugated roof, resting on built-up walls with ventilators. 

Since the economic depression of 1840s, many farmers turned to fruit orchards and corn 

production again. Great quantities of hay were produced for their animals. At Bethlehem 

we see these large, continuous kraals indicating sheep, cattle and pigs. 

Generally, cellar lofts were ideal for storage of hay, e.g. at Diamant (Agter-Paarl), and 

something similar was done at Bethlehem. About 1900 the Cellar caught alight and the fire 

appears to have started on the ground floor. Was arson involved? The beams, ceilings, 

windows, coach-doors and roof timbers were consumed. 

Nevertheless, the ceiling of the Back Wing did not collapse during the conflagration. The 

beams are blackened, but survived due to the reed and clay solder. Needless to say, the 

roof timbers of the Back Wing were also consumed and the heat signature shows on the 

walls and endgables. 

Afterwards, many of the heat-damaged corrugated sheets were reused on the new roof 

timbers. This would explain their highly corroded state and the subsequent damage to the 

structure by means of water leakage. By the mid-late 20th century they were reused in the 

surrounding lean-to sheds. 
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FIG.29 Possible development of the Cellar with information presently available 
(Vos 2011). 
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In the Front Wing only a portion (Room C) of the Cellar was put under a boarded ceiling, 

used for storage purposes. Beams were taken out or sawn-off, as is visible on the 

replastering. Some might be revealed during more plaster stripping. In the Back Wing, 

some of the round beams may have been extensively damaged. They were those closest 

to the endgable E3 and this is where we find the two blackened 18th century beams. A 

boarded ceiling replaced the old brandsolder. A new timber fenestration followed to allow 

more light into the Cellar. 

As the fruit industry and animal husbandry increased, the Cellar was reused towards those 

purposes. By the 1950s there was probably no more wine-making or spirit distilling at 

Bethlehem. During the Anglo-American period of ownership, the farm regressed to the 

backwaters of the valley, when neglect and low maintenance became a serious issue. All 

this is hopefully to change with proper funding, reconstructions and maintenance. 

The development of the Cellar over time is attempted with our present knowledge 

(FIG.29). 

8.5 RECOMMENDATIONS 

The future use of the old Cellar would determine what should be done to the building. 

Unfortunately, much of the structure was literally drenched in water in 2008/9, 

compromising the strength of the building. At a few places the structure is bulging, the T

wing is "cracked" away from the Front Wing, upper loft walls are caving in, as are portions 

at the endgable of the T-wing. 

1. Stabilization of the building is urgently needed. Engineering and architectural 

expertise is recommended. 

2. The question is to what period should the building be reconstructed / renovated? 

At present all the buildings on the farmyard are under corrugated iron. There is a good 

reason for that. I believe that at least two major fires razed most of the buildings at two 

different times. As the farm is close to the mountains and veld fires frequent, the threat of 

fire would have been a major concern. Raging fires were always greatly feared at the 

Cape, and numerous p/acaaten were issued during the 1 ih - 18th centuries to limit fire; we 

are not even talking about arson during unstable times. Veid fires are not excluded. 

I therefore do not recommend the replacement with thatch, particularly at the Cellar. 

Its clay, brick and stone structure has been weakened to such a degree, that the tons of 

thatch and timbers could cause its collapse. 

3. In conjunction with the above consideration, my recommendation is the demolition of 

the upper >1880 built-up eaves for the corrugated iron roof. This would mean a whole 

new roof construction, again in corrugated iron, but with the 45° pitch of a thatched roof. 
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FIG.30 Examples of endgables of the post-1800s. There are numerous . other 
examples (Fransen & Cook 1980: 14, 18). 
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Rietvlei II Montagu Winkelshoek 

FIG.31 Examples of front gables of the post-1800s. There are numerous other 
examples (Fransen & Cook 1980: 14, 18). 
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4. The most important stylistic indicator at the Cellar is its four segmented windows with 

decorative arches, of the mid-late 19th century. As the c.1900 fire destroyed the earlier 

woodwork, it was replaced with the cross-framed windows. Though unusual, they add to 

the building's uniqueness. One will not find this fenestration elsewhere. 

As nothing is known or documented on the earlier fenestration, I recommend keeping the 

present fa~ade . Reuse or reconstruct the timber windows. 

5. The altered coach-door entrance appears incongruous. Arched coach-doors and 

windows of this period (post-1820) are well-known, e.g. L'Ormarins, Franschhoek; 

Verdruk-my-Niet and Rust-en-Vrede, Helderberg; and Klein Vredenburg, Vlottenburgh 

(see Walton 1989: 79, 80, 82). Se also De Goede Hoop, Drakenstein, situated against 

Simonsberg mountain. 

I therefore recommend the installation of an arched coach-door to complement the 

fenestration. 

6. In respect of the gables of the Cellar, the following: 

A cellar of the 1800s would certainly have had a front gable. The three end gables of the 

wings are respectively 18th (T-wing) and 19th century (front wing). The outline of all three 

gables was altered after the c.1900 fire to their present pointed form. 

As we have no record of the earlier gables, I recommend a basic, simplified version for the 

three endgables, and a slightly more fashionable front gable of the 1830-50s. See e.g. 

Worcester (1859); endgables Winkelshoek (Fransen & Cook 1980: 14, 18) (FIG.30, 

FIG.31). 

7. There are 3-4 variants on the "beam and ceiling" construction at the Cellar. The 

earliest beams (late 18th century) are gone, as are the poplar I blue-gum of the front wing. 

The post-1900 ceiling (plain beams and boards) is extant in the west (Room C), whilst the 

remainder is absent. Various options are possible in respect of future use: 

7.1 Reconstruct the remainder of the Cellar ceiling in the post-1900 fashion. This will give 

continuity and strength, while the solder can easily be reused. 

7.2 Reconstruct the absent ceiling portion with poplar beams with either: 

• a reed solder 

• a boarded solder, depending on the function of the Cellar. 

7.3 Reconstruct the full ceiling with poplar beams and Spanish reeds, probably the most 

appropriate option in respect of the 1830-50 stylistic period. 

8. Cellar floors were generally in hard clay, sections possibly in cobbling. Both are 

impractical for today's functions. 

I recommend either coloured cement or corcoleum, depending on future functional 

proposals. The same would apply to the T-wing. 



9. At the moment a raised and broad stoep runs the full length of the Cellar. This stoep is 

built on stonework (sandstone and slate) and is provided with rounded nose, hard bricks of 

the 1900s. The stoep continues for its full length along the boundary wall up to the 

Homestead. The original building would have had a sloping cobbled entrance, but I doubt 

its practical application today. 

9.1 Retain the stoep and repair where necessary in front of the Cellar. It places the Cellar 

on an elevated platform which strengthens the building and gives it a certain amount of 

status. A staircase or a sloping causeway could easily be added to the central coach-door 

to accentuate the central axis of the Cellar. 

9.2 I am not too sure of the correctness of the stoep running along the boundary wall, 

though it is practical. There should be a break between the Cellar stoep and the boundary 

wall stoep, to define the separate parts. Maybe the boundary stoep can be cobbled to 

distinguish it and to show its earlier period. 

In respect of the T-wing, the following: 

10. Retain the poplar Iyellowwood Ibluegum beams of the ceiling, as being the only 

"authentic" post-1800 ceiling. It is fragile due to beetle infestation. 

11. The two windows are probably later (20th century), but can be retained with corrected 

proportions, and provided with casements with shutters. This was a common practice at 

cellars. 

12. The exterior door E2 is original to the building and should be reconstructed, probably · 

a single, solid door or a stable door. 

13. It is optional to reconstruct the dividing wall DIE in the Back Wing. 

14. High security in a wine-cellar was always important and therefore the few, small 

ventilation slits. Piercing of (modern) openings is risky in the fragile fabric of the brickwork. 

Great care and precautions should be taken when any work is done at the Cellar. 

206.1 View along the 
avenue with the Cellar 
and HS facades, 
boundary wall, stoep, 
treeline and road as a 
unit (look E). 
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207. View form the southern furrow towards the high enclosure wall of 
the inner courtyard. Note the stone plinth differs in height on the two 
portions of wall (look N). 
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FIG.32 Site plan and elevations of the Flat-roofed stores against the southern 
boundary wall (DMP 2011). 
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9. FLAT-ROOFED STORES: SOUTH III 

9.1 DESCRIPTION 

The southern perimeter of the courtyard is formed by a scrappy looking, linear row of 

narrow constructions, all under a corrugated flat roof. All of them served as storage 

spaces, but were in some instances converted into human habitation (FIG.32). The 

construction consists of a back, southern wall, with regularly spaced upper ventilation slits, 

whilst the fayade incorporates a wire-mesh I corrugation, walls and fenestration of different 

periods. The overall length is 27,0 m and has a width of about 3,0 m. 

Function of Room/spaces: 

Room A Storage 

Room BIC Domestic 

Passage 

Store 

Room D 

Room E 

Room F 

RoomG 

Wood-fed stove 

Store 

LOOK SOUTH 

208. View towards 
the flat roof (EFG), 
where the wall has 
been replaced with 
corrugated iron (look 
·S). 
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209. View of the corrugated lean-to where it meets the Double 
Storey. The stovepipe is from Room C (look E). 
210. View of the western portion of the lean-to (ABCD). Note the 
tracery on the stone plinth, and the slits at Room A, which are slightly 
lower than those in the other rooms (look NW). 
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9.2 CONSTRUCTION AND MATERIALS 

9.2.1 Boundary wall 

The main feature is the solid southern wall built in stone to a height of 115 cm (a plinth of 

10 cm width) and drawn-up in brick for 2.8 m (FIG.33). This 40 cm wide wall, with 

additional stone plinths of 10 cm x 12 cm on either side, was built as a single entity, with 

four square columns (65 cm2) to anchor the walls between the Homestead's New Kitchen 

and the Double Storey. The high boundary wall must have been built after these earlier 

constructions, and date probably to the last quarter of the 19th century. In circa 1900 the 

lower stone wall-and-plinth, was decorated with raised 8 mm lines of geometric design 

along its full length. The a-symmetrical passage may indicate a functional consideration, 

or that it was afterwards broken into the high boundary wall. 

Apparently, transverse dividing walls were built some time soon afterwards, viz. walls F2 

and F4; 02 and 04; 82 and possibly 84 (already extant?). On the fagade side (north) they 

were formalized as T -like pillars. This gives the appearance that the subdivisions of rooms 

were open to the courtyard. The bricks used to fill these openings, differ and thus relate to 

later periods. At Store E, corner E 1/2, the T-column was plastered all around, and the 

later wall E1 abuts the plaster. 

211. View of the fagade of Rooms A & 8 (scale 2m) (look S). 



9.2.2 Room A 

All of the Rooms A, Band C were provided with a cement plinth of 15 cm wide. It varied 

respectively from 15 to 30 to 10 cm high, as an extra waterproofing technique. Cement 

floors and boarded ceilings are extant. 

In Room A, wall A4 has a rough stone plinth of 45 cm high, drawn-up in orange brick 

which varied in height from 60-65-70 mm in an ochre dagha. This is clearly an 18th 

century wall behind the old Kitchen. It probably represents a portion of a boundary wall 

which was not demolished, but incorporated into the New Kitchen L. This would explain 

the in-step in wall L2. Both the door and window (A1) are of c.1900 in the fagade wall, 

which brick (65 mm height?) bonded into wall A4. The dividing wall A3 has similar brick, 

but these date to the late 19th century. 

Wall A3 contains 3 small ventilation holes, the only ones at this lower level. The three 

plain deal beams are enclosed by early 1900 orange brick in bright yellow mortars, the 

period when the corrugated roof was put up. 

212. Corner section 
of Room A, walls 
A3/4. On the left is 
the continuous high 
stone wall with 
various levels of low 
floor plinths. On the 
right is an old stone 
boundary wall with 
orange brick & clays, 
incorporated into 
Kitchen L2 (scales 
1 m, 2m) (look SW). 



213/4. Within Room C a late wood or coal stove has been built by 
1900. The early 1900 ceiling is painted brown (scale 1 m) (look S). 

150 
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9.2.3 Rooms BC 

At both Rooms Band C, the fac;ade walls are new, respectively 13 cm and 16 cm wide. 

These two rooms were reused for domestic purposes in early 1920s. An iron stove was 

installed in corner C3/4 and a door opening (no door) made to Bedroom B, with a 1930 

Rhino board ceiling. In the Kitchen C, a 1900 ceiling of tongue-and-grooved boards 

(13 cm) was reused, obscuring the ventilation slits. Note the door (with steps) at C1 which 

has been blocked-up with cement and hard brick (1960s). 

215. Fac;ade of Rooms BC, both with thin front walls. Note the earlier 
(>1900) blocked-up door at the steps, Passage D on the left, with a 
door leading to Room E (scale 2m). 
216. In Room B (used for storage), the ceiling is of the 1920s (look S). 
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9.2.4 Passage 0 

This formalized Passage D give access directly to the land south of the farm, including the 

old upper furrow. I believe this stone bedded furrow, with its demolished "footbridge", was 

at one time the water source for household purposes. Prior to this channel (18th c.?), the 

water would have been fetched from the eastern streamlet next to ~he new dam. 

According to some of the old woodwork extant, there was a two-leaved, vertical doorway 

which barred the passage, providing security to the courtyard. The two southern boundary 

columns are built in orange brick, but lime plaster was used as mortar. This building 

method was also used in Room G. 

217/8. View of Passage D, with splayed upper pillars, which are built in 
reddish brick and with lime as mortar. Remnant timbers indicate a 
frame and door was positioned here (look NW). 



219. View in Room E towards endwall E2 (look E). Notice the lower 
brick plinth (1m scale), with c.1900 wall above it. On the left is a 
window broken into the store, but later blocked-up (220) (scale 2m) 
(look N). 

153 
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9.2.5 Store E 

Store E is merely a long rectangular room 5.72 m long and 2.2 m broad. Access is 

through a door in E4 from the Passage. There was once an earlier window at E1, but this 

was blocked-up with machine brick and cement (>1950) and a steel case-window inserted 

on the opposing wall. 

As mentioned previously, wall E1 (fac;ade) is a later 19th century wall inserted between the 

columns. The dividing wall E2 is provided with a stone plinth of 14 cm on either side and 

built up for 42 cm. This stone wall was thus 58 cm wide, and drawn-up with orange brick 

of 250 x 120 x 65 mm high. It is certainly a 19th century wall. No ventilation slits are 

visible above the low, modern ceiling, though they can be seen at the back. 

221. Passage 0 provided access to the 8ackyard, in 
particular to the old furrow to provide water for domestic 
purposes (look SE). 
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9.2.6 Store F 

The fagade wall was replaced by corrugated iron and wire-mesh and the room is used for 

storing firewood. Stone steps indicate a previous door, and the old foundation stones are 

also present. Both the air-vents and machine-sawed beams of 12 x 8 cm are visible. 

There appears to be cobbling below the dilapidated screed floor. 

222. Store F (with zinc and mesh) was provided with sturdy roof 
timbers; above are the slit holes (look SE). 
223. Below the cement screed, is an earlier cobbled floor (look E). 
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224. In Room F4 the dividing wall also dates to 225. In Roomlet G2/3, the stone plinth and corner 
the 1900s (scale 2m ) (look W). pillars are visible (look SE). 
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9.2.7 Store G 

This Roomlet serves as the gardener's rest room and for equipment. Walls G1/4, the 

corner column and T-base are built with lime mortar between the bricks as waterproofing. 

The window of late 19th c is extant but the 1900 door (old lintel) has been replaced in the 

1950s. This Store G obscures the fa9ade of the Double Storey. 

226/7. View of Roomlet G 
fa9ade and steps with a mid to 
late 19th century casement, 
reused in this position (look S). 
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FIG.34 Possible development of the southern Stores (flat-roofed) 010s 2011). 

FIG.35 Low heritage walls of the stores that may be removed (Vos 2011). ' 
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9.3 DISCUSSION and RECOMMENDATIONS 

By the mid to late 19th century, the high boundary wall in stone and brick demarcated the 

perimeter of the courtyard. At present, I think there may have been an earlier, simpler 

gate in the wall, giving access to the upper irrigation furrow for household water (FIG.34). 

This wall was formalized by 1900 with the addition of columns and with dividing walls to be 

used as sheds. The Storelet A probably predates all these sheds, and its dimensions 

used as a precedent. Roomlet G and Sheds BeEF were later reused as enclosed rooms. 

Some were used as servant rooms and a late kitchen is even extant. Note that the 

land/soil south of the boundary wall lies about 50 cm above the floor levels of the Flat

roofed Stores. All water seepage from the slope after the furrow drains against this wall. 

These Sheds/Stores are in a dilapidated condition, with new, thin fayade walls, older walls 

(19th century) and zinc & wire mesh (previous wall demolished). If these spaces can be 

reused at present in any new proposals, then that is an option. Rebuilding of the fayade 

with new piercings is also an option. The heritage value of these constructions are very 

low, as they are also much altered since 1900. 

It these spaces are not functional, then I propose that the whole facade and dividing walls 

can be demolished. The sturdy, "ornamental" wall and gate should be kept as a historic 

boundary marker between wilderness and domesticity. Removal of Roomlets A and G, 

would provide more open access to both of the adjacent buildings, where new · 

fenestrations would be in order (FIG.35). 
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FIG.36 Site plan of the Double Storey and the associated Flat-roofed Stores (east) 
(Vas 2011). 



10. DOUBLE STOREY IV 

10.1 DESCRIPTION AND CONSTRUCTION 

The rectangular Double Storey (OS) in the corner of the eastern Courtyard plays an 

important role in anchoring and balancing the adjacent 19th century Flat-roofed buildings 

on the south and east (FIG.3S, FIG.37/B). Lengthwise it is 10.2 m and in width 6.55 m, 

sturdily built with thick walls of about 53-57 cm with additional plinths of 60 x 40 mm on 

either side, giving a total of 65 cm. The ground floor has three rooms and also the later 

upper floor. Simple pedimented gables formalise the building. 

The OS is unusual in a farm context. Its courtyard fayade has been modernized with a 

steel-framed window and timber door of the 1960s. As a portion of its fagade is covered 

by the flat roof (south), the building's fenestration does not come into its rightful status . . 

Indications are that there was once only a Ground floor building, pitched and built possibly 

by the 1870s, if not earlier. 

LOOK WEST 

LOOK EAST 

.. 

·FIG.37!8 Elevations and site plan of the Double storey 
and the Eastern ~Iat-roofed Stores (DMP 2011). 



228/9. View of the OS fac;ade with two 1900 sashes on the upper 
floor. The upper modern window and lower window and door .are 
incongruous to the 1900 "Edwardian" style (look W). 



230/1 . On the southern side, the stone plinth with tracery continuous: 
Sash-windows are located in the endwall AB3, whilst the endgable has 
the only "official" date of "1904", modeled on a cartouche above the 
circular vent (look N). 



232. Close-up of the sash-window at A3, with the mid-late 19th century 
brick on the left exposed (scale 1 m) (look N). 
233. The 1900 catch of the sash-window (look S). 
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235/6. View within "kitchen" A3 of the sash
windows and details of the lower stone wall and 
upper brickwork (scale 2m) (look S). 



10.2 GROUND FLOOR 

The Ground floor contains a Kitchen A, Dining Room B and a Living Room CD. Though 

the entrance Living Room CO is divided by a steel beam, it relates to the upper floor wall 

directly above it. 

The exterior shell of walls is built in stonework up to 105 cm high, where there is a narrow 

plinth. The orange and brown brickwork in Kitchen A3 measures 245 x 120 x 70 mm, laid 

in yellowish mortar. The dividing walls A 1/2 are also of 19th century age. Room AB was 

possibly the earlier kitchen with its exterior door. Both Rooms A3 1 B3 contain sash

windows of the early 1900s. 

234. View within the Living Room C02, with 1900 beams and ceiling, 
and a late grate with a pipe outlet on the back (east). Note the stone 
plinth (1 m) on the upper brickwork, with the staircase on the right 
(1900) (scale 2m) (look E). 



237. Upper Room D1/2 with its slanted tongue-and-groove boards of 
1900. The window on the right is at the back (east) and modern. Brick 
from the upper storey differs from the lower storey (scale 1 m) (look 
SE). 

238. Upper Room AB4, with old sash-window of the fac;:ade (look W). 
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10.3 UPPER FLOOR 

The sturdy staircase and associated upper floor followed in 1904 (gable date), and 

according to the tongue-and-groove ceiling boards and two small sashes of the upper 

fa9ade (possibly once three windows). Brickwork of the upper floor also differs from the 

Ground floor. 

239. View of the 

staircase leading 

upstairs (look E). 

240. The landing of 

the staircase, with 

bathroom door on 

the right (look SW). 

241 . Detail of the 
doorframe (> 1920) of 
the bathroom (look W). 



242. View of the eastern exterior of the OS and extension of the Flat
roofed lean-tos on the right. What are particularly interesting are the 
small grid vents that run level, also at the lean-to's. These vents are 
just above floor height and are also found at the lean-tos at the HS. It 
may indicate that at one stage the lean-tos were provided with lofts 
and pitched roofs! (look SW). 
243. View of the >1930 door at Room 82 (scale 2m) (look E). 



10.4 STONE PLINTHS AND WALLS 
10.4.1 Low Plinths 
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A plinth in cobbled stone at 30cm high runs all along the fac;ade of the Flat-roofed 
Storerooms (east)(AB & C). A portion is visible at the Double Storey, Room 0 fac;ade, but 
disappears below the cement stoep (15 cm high). 

10.4.2 Interior Plinths 
All around (exception A4) the Rooms of the Ground floor, plinths of 10 or 30 cm wide are 
found at about 1,05 m height. The "exterior" wall C1 is 55 cm thick with the 1,05 m high 
stone wall plinths on both sides. There was this very conscious mindset to build the 
dwelling, including the eastern back walls, for waterproofing in dressed stone. 

10.4.3 Exterior Plinths 
The same holds true for the Double Storey (and Flat-roofed Outbuildings), in respect of 
this waterproofing. These walls, according to my interpretation, were already built by the 
late 19th century. In c.190b all these "unsightly" stone walls were spruced up with raised, 
decorative, geometric tracery. This distinctive feature is found on numerous stone walls, 
on the exterior. 
1. Double Storey (2 sides)(1904) 
2. Flat-roofed Stores, East (on east side) and 
3. Side of Garage C 1 
4. Flat-roofed Stores, South (back) 
5. Flat-roofed lean-tos at the Homestead and Bedroom E4 (south-east) 
6. Stone Boundary wall (far east side of werf) 
7. Barn, west wall portion 
8. At Homestead's New Kitchen L, exterior of southern boundary wall 
9. All the Ruins, Krale (date on wall 1909). 

247. Detail of the 
tracery on the 
courtyard exterior 
wall east of the OS 
(scale 1 m) (look E). 
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10.5 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

A single storey was possibly built by the mid 19th century, in close association with the 

eastern "boundary" wall of the Flat-roofed Stores (East). The latter was bonded into the 

northern end of the later Double Storey. In 1904 this corner building was turned into a 

Double Storey, possibly for a foreman. Except for the Homestead, no other "dwelling" has 

been yet located. Amongst the northern Ruins there are some dwellings still to be 

identified. 

The DS is sturdily built and it is functionally useful to retain. Its heritage value per se is 

low, but its integrated context with the courtyard buildings makes it an interesting and 

valuable cornerstone (see FIG.39). 

I recommend that: 

1. The Double Storey could be renovated to reflect the Double Storey period of 1900. 

2. Refurbish it with sash-windows (window examples at AB3) to obtain a symmetrical 

fac;ade. 

3. On the Upper floor, at the back, reinstate sashes, and on the front. 

248. View of the northern endgable with its circular vent and plain 
barge-boards (look S). 
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11. FLAT-ROOFED STORES & GARAGE: EAST V 
These three Stores (one turned into a Garage) constitute an elongated Flat-roof. They are 
sturdily built, but are not all of the same period. In Stores Band C there were much 
equipment, boxes and materials, making it very difficult to strip any plaster (see FIG.36). 

11.1 CONSTRUCTION OF GARAGE C 
This building probably preceded the two Stores A and B in construction. It was built unto 
the earlier, Outbuilding Store A, part of the Stables. Wall C2, where there is a higher floor 
level, shows therefore only brickwork and no stone plinth. 

Wall C1 was built against the Stable Store A (Workshop) with a distinct exterior plinth of 
stonework to 1.1 m height. The wall is built in orange and yellow brickwork, measuring 
220 x 110 x 70 mm, all laid in yellow-ochre clays. Note that wall C3 is also 50 cm wide. 
These factors all indicate a 19th century date, possibly >1820. Note that the 70 mm high 
brick moulds continued in use at Bethlehem. 

On the interior, on three sides, there are relatively high stone plinths: 
Wall Plinth Plinth 

height width 
C1 330 mm 150 mm 
C2 not visible not visible (18th c) 
C3 300 mm 280 mm 
C4 300 mm 400 mm 

The wide width of wall plinth C4 is conspicuous. In contrast, wall C4 is only a mere 40 cm 
wide, similar to that of the fa<;ade walls of Stores A and B (yellow and orange brick in 
yellowish mortars). Why? It is my contention that these 40 cm fa<;ade walls were all 
rebuilt during the late 19th century, when the Stores were converted to their present 
functions. 

249. View of the 
Garage C with its 
early 1900 ceiling 
(look E). 
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250. View of Corner C1/2, where C2 (right) forms part of the Stable 
Building (scale 1 m) (look NE). 
251. View of Corner C2/3 where the later C3 wall abuts earlier C2 
wall (scal~ 1 m) (look SE). 
252. View of the lean-ta's, where Garage C differs in a number of 
respects from the remaining lean-tos (look SE). 

113 



253/4/5. View of the 
garage (>1930) and 
details of its >1900 
pintles and 
straphinges (look E). 
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256. View of the 
stone wall with 
tracery as basis for 
the garage wall C 1. 
Note the water trough 
with stone base and 
upper portion in 
cement with 
scratched date of 
"1927" (257). 

257 

258. Another view 
of the trough and 
garage, where dis
turbed stones lay 
where a boundary 
wall would have 
stood (scale 2m) 
(look SE). 



With no air-vents, Garage C could have been used as a security Store, or possibly a 

coach-house. Note the broken-in garage doors are new with >1930 pintles and 

straphinges. Take note also of how the exterior of the very high stone wall C1 is also 

decorated with the geometric, raised tracery of c.1900. Against the wall is a water trough 

in cement, with the date "1927" scratched on the front. This is one of two, dates at the 

farmyard and is sourced to the Frames Trusteeship (1918-1950) when D'Urban Cloete 

managed the farm (Vos 2009: 129). The water trough is certainly associated with the 

Stable Building, confirming the horse as a primary animal on the farm. 

Another significant date forms part of the geometrical designs on one of the walls of the 

kraallhouse ruins, viz. "1909". This date is important as it relatively date the period of the 

tracery designs on stonework for "all" of the farm constructions. This happened during the 

ownership of the fastidious Joseph Hill (1893-1919), 

11.2 CONSTRUCTION OF STORES AB 

These two Stores are identical in size, both with central doors in the fa9ade and both 

supplied with ventilation slits on the front and back though in a different format. A window 

in A2 has been broken in by the early 20th century. A 30 cm wall with a 75 mm high 

orange brick and brown mortars (no plinths), divide the two stores. At the back wall (east) 

there is also a high interior stone plinth. 

259. View of the intermediate two stores B & C (look N). 
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260. In Store A2 a 
late window has 
been cut. Note the 
brick-sized vent 
visible on the 
exterior (scale 2m) 
(look E). 

262. Detail of Wall A3 with its particular early 261. Close-up of Wall A2, with the a) stone, b) 
(>1800?) stone wall and early brick above brick and c) cement and brick (>1920). On the 
(scale 1 m) (look S). right the two walls A2/3 are bonded in (look E). 
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A short summary of interior features would suffice. 

FEATURES STORE A STORE B 

Plinth: front height (wall 4) 100 cm (portion, rest demolished) none 

Plinth: height (wall 2) 110 cm 120 cm 

Plinth: width (wall 2) 15 cm 10 cm 

Ventilation front (wall 4) 2 slits 4 slits 

Ventilation back (wall 2) 3 slits 4 slits 

Beams (plain, deal) 3 3 

The beam construction is of >1940 and is enclosed with machine brick and cement. 

Note that the eastern back wall AB2 represents an earlier wall, possibly late 18th century, 

built with orange brickwork, 270 x 110 x 70 mm, in a grey mortar. It is also bonded (brick 

and lower stone) into the lower portion of the "Double Storey" at corner A2/3 (brick heights 

70,75,80 mm, various colour brick and mortars). 

263. View of Wall A4, with remnants of an earlier fayade wall, 
obviously demolished for the 40cm walls (scale 2m) (look W). 



264/5. View of Wall A4, with plaster stripped to show the 19th century 
wall and clay mortars (scale 2m) (look W). 



266. In Store 82, the brick sized, vertical slits appear above the 1.3 
high stone plinth (scale 2m) (look E). 
267. Opposing view in Store 84 (facade), where similar slits are to be 
seen (look W). 

I~O 
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11.3 DISCUSSION 
The three Flat-roofs (Garage C, Stores AB) may all have been linked to an earlier, flat
roofed building at the position of the Double Storey. It is possible that at an earlier stage, 
Garage C was provided with a pitched roof, as was the single storey, the later Double 
Storey. 

Garage C, with similar dimensions as the Stores, was built against the Stable Building VI 
(but at a higher level). Earlier water penetration at Garage wall C2 had caused much 
erosion of the brickwork at the lower level of the opposing Shed. The exterior walls of 
Garage C (C1/3/4) were built in stone for about 30 cm high to combat water-damp. 

With the building of the single storey of the "Double Storey", a high boundary wall was built 
simultaneously from Store A2 to the Stables Building VI. Afterwards, Stores A and B were 
constructed within the open yard by building the 40 cm fagade wall. As the earlier Garage 
C was hulled in darkness with a single wide door (?), I interpret its function as a Store to 
safeguards goods securely. A coach-door may have provided access to vehicles 
(kapkar?). 

Stores A and B were initially also very dark and used to secure goods and materials. By 
late 19th century I early 1900, the Stores were provided (at different times) with ventilation 
shafts for fresh air and a little light. Originally the floors may have been clay, gravel brick 
or cobbling, prior to the extant cement floors. The type of roof construction prior to 
corrugated sheet is unknown, but reeds, clay solders on beams and thick lime plasters, 
were in use. 

In conclusion, the three Flat-roofs (Stores ABC) do provide a unity of scale and form which 
suitably complete the old courtyard. As storage facilities they form an intermediate buffer 
zone between the household of the Homestead, and the animal quarters and farming 
equipment and labourers of Stable Building VI. As individual constructions, the Flat-roofs 
have a relative low heritage value. Yet, within the present farm complex, they fulfil the 
typical function of practical units contributing to its daily running. Their greatest asset is 
their low uniform fagade and defining the wert courtyard. They also allow a splendid view 
towards the spectacular mountains. 

' '/ /7/( : .. f ' ). 

267.1 View of how 
the Flat-roofs meet 
the OS (look S). 



11.4 RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. Retain the old fabric and subtract little from the old walls, except for necessary, 

sympathetic openings. 

2. The entrance doors are mostly post-1900 and in poor condition. Replacement with 

stable doors may be an option. 

3. Depending on their future use, the constructions can stay the same. 

4. If living quarters are desired, sympathetic sash-windows may be pierced in a 

symmetrical fashion (take their cue from the Double Storey). 

5. I recommend that a simplistic parapet wall be erected from roofline A-C, and that the 

roof throw the water to the back (east). 

6. Minor additions which enhance and safeguard the heritage value of the buildings and 

courtyard, are recommended (FIG.39). 

FIG.39 Possible rehabilitation of the eastern lean-tos and Double Storey (Vos 2011). 
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FIG.40.1 Site plan of the Stable Building and Barn in context of the courtyard buildings 
(DMP 2011). 
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FIG.40.2 Elevation of the facades of the Barn and Stable Building (DMP 2011). 

FIG.40.3 Site plan of the roofs of the Barn and Stable Building (DMP 2011). 
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12. STABLE I SHED BUILDING VI 

12.1 DESCRIPTION AND CONDITION 

On the eastern side of the werf, is the pitched roof of the Stables / Shed Building, tucked in 

between the pitched Barn (left) and Garage C (flat roof) on the right (FIG.40). The 

massive building has an exterior length of 33.4 meters and an exterior width of 7.0 meters. 

Six "walls" subdivided the interior into 7 Rooms (A-G). At the back (southern fa9ade), the 

walls were once solid with no openings. By 1900 five contemporary, fixed windows were 

installed, to provide light for the stabling of the horses. 

Unfortunately, not a single early period (>1700) door, window, beam or ceiling have 

survived, all probably once again due to a fire that gutted the building. The present ceiling 

constructions date between 1880 and 1910. In c.1880 the 3.4 m walls were raised 1.4 m 

with 4 fa9ade ventilators (as well as 4 at the back), and the 2.7 m high corrugated roof was 

installed. The whole upper loft reads as one unit, for storage of cereals and hay (Kafhok). 

In about 1900 the out of proportion, pedimented gable was built, central unto the Building's 

length, but a-symmetrical to extant door openings. 

Though neglected (all doors are gone, and all windows at the back broken), the walls are 

sturdy. Some plasters are loose or cracked on the front and back fa9ades. The two large 

garage openings (Shed AB) are late, about 1950s, and may have replaced smaller door 

openings. 

The Stable Building is stringed into a continuous unit by the raised stone plinth along its 

full fa9ade length (primarily sandstone). The plinth is about 20 cm wide and its height 

varies between 30-40 cm as the Building slopes eastward. The plinth portion has been 

destroyed along the large Garage openings (Shed AB), but the stone footprint is visible on 

the surface. 

268. A fine view of 
the Stable Building, 
eastern side. Note 
the relationship with 
the Barn/kraal (left), 
the old plaster line of 
the original height, 
the small ventilators 
and the two large 
grids. All the doors 
are of the same 
height, indicating a 
similar period for the 
late (c.1900) doors. 
The high exterior 
stone plinth connects 
all the rooms. 
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12.2 CONSTRUCTIONS AND MATERIALS 

Select plaster stripping has revealed two primary construction methods or periods for the 

exterior shell of the Stables. All walls are 55 cm wide, excluding the width of the high 

exterior high stone plinth, and the interior shallow plinths (FIG.41). At Stables G, F and a 

portion of E, the wall construction consists of dressed sandstone varies between a height 

of 203 cm (Stable E1 east) to 190 cm (Stable G1). Then the stone height drops to 115 cm 

(E1 west) and back to 135 cm (A 1) (All heights are taken from interior cement I cobble 

floors). 

The earliest brickwork measures 230 x 110 x 70 mm, indicating probably an age of post-

1750. Nonetheless, the buildings might be older. Mortars for both the stonework and 

bricks vary between a light brown to greyish colour. Plasters are sometimes 2-3 layers 

thick with various lime mixtures on the exterior. 

Surprisingly, the western exterior wall of Shed A4, is roughly built with river stones to a 

mere 25 cm, followed with bricks. The width of the interior dividing walls varies between 

40, 30 and 28 cm. They all have shallow stone plinths and widths of 100-300 mm, all 

dating to the 19th century. All floors are in cement, except Stables C & 0, which are 

cobbled. A short description of each of the Stable I Shed Rooms will deal with the ceilings 

and pertinent features 

269. A good view of the western side of the Stable Building and 
central gable (look SE). 



270. Front view of Shed AB, with two garage openings of >1930 
(look S). 

271. The ceiling of Shed AB consists of slender plain beams and 
plain deal boards, all slightly raised above those of the remainder of 
the Building (look S). 
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12.3 SHED AB 

This rather large Shed was probably divided at one time by a wall. Archaeological 

excavations may locate it. Note the dividing line between Rooms A and B is the difference 

in ceiling heights. When the new roof (1880) was installed, the Shed A (8 m x 6 m) was 

planned to be reused as a vehicle and equipment Shed. To this end, no windows were cut 

into the southern wall and the ceiling was lifted about 25 cm higher. 

A rectangular pit (>1940) for servicing vehicles is of the same date as the two new garage 

openings, probably enlargements of one or two previous coach-doors. Walls were rebuilt 

in hard brick and cement and the two timber gates installed. The earlier stone plinth on 

the fayade was fully destroyed. The c.1880-1900 ceiling is 3.70 m high with sawed, plain 

deal beams of 200 mm x 70 mm, and plain ceiling boards of 120 mm wide. This is the 

only portion of the full length ceiling of the Stable Building that has been raised to 

accommodate high vehicles. 

As I have noted previously, the endwall A4, has been rebuilt, with a low plinth in rough 

stone (plinth 5 cm wide, 15 - 20 cm high), with brickwork sizes of 220 - 240 x 120 x 75-80 

mm, and a few yellow bricks with a height of 90 mm. Indications are that this endwall 

collapsed by the late 1700s 1 early 1800s and was rebuilt. Signs of black soot and heat 

show on this wall. This rebuilding would explain the high (135 cm) stone plinth of the 

fayade and the abrupt change over to the brick in corner A 1/4. 

272. At the corner of Shed A4/1, the brickwork has deteriorated. At 
both walls, the stone plinth is low, but at A 1 it was also built quite high 
(scale 1 m) (look W). 



273. View towards the fayade wall B1/2. This is the point where the 
A1 ceiling is high, and B1 ceiling is lower for all of the Stable Building. 
Wall B2 is c.1900 ("frog" bricks), and with two different stone piers to 
support beams that have cracked. Two of the 1800 beams (1+2) are 
seen (look N). 
274. From Stable C, Wall C4 is shown with the 1800 beam (3) (look S). 



Shed B represents the portion from where the ceiling is the standard height for the rest of 

the Building. What is surprising, is that there are 5 older (1800), reused beams in position, 

which continue into the adjacent Stable C. These beams with parallel beading on the 

under side, look similar to those in the Homestead (Agterhuis to old Kitchen). 

Wall 82 is a late 19th century wall on a stone plinth (35 cm high) built with brick to a height 

of 2.50 m, leaving 95 cm of upper open space. At the base 5 layers of hard-fired orange 

brick supports the upper yellow bricks, all in yellow mortar. The bricks (60-65 mm x 220-

250 mm x 120 mm) are moulded with a "frog", i.e. a rectangular central depression, 

~ ~~ 

indicating a period of 1890-1910. 

On top of wall 82, two make-shift pillars were built to brace a 1900 beam, supporting the 

ceiling. These unusual methods and materials indicate haphazard reuse of materials to 

short-term functions. An element of practical innovation is obvious. 

6';2.. . ~~) " 

~ 
e.3 

' \-'" . 
~ .. , 

• I 

~ : 

275/6. In Shed B2/3 the 1800 beams are 
visible. The Dividing wall 82 shows its 
stone plinth, lower fenestration of fired 
brick and then "raw" yellow brick of 1870-
90. Wall 83 is of late 18th century with 
various bricks fired at different 
temperatures (scales 2m, 1 m) (look SE). 



277. In Stable C There are three 1800 beams; thereafter all of the 
beams are like those 1900 beams in Shed AB (look S). 
278. Similar view but with the old feeding crib and newly cleaned 
cobbled floor (scale 1 m) (look S). 
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12.4 STABLES CD E 

12.4.1 GENERAL 

I 'i'l 

The following three Stabling Rooms CDE form the central portion of the Stable / Shed 

Building. All three these Rooms have similar walls of 30 cm width and all built on stone 

plinths (slightly different) and drawn-up with hard-fired orange bricks to a h~ight of 75 cm 

(brick height 70 mm) and followed by orange bricks of 80 mm height, both with yellowish 

mortar. These walls were built later against the exterior walls, where older plaster adheres 

where they abut. 

These Stables I therefore date to the late 19th century. With no signs of fire on these 

subdividing walls, they probably date after the c.1890 fire devastating the building. The 

two wooden cribs for feeding the horses (C2, E2) would also date to >1890, and the 

cobbled floors (Stables C and E) may also be of this period. Excavations may reveal clay 

floors or other levels, but dating them would be near impossible, as artefacts are seldom 

found in association. As Stable C was fully filled with equipment, no plaster was stripped 

from its walls. The layout of its cobbled floor is more random than that of Stable E. Take 

note that all the beams (and ceilings) were/are much infested with beetle. 

279. A look at Stable C towards the north, showing the old 1800 
beams, one mended with an iron strap (look N). 



280/1/2. View towards the timber crib, with its timber post and iron tie
rings (look E). 
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283/4. In Tack Room D the staircase leads to the spacious loft of 1900 
(look S). 



12.4.2 TACK ROOM D 

The Tack Room for the horse gear is situated about centrally unto the gable. A two-leaved 

door would have given entrance to the Room. All features would date to >1890, the same 

period as the loft. 

There are three striking features. Firstly, the central timber staircase leads to the upper 

loft. On the left side it is provided with a railing, has worn treads and the right stringer has 

been replaced. An earlier position of the staircase is indicated on the cement floor. 

Nonetheless, it has some character and authenticity and with some renovation could 

continue to be utilized as such. The double entrance doors would be necessary to carry 

hay bales and cereals to the loft storage area. 

285. View of the fixed window with 4 glazed panes in Tack Room 03. 
All the other windows look similar (scale 2m) (look S). 



286/7. Two views of the "saddle" equipage against wall 02 (scale 2m) 
(look E). 



Secondly, against wall 04 is a plain board with 6 shaped hooks for hanging the harness

wear. The board is bolted to the wall. Below it are two iron bolts and nuts which fastened 

the crib to the opposing side of wall C2. Thirdly, wall 02 still contains 3 or the original 6 

"saddle" equipage. The function of the short wooden bars with metal flanges, elude also 

other horse riders. 

288/9. Two views of the timber hooks for harnesses, stirrups, etc. 
(look N, look S). 



290. All of the ceilings of the Stable Building are built on timber wall 
plates, and the space filled with fired brick in yellow mortars (E3)(look N). 
291. In Tack Room D3 the wall shows signs of an earlier dividing wall 
and signs of soot and heat, indicating an earlier kitchen hearth (Note the 
timber wall plate for the beams) (scale 2+1 m) (look S). 



12.4.3 Exterior Wall D3 

The Tack wall 03 requires further scrutiny for its construction materials and features, as 

casting more light on the construction of the Stable Building VI. The interior back wall 

(south) of the building contains a rough, low stone plinth from Stable E to Shed A. It is 

about 20 - 34 cm high, 4 cm wide and at some places flush with the wall. 

Above it the orange brickwork (well-fired) with a height of 80 mm, reaches to 160 cm. It is 

then followed by low-fired (inferior) brickwork of various colours (brown, ochre) till the old 

plate wall height. I date this wall again to late 18th century. All of it was covered in a brown 

clay plaster, white-washed. 

Note two "kitchen" features, both possibly associated. There are signs of a dividing 

wall, with its vague outline of a 23-25 cm wide wall (later demolished) against 03. At the 

lower level, above the stone plinth, there is a concentration of black soot as if a fire was 

made here over a lengthy period. I interpret that a type of hearth was here, with the 

dividing wall associated with this makeshift "kitchen", probably for labourers. It is very 

difficult to date the period (possibly mid 19th century). Both features were demolished by 

1890s. Above the low stone plinth of wall 03 is also a hole with a timber support, for a 

pipe that was put through. An iron clasp indicates a >1950 date. 

The raised loft (1890), above the earlier beams structure, is visible here (03). A timber 

wall-plate was placed on the earlier wall and built upon with orange brickwork with a bright 

yellow mortar, encasing the sawed beams (This method is similar to the Cellar loft 

installation at Section C). We find this building method on both sides (north and south) for 

the whole length of the Stable Building VI. I interpret this new roof timbers and ceilings as 

replacing the earlier beam construction and reed ceilings, which were all thrown off when 

they were devastated by a fire (c.1890). 

292. Sometime after 
1900, an arched pipe 
hole was installed 
within Wall 03 (scale 
50cm)(look S). 



293/4. Two similar views in Stable E: the ceiling beams are accentuated, 
as they continue beyond the low wall E2, and the fa9ade of wall E3. 
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12.4.4 STABLE E 

.1 Cobbled floor and crib 

There were rubbish and sand heaped in Stable E, but Cameron Afrika did an admirable 

job in cleaning the cobbled floor to its erstwhile condition. The same was afterwards done 

at Stable C by Stephen Vennead. 

Within the cobbled floor, the pattern of the technique used to lay to small cobbles (5-20 

cm) can be discerned. Six rows of linear stones were packed and then filled in with 

stones, generally laid on a vertically axis, i.e. lengthwise, for superior strength. Seven 

"lanes" were created, with some larger stones concentrated in lanes 2 and 3. In the SW 

side, most of the cobbling was still intact within hard brown clays. Entrance was through a 

stable door (E1) with a large, smooth stone as threshold. The feeding trough also has 

three divisions, similar to the one in Stable C. This would mean three horses to each of 

the stables, and would account for the six hooks and "saddle" bars in Tack Room D. 

295. The huge stone at the entrance of E1, is worn smooth over many 
years (scales 50m, 1m) (look N). 



29617. Two views of the cobbling, in excellent condition and the crib in 
the Stable E. Note the linear arrangement of how the small stones were 
packed (scales 1 m, 2m) (look E). 
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298/9. It was Cameron Afrika who cleaned all the rubbish out of Stable 
E to reveal the fine cobbling (look E). On the crib the heavy rings are 
attached. 
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300, 301. An important section of building materials is found at Stable 
E1 (look N). Note the header and stretcher, 18th century brickwork on 
the left, where the mid-late 18th century building continued. On the 
right is the very high stonework of the Pioneer Building (Stables %E, 
FG) (scale 2m) (look N). 



:205 

.2 Exterior Walls E1/E3 
Within these two opposing walls, there are significant features of how the construction of 
the Stable Building changed. Note the eastern end-wall of Stable G2 was constructed in 
dressed sandstone to a height of between 180 and 200 cm. Both the stone walls E1 I E3 
abruptly end exactly 8 meters (exterior length) from the end-wall G2. Was this the original 
length of an earlier 18th century structure? The only way to be sure is, to verify if there was 
any transverse foundation in Stable E. This would mean the destruction of a portion of the 
fine cobbling, which exercise I do not recommend. 

Another feature which is telling is the absence on all sides of an interior plinth in Stables 
FG, as well as at Stable E1/3, for a short portion. Note how the interior plinth on both 
parallel walls of Building VI, starts at Room E and continues to Shed A. In Stable E, where 
the high stone wall ends, the brickwork was examined at E1 interior and at E3 exterior. 

E1 Interior 
The northern fa~ade construction shows a similar break between the two periods, but the 
construction is slightly different. All measurements are from the late 19th century cobbled 
stable floor. At about the same point as at the back, the high stone wall ends abruptly, but 
here it is 203 cm high, but with similar brickwork (as at E3) above it. A width of about 30 
cm of orange brickwork of a different period (a wall?) follows. These bricks are all 80 mm 
high (some 90 mm), laid in a grey mortar, the latter generally indicative of the 18th century. 
Below the brickwork there is a stretch of stonework at a 125 cm height, as water-proofing. 

302. Comparison is 
made with the op
posing wall E3 and its 
brickwork. Note the 
break in the lower 
stone plinth (scale 2m) 
(look S). 



303/4. View of the back (south) of the Stable Building at Stable DE, as 
was found. Note the old plaster lines. This section was enlarged to 
reveal the Pioneer Building in stone on the right, and its extension in 
brick on the left (scale 2m) (look N). 
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Exterior E3 

We shall be concentrating on the contrast between the high and low stone walls. The 

grey-white lime plasters are thick, soft and easily breaks away in slabs away from the old 

brick. On the right (east) the stonework is about 1.3 m above the furrow. The dressed 

sandstone and smaller cobbles / shards are built rather coarsely, but sturdily and neatly in 

light brown mortar. At least four "level" courses are discernable. At an earlier stage the 

stonework continued to the left (west) as some stones protrude, resulting in a staggered 

formation. The brickwork above the stone are mostly yellowish, with a few a hard-fired 

orange bricks, measuring 230 x 105 x 70-75 mm, all laid in a yellowish mortar. Bricks are 

laid in a style reminiscent of the English bond. At present I date the building to about 

1750-1760s, though it may be earlier. 

During the late 18th century, the stone building was enlarged, either due to collapse or 

planning. Note how the brickwork (west) is built flush against the brick and stone, by 

means of alternating stretchers and headers. A very low stone "plinth" was built, which we 

find all along the building, primarily on the interior. With the brick built practically from the 

surface, it leads to serious water penetration and rising damp. 

This >1780 brickwork measures 230/235 x 120 x 80,85,90 mm, including many well-fired 

orange bricks, but also the yellow low-fired ones. Orange specs of grog are visible within 

the bricks. Grog results from earlier bricks that have broken or lying around, are crushed 

and mixed with the clays, during the brick formation process. After moulded and dried, the 

raw bricks are fired, and these small inclusions of brick are fired "twice" and appear darker. 

Adding grog pieces is a very old technique to strengthen the clays, used much in old 

pottery. In conclusion, we see two periods of stone and brickwork, which have been neatly 

integrated, viz. <1750 and >1780. 

305. Detail of the 
southern exterior of 
Room E3. Note how 
the high stone wall of 
the Pioneer Building 
(on right), has stones 
that protrude into the 
later 18th century 
brickwork (on left). 
The Pioneer building 
could therefore have 
been longer (scale 
2m) (look N). 



30617. Stables FG also have the slender beam ceiling and also have two 
windows. Note the position of the demolished wall (scale 2m) (look S). 



12.5 STABLES FG 

This spacious room was divided by a wall till about the 1950s. A stone wall footing of 

about 50 cm wide, built with a 35 cm wall separated the two rooms. According to the 

nature of this stone I brick wall, I think it could date to the 18th century (Room filled with 

irrigation pipes). 

In respect of the five Stables (C-G), note that all of them have a >1900 window broken into 

the back (south wall), as well as a fagade door next to the dividing walls. We do not know 

how "original" the fagade openings I doors are, but there is a strong association with the 

existing stables. 

Both the Stables FG form part of the earlier (>1740?) Pioneer construction. At wall F3, 

there is the high stone wall at 180 cm, with a lower portion of stone as well. Note that the 

old brickwork is mostly yellowish with a distinct size of 240-250 mm x 115 x 65-70 mm 

height. Both Stables FG are screed with cement and portions breaking up show cobbling 

below. Against wall G2 there is a low crib wall (47 cm high), built in machine brick and 

cement, which dates to the early to mid 20th century. We know mules were extensively 

used in the Drakenstein area as for various purposes (ploughing, carts, etc.) . I surmise 

these cribs were built for them or a few cows, which we know were also kept on the farm. 

308. View of the 
fagade (north) wall, 
showing also the stone 
foundation (look N). 



309, 310. View towards Stable G2 with its brickwork and cement crib of 
the early 20th century. Note the iron tie-rings (look E). 
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Plaster stripped in the corner G1/2 shows a bonded stone wall of 190 cm high. The 

orange brickwork (70 mm high) above it is also bonded in and laid in greyish mortars. 

There is no doubt that wall G1/2 was built just prior to Barn VII. This will became clear 

when the Barn fayade is discussed. 

311/2. Views in Stable 
1/2 of the corner, where 
both the stonework and 
brickwork are bonded in 
(scale 2m) (look NE). 
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313. At Wall F3, the stonework showed 
signs of soot of a fire, possibly indicating a 
hearth (scale 2m) (look S). 

314/5. View of wall F3 and dividing wall 
F4, where the stone plinth is again 
followed with 4 rows of fired brick and then ~~~~ 
the yellow raw brick of 1890 (scale 1 m) 
(look W). 
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316. Photograph of the fayade of the Stable Building during the 
1980s. All doors were still in position, including a slatted door next to 
Shed AB and a loft_door. Note the post-1900 corrugated roof (look S). 
317. View of the elongated central gable of 1900 and the Tack room 
directly below (look SW). 
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318/9. View of two brand marks on the 
corrugated iron roof. 

320. Note the particularly high (1 .Sm) 
built-up eaves and cast-iron grid of the loft 
(scale 1 m) (look N). 
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321. Close-up of the front gable with segmented upper point. Much 
of the gable has been rebuilt (look S). 
322. On the interior of the gable, the upper and side portions have 
been rebuilt in brick and cement. On the left older 19th century brick is 
still extant. According to the plaster outline a previous casement or 
double casement is a possibility (scale 2m, 1m) (look N). 
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323. View of the endgable A4, but overcast in shadows. 
Nonetheless, some of the old plaster lines indicate a clipped gable 
and an earlier window or door (scale 2m) (look E). 
324. On the interior, end gable A4 has been plastered in clay-cement. 

Note "the raised eaves on left (scales 1 m, 2m) (look W). 
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325. The raised eaves on the southern side (A3) had collapsed and 
were rebuilt in c.1900 in another hard-fired brick (look S). 
326. Similar view of the corner section A3/4 show the old orange brick 
and the later reddish brick (scale 1 m) (look S). 
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327. View towards the endgable G2, where a similar clipped gable 
was reconstructed with pedimented segment. Note the plinth line, 
where the wall of the earlier Pioneer Structure ended (look S). 
328. View within the loft towards the endgable G2, showing the 
ventilator grids (look E). 
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329, 330. Views of the endgable G2, and the raised eaves G3. Note 
the thin (50-60 mm) 18th century bricks reused in the building. The 
posthole indicates that the building was possibly "thatched", with the 
raised eaves (scale 1 m, 2m) (look E). 
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12.6 LOFT and GABLES 

The Stable loft is a single construct of c.1890, with eaves of about 140cm. This height 

indicates the loft was planned as a storage area and Kafhok. Its roof timbers facilitate 

walking and working. Similar floorboards stretch the whole length, supported on slender 

beams. A photo of about 1 980, indicate the corrugated roof was replaced shortly 

afterwards. 

12.6.1 Front gable 

On the fac;ade, the loft door is absent, built with a new lintel and modern brick surrounding 

it. Some remnant 1 gth century brick in yellow mortar is visible on the interior, showing the 

outline of an earlier door/window (west side). It is difficult to say to what period it exactly 

belongs. Some kind of 1 gth century gable was present. The exterior gable fac;ade shows 

pilasters and pediment bands in cement plaster, indicating a date> 1 920. On both the end 

gables, the same style and segments were introduced. 

12.6.2 Endgable {west} A4 

The endgable was fully plastered and apparently built in 1 gth century brick. The window is 

also a late addition, probably in place of an earlier one, according the exterior plaster lines. 

Note that the southern loft wall (A3) had collapsed at one stage. It was rebuilt in a 

dark/reddish/purple brick (high-fired) and mortared in a soft cement lime. A timber wall

plate was in use on top of the raised eaves. 

12.6.3 Endgable (east) G2 

This end gable appears to be the oldest of the three gables. The window (2 x 6 panes) is a 

late introduction, probably into an earlier opening, according to the exterior plaster lines. 

Note the lighter plaster outline, which I interpret as an earlier line where corrugated 

sheeting clipped the early endgable. I believe this is what also happened at the Stable 

Building, the Homestead and Cellar. These shorn endgables were given a new outline 

possibly in the 1 920s. 

On the interior, I stripped some loose plaster in the corner G 2/3. The brickwork of the 

built-up eaves also looked old (1 gth century). Brickwork of the end gable (60-70 mm high) 

was particularly old, laid in a light brownish mortar. Were they reused brick of an early 18th 

century building? The height of this brickwork (2 m) in conjunction with 1.40 m high eaves, 

gives the impression that the eaves were built earlier than 1870, when the building was still 

thatched. This is not unlikely as such anomalies of construction did occur. 



331/2. About Bm in front of the Stable Building, was a low boundary 
wall. One end reached about to the Barn entrance on the east. 
Remnant stones are visible (scales 50cm, 2m) (look S). 
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12.7 STABLES: DEMOLISHED BOUNDARY WALL 
12.7.1 Condition and Construction 
At the front of the large Stable Building V, the foundations of an early boundary wall are 
visible. It is situated 8.3 m from the building's fa~ade, and has a width of c.60 cm. The 
line of the wall continued for the whole length of the Stable Building, though the stones are 
hidden under dirt and overgrowth. 

The wall lies exactly in line with the avenue of large oaks and the wall presumably 
predates the oaks. They formed a contemporary feature till the mid 20th century. 
According to Mr Goliath du Plessis, portions of the low (30 cm) remains were still visible in 
the 1960s. 

In front of the Stable Sheds, there is the possibility of an opening in the wall . It appears 
that there was a narrow opening of about 3 metres with pillars, which gave access to the 
earlier openings. This area has also a great deal of random cobbling, indicating traffic. 
The earliest walling may have enclosed the Stable Building on the west and the east. 
There are signs that the stone wall made a 90 degree turn just before the early Barn 
coach-door opening. 

12.7 Recommendations 
The unusual configuration of the boundary wall adds significance to the Stables and werf 
layout. This low boundary wall (c.SOcm wide), enclosed a large portion of the Stables and 
Barn as a demarcated, protected area. There is a slight terrace that was formed by the 
wall which has functionality. I recommend the following. 
1. The wall can be reconstructed as a unique feature in the landscape of the Stables. 
2. If its reconstruction is not considered, then its stone footprint could be renovated as a 
surface feature. 
3. The full significance of the wall might only be known when the wall is fully exposed to 
reveal other features. 

333. In front of the 
Shed AB, the stone 

_~''-,: . ~~~= foundation stretched 
;7"'~1Jl!II!I barely 2Scm below 

the surface, as dug 
2Ill:J: . .... by Stephen Vennead. 

~~ 

Signs of other stones 
may indicate some 
type of pillar to 
protect the entrance. 
Note the horse shoe 
(scales SOcm, 2m) 
(look S). 



334/5. A view from the footprint of the boundary wall, directly facing 
Shed AB. It appears as if there is only one opening in the Boundary 
wall (scales 50cm, 2m) (look S). The other view is to show the 
relationship with the fagade gable. 
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12.8 DISCUSSION 

The large Stable I Shed Building VI consist actually of two period buildings, which 

underwent mainly interior alterations and functions. 

The first Phase A encompassed a Pioneer structure, consisting of Rooms G, F and E 

(portion), built in dressed sandstone for 160-200 cm, and drawn up in brickwork to a height 

of 3.4 m. With walls of 55 cm wide and high stone plinths, the building is indicative of 

much labour available, transport of stones and clay, brick-making and firing, mining clay 

mortars and the dressing of much stonework. The wide 6 m interior width of the building 

and the high earlier ceiling, indicate a date of post-1740, particularly the requirement of 7 

meter beams, rather a rarity on Cape farms. Only one original dividing wall G4 has been 

located, though there may have been others. Whether the 7 m x "10" m building 

represents the full building length, is uncertain (FIG.42). 

The second Phase B building was similarly built (same eaves height, wall widths), but 

brick played a greater role than stone. I surmise that the building could have housed 

slaves, the coach-house, barn and stables. It would have served the multi-purpose 

functions of a mid- to late 18th building. Few windows and doors would be the rule, for 

security reasons, limiting arson and theft. 

Signs of a fire that ravaged the building are visible at various places. Apparently it 

happened at the end of the 19th century, prior to the erection of the corrugated roofing 

(c.1890). I surmise there would have been square beams with probably later Spanish reed 

ceilings and clay solders. All the beams (except 5 reused ones of 1800), iron roof and roof 

timbers, loft and staircases (Tack Room D), belong to the post-fire period. This would 

include the three interior dividing walls (30 cm wide), the stables and cobbled flooring. 

Bethlehem farm was possibly engaged in stud farming, and is apparently verified by all the 

numerous kraals and animal sties. By early 1900 Stables C and E held each three riding 

horses and at the Tack Room the gear and harnesses were stored. Stables F and G were 

also early in use (>1900). The real conditions of farming activities and animal husbandry 

could be gleaned from later inventories and tax-rolls. 
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FIG.42 Site plan of the Stable Building, identifying the "Pioneer structure" according to 
its high stone walling and brickwork (Vos 2011). 
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12.9 RECOMMENDATIONS 

The evolution of the Stables Building before 1870 is rather enigmatic. Whether much 

more plaster stripping and excavations would bring greater clarity, is debatable. Will it 

really influence the "new" use of the Building? 

1. The obvious function of the building is the reuse of the stables for horses again, i.e. 

Stables C-G. The recent demolition of wall F2, could be reconsidered and rebuilt. 

2. It would be advisable that the Pioneer structure (Rooms G, F, portion E) be 

acknowledged. This could be done with leaving a "window" of the original fabric and Jor 

masking its end with a grooved line on both the inside and outside of the walls. 

3. If stabling is the future use, then the back windows and front doors need to be 

reconstructed. I would rather use a simplified casement (with bars if need be) with exterior 

shutters. This would be the more appropriate style for this 18th century building. 

4. The "Iow" boundary wall running parallel (at 8.3 m away) with the Stables, also has 

significance for the Pioneer period. Its construction indicates a "gateway" that led to the 

Stores AlB. 

At present it is difficult to establish the age and size of the two Store openings. Possibly 

there was only one coach-door-opening, as the old boundary wall opening does not 

appear to be that wide. 

5. One would have expected a "wall" between Stores A & B, where the two different 

ceilings met, but the ceilings may have been functional or convenient. Wall B2 is of a later 

19th century date. Clay or cobbling would have been the flooring material. The Stores are 

presently under cement and full of wood. 

6. In the area between the Stables and the demolished boundary wall, there is a vast 

amount of random cobbling in various sizes, indicating vehicle and animal traffic. These 

cobbles need ultimately to be cleared to see if there are any patterns in construction and 

associated functions. A few of the sections were exposed by sweeping. 

7. As the oak tree avenue has intruded into the boundary walling, the latter was partially 

and later fully demolished. During the early 1980s some relic portions were still visible 

according to Goliath du Plessis (born 1948), a labourer who has grown up on the farm. It 

is an option to reconstruct portions of it, if it does fit in with any future proposals. If not, I 

would recommend that its footprint (level with the surface) be repaired, as a remnant of the 

pioneer period. 

8. At the front (fa9ade) of the Stable Building, water penetration at the foundations has 

always been a problem. The plinths need to be waterproofed in lime and the contact 

surface be cobbled for about 50 cm for waterproofing. Proof of this old technique is still 

extant at the building. 

9. At the back, where brick walling was practically used from the surface, it is imperative 

to do the same. Water drainage trenches at the back would be appropriate. 

10. The absence of doors in the back wall reflects its concern for safety and security. 

Appropriate piercings into the back wall could open up the area behind the Building. Note 



o 
Spier (Outb.) 

FIG.43.1 Example of the plain gable 
(1767) at Spier's present wine-cellar 
(Fransen & Cook 1980:5). 

Klipheuvel 

FIG.43.2 Example of the front gable at 
Klipheuvel (Fransen & Cook 1980:5). 

FIG.44 View towards a rare example of a thatched stable building at Dal Josaphat. 
Note the very tall central gable, and the holbol endgables. The stable doors are 
slatted, as were those at Bethlehem's Stable Building. Note also the two long vent slits 
in the front room (A. Elliott c.191 0 photo, E1264, CAD; in Fransen 1969: 121). 
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in chapter "Boundary Walls", I have proposed that the southern area be turned into a large 

"courtyard" between the Barn and Double Storey. 

11. The primary concern with the Stable Building is how to treat its very high fa~ade and 

gables (front and sides). These are the result of the 1890/1900 fire and reconstruction 1 

renovation afterwards. 

During the early half of the 18th century the long outbuilding probably had hipped, end

gables and no front gable (possibly an "eye-brow" gable, off-centre). Whether it always 

had one or two coach-doors (Stores AlB) are debatable. We may never know how it 

looked unless a pictorial document turns up. 

Although neglected, the core of the Building is sturdy and that also applies to the loft and 

gables. It appears that during the late 18th 1 19th century a front gable would be 

appropriate. In 1890-1900, when the eaves were built-up, a simplified, plaster gable was 

formalized exactly on the centre of the Building. Its position was accentuated by the four 

ventilators, and a reused sash-window in the dormer loft. Note how the lower double door 

(absent) is still asymmetrical unto the gable. 

Hundreds of Cape buildings have been altered over the last 150 years, where the lower 

portion reflects the 18th century, with > 1890 upper layering. Such configurations, with 

hybrid elements from various periods and styles, are common and part of the Cape 

architectural heritage. Please refer to examples (Fransen & Cook 1965) at Simonsvlei 

(p.82), Babylonstoren (p.82), Klawervlei (p.87), Nancy (p.107), La Dauphine (p.119), 

Eenzaamheid (p.131), Druk-my-Niet (p.136), Nauwbepaald (p.137) and Kleinbosch 

(p.137). 

All these examples have a marriage of upper eaves, ventilators and corrugated roofs, yet 

have retained their front and side gables of the earlier 18th and 19th centuries. 

Consequently, I propose the following: 

11.1 Retain much of the lower fac;:ade with its "old" doorways. 

11.2 Change the mid-20th century garage doors (Stores AB) to doorways. Whether 

piercings for windows are to be allowed, is debatable. So far none has been located. 

11.3 Retain the spacious upper loft and corrugated roof structure. 

11.4 Alter the side gables to reflect the mid to late 18th century history of the Stables 

Building. A form of ho/bo/-gable would be appropriate. Remember, old brick and clay 

gables are still extant below the 1900 pedimented outline. 

11.5 Reconstruct a front gable to correct proportions unto the centre of the Building. A 

simplified version of the central holbol-gable of the Cellar at Spier (1767), or Klipheuwel, or 

Elsenburg would be appropriate (Fransen & Cook 1980:5)(FIG.43). Note a double 

casement or two single casements as dormer windows could both work. Important would 

be to put the date of construction (e.g. 2010) on the gable itself, continuing this old 

tradition of the Cape. A rare example of a stable building is included (FIG.44). 
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13. BARN VII 
13.1 DESCRIPTION AND CONDITION 
On the extreme eastern side of the farmyard lies the very large Barn VIII. On its exterior 
the Barn measures 17.6 m x 11.6 m wide with stone walls of about 52 cm wide. It gained 
a central aisle of a steel frame and girders, cladded with IBR sheeting, all after >1950. I 
shall not discuss these post-20th century adaptations (FIG.45.1). 

At present the interior space is fully taken up with the storage of timber posts, firewood and 
vine stocks. Close-up inspection and assessment of any of the interior walls are 
practically impossible. The building is rather enigmatic for its sheer size and diverse 
construction materials. I have artificially divided the Barn into three sections, viz. 
A, Band C, where A = front, B = middle and C = back (FIG.45.2). 

335.1 View of the critical point where 
the Barn meets the Stable Building. 
Both the front and back walls are 2 
metres high and built in stone. At the 
fa9ade, there is a portion of the upper 
wall in early brick (look SW). 
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FIG.45.2 The Barn and Animal Enclosures form an integrated unit over time (Vas 2011). 



336. View of the Barn-cum kraal. It has a central raised portion like 
an industrial building, with two lean-to's on the side. The coach-door 
was once narrower as indicated (look S). 
337. View within the Barn, to show the post-1940 roof timbers and 
sheeting (look S). 
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2.1>2 

13.2 CONSTRUCTION AND MATERIALS 

The building has no visible, low exterior stone plinth. Dressed stone walls in courses are 

built to a height of 2.0 m or higher, all laid in a brown clay mortar. There is a stone plinth 

at A4, which belongs to the Stable / Pioneer Building, viz. endwall A4. On the fa9ade, the 

wall is drawn up in brickwork of 220 x 110 x 70 mm in grey-brown mortars. 

The Barn has a soil floor, but earlier levels of gravel and hard clay have been found in test 

excavations. The high walls could have served as a kraal or even an early Barn. 

2. The Barn stonework at 2,0 m at the coach entrance, abuts the exterior Stable fa9ade 

wall G1/2. Here the stonework has dropped to 1.14 m for some reason and built up in 

brick. There is no plaster between the stone walls, but the upper brickwork is separate. 

My interpretation is that the Pioneer structure of the Stable Building was built first. Not 

long afterwards (a few years), the Barn fa9ade wall was built in stone. 

338. View of the high stone wall, with its 339. A few metres on, the Barn wall abuts 
old reveal (right) (scale 50cm, 2m) (look the Pioneer Structure with its large stone 
SW). walling and stone plinth (scale 2m) (look S). 



340/1. View of the back, western side of the Barn, where it meets the 
Pioneer Building (left). In the close-up, it shows the Barn abutting the 
old plaster line (left). On the right (340) at the 1 m scale, the Barn has 
a stone level, and is then drawn-up in brick. On the interior this aspect 
differs (look NE). 



In respect of the Barn versus the adjacent Stable Building, the following. At the exterior of 

Stable G3, the stonework and brick show that the Pioneer Building was first built and lime 

plastered. The brickwork of Barn wall B4 abuts the plastered wall of the Pioneer structure. 

At present it appears that there may have been two early Phases in con~truction. The 

Phase A may have been a Kraal with about 2 m walling. On the interior of the Barn, it 

shows a lower and an upper wall in stone, possibly contemporaneous (see East wall 

ABC2; Back wall C3; Wes wall CBA4, partially). The Eastern and Western middle sections 

(B2, B4), are built-up in old 18th c orange brick and clay mortars 

On the upper Eastern side (ABC2), another plinth but in brickwork is formed at 2.7 m, with 

what appears to be a narrow 'gable' outline for a thatched roof. It is now much altered and 

clipped by the modern corrugated roof. 

A summary of the walls follow. 

BARN SIDES STONE 18th c BRICK AGE 

1. North fagade 1/2 course 52 cm a. small upper 52 cm 18th 

Section west 

2. East side 2 course 52 cm a. upper 52 cm 18th 

52 cm b. topmost 40 cm 18/19th 

3. West side 112 course 52 cm a. upper central 52 cm 18th 

b. topmost 30 cm? >1940 

4. South side 1/2 course 52 cm a. upper 30 cm? >1940 

1/1/2" means that there are signs of two tiers of stone, but at some places they converge into a single wall. 

342. At the back of 
the Pioneer Building 
and the Barn, the 
corner where they 
meet is important for 
relative dating (look 
NE). 



344/5. Composite view of the interior of the 
eastern endwall ABC2. Note the 2 levels of 
stonework (a+b) (right) the upper old 
brickwork (c), with a plinth above it, also 
followed by 19th century brickwork (d). 
Modern brickwork (e) surrounds the window 
(scale 2m, far right) (look E). 

343. View of the eastern exterior endwall of 
the Barn, prior to the removal of the creeper 
over the animal stalls. Note the old height of 
stone and plaster, the upper modern 
pilasters and brickwork of the >1940 Barn 
(scale 2m) (look W). 
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346. View towards the western wall, ABC 4, the lower 
portion in stone (a + b) the upper portion in brick 
(old?) (c), and the upper pillars and modern brick (d) 
(scale 2m) look W). 
347. View of Wall C4, which is fully built in stone, with 
very large stones (a) and smaller stones above (b) 
(look W). 

348. Detail of Wall B4 with stone and 18th century 
brick. Note on the right, next to the modern timber 
support, the old plinth of the Pioneer Building (scale 
2+1 m) (look W). 

N 
0-> 
{;" 



349/350 . Composite view of the back wall (south) C3 
and sidewall C4. Note the two distinct layers of 
stonework (a+b), followed by the modern brick (c) for 
the roof timbers (look SW). 

351. At the back (south) corner, on the exterior, 
Stephen Vennead indicates the height of the stone 
walling (scales 2m, 50cm) (look N). 
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FIG.46 View of the Meerlust Manor House and the Tri-partite Barn with 
hipped end (Meerlust CoL, water colour 1798). 

MEERLUST BARN 1700 

..... 
FIG.47.1 An isometric view of the 1700 Meerlust Barn as it probably 
looked (Vas 1995:14). 
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FIG.47.2 Site plan of the 1700 Meerlust Barn, when it was investigated in 
1995 (Vas 1995:12). 



13.3 COMPARISON WITH OTHER BARNS 

The Bethlehem Barn shape is reminiscent of the 1700 Barn at Meerlust, where cereals 

and hay were stored. These 3-aisled, stocky barns were more common during the second 

half of the 1 ih century and into the first two decades of the 18th century (1670 - 1720). 

The Meerlust Barn measured 13.65 m x 17.0 m, dimensions not far different from the one 

at Bethlehem. 

At Vergelegen Somerset West, the long, tripartite constructions (1700-1705) by Governor 

Willem van der Stel also indicated the use of piers or pillars on the interior, besides solid 

central hall walls. The use of pillars (wood or brick) is sourced to Western Europe, where 

Dutch, Flemish and German buildings were used in a composite way for animals, 

dwellings and storage (see Vos 1995) (FIG.46, FIG.47). At England very similar buildings 

are also documented since the 16th century (Brunskill 1982). 

Once the inside of the Barn has been cleared, then archaeological investigations could 

determine if any foundations (walls/pillars) are to be found. If foundations are found the 

potential reconstruction of the earlier Barn is possible, an option to be considered. 

If there was an early Barn, it is uncertain when the interior of the building collapsed. It 

could have been during a storm with heavy rains and wind. Just such a storm hit all of the 

Western Cape in 1822, leading to the destruction of trees, buildings, gables and walls. A 

fire may also have played a part. Apparently the inner Hall walls or piers were demolished 

(if any). 

The building could have been converted into stalls or sheds, or kraals for different animals. 

After the numerous kraals were built north of the farmyard, the Barn / Kraal would have 

been reused as a large shed and for farm equipment >1930. This would explain the 

bigger garage entrance, which was only enlarged on its eastern side. The cleaning of the 

exposed foundations, has determined the width of the earlier gateway). 

At this stage (April 2010), the investigation of the Barn is only preliminary. No interior walls 

or pier elements have been searched for as the Barn is filled with wood and posts. When 

it has been fully cleared, excavations may be considered on a large scale. This is thus a 

preliminary assessment. 

It is uncertain whether the Barn would be able to be "restored" even if any demolished 

interior elements are to be found. At present the walls are rather dilapidated and portions 

of the stonework of the back wall C3 are in need of serious rehabilitation. 



352. Two views of the Barn entrance with its stone footing. The 
stretch which the 2m scale covers, represents the early 18th century 
coach-door, Note how the smoothly worn stones have a concave 
form (scale 2m) (look S). 
353. A view from above, inside the Barn, of the stone footprint. Note 
the stone/cement rectangle for a door-hold catch (scale 2m) (look 
down, N). 



13.4 EXCAVATIONS 

Three test sections have been dug on the interior. Section 1 revealed an old 18th century 

floor layer with clay and pebbles. It was about 20 cm below the present surface (FIG.48). 

Post-1900 gravel and sand fill could be dated by brickwork and some broken artefacts. 

Signs of two fires at different periods have been noted. According to the stone foundations 

at the entrance, the original coach door opening was narrower. The stones, with a smooth 

patina of wear, follow a concave form as it has been tread over centuries. If the 

construction materials are correctly interpreted, a possible reconstruct may be devised. 
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FIG.48 Cross-section of Test Section 1,. which was dug against Barn wall A 1, next to 
the entrance (see FIG.41). 



354. View within the Barn, next to the entrance, against wall A 1, of a test excavation (look N). 
Below the grey surface soils, a thick gravel and modern brick (1960s?) lay above the exposed, 
hard brown soil layer with charcoal pieces. Against the stone wall , lies the grayish lime plaster 
pieces, indicating the mid-late 18th century surface (scales 50cm, 1 m) (look N). 
355. Similar view, but the next in situ layer of yellowish clay with numerous charcoal pieces, 
indicates an even earlier 18th century level (look N). 

356. Close-up of the 
metal and other 
objects found within 
the brown layer 
(19th/20th century) 
(scale 50cm). The 
foundation stones 
stop shortly below 
this level (look S). 



357/8. Some of the artefacts from the upper layers include: 
1. Modern brick (>1950). 
2. Clay brick with mould (1900). 
3. Clay pipes, plaster (>1900). 
4. Metal, glass (>1900). 



359. Detail of the excavations where iron nails and a ring like object were found in the 
lowest charcoal layer (look S) (scales 50 cm, 1 m; both partial). 
360. View of the smaller sections, both without the modern brick, but with gravel and 
soil layers. A shattered c.1 91 0 green glass mineral bottle was the only find (scales 
50cm, 1m) (look S). 



13.5 RECOMMENDATIONS 

At present, it is my opinion that a Phase II Barn, possibly after a Kraal I stage, could 

represent an early «1740) Tripartite Barn of the Pioneer Period. It appears to have been 

altered in height for other purposes and reused over the centuries. The upper portions of 

walls look rather flimsy, yet >1950 stonework and roof timbers above it are still sturdy. 

These barns were generally associated with threshing floors, of which there is no trace 

now at Bethlehem (see photo). 

1. Stabilize the exterior broken or dilapidated stone and brick walls with lime mortar and 

plaster (note not cement). 

2. Reduce the coach-door to its earlier opening size. 

3. Replace cobbling all around building to drain water away, particularly at the front. 

The demolished additions (lean-to's) on the east have been exposed. These include a 

water furrow which also encircles the back of the Barn to lead water away. 

4. The interior surface should be methodically lowered, preferably manually, unto the 

existing compacted gravel layer. If any features (stone foundations, brick, piers, etc.) be 

encountered, archaeological excavations are advised to clarify the earlier constructions. 

5. If nothing is found, the gravel can serve as ideal bedding for a raised upper surface in a 

functional material (gravel, cement, etc.). 

6. How the interior space will be utilized depends on future proposals. 

360.1 At nearby Boschendal, a threshing floor was still extant early in the 20th 

century. It has been demolished (Boschendal Catalogue). 



EN 

EN 

EN 

BD r 

DW 

BD >1780? 

se 

CF 
SP 

A 

LD 

STORES 
I PENS 

KEY: SYMBOLS 

DW 

se 

BD BLOCKED-UP DOOR 
CF CEMENT FLOOR 
CP COBBLE PAVING 
DW DEMOLISHED WALL 
EN ENTRANCE 
LD LATE DOOR 
RC ROUGH COBBLING 
SW STONE WALL (2m) 
SC STUB COLUMN 
SP STONE PLINTH 
TS TEST SECTION 1 
IN IDEAL NORTH 

52 cm 

EDO EARLY DOOR OPENING 
WCP WATER CATCH PIT 

BARN 

361. View from above of 
the Animal Enclosures and 
Store rooms. Some very 
large boulders of sand
stone were dumped on the 
excavation (1980?) (scales 
50cm, 1m, 2m) (look S). 
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FIG.49 Site plan of the Animal Enclosures and 
Stores on the eastern side of the Barn (Vos 2011). 



14. ANIMAL ENCLOSURES VIII 

14.1 DESCRIPTION AND CONSTRUCTION 

Against the eastern wall of the Barn, there were once five storelets and animal pens or 

enclosures (A, B C, 0 & E) built, of which only the front storelet A remains. All were 

apparently under corrugated lean-tos (FIG.49). 

14.1.1 Store let A 
A small, flat-roofed Storelet A abuts the Barn on its eastern side. Its diminutive size and 

placement is rather puzzling. It measures (exterior dimensions) 3.1 m wide and 3.63 m in 

length, with a portion of 50 cm continuing southwards. JJ has a floor of cement, and a 

ceiling of cement slabs at 2 m height. 

The Storelet is built on a wide stone foundation, of at least two layers of dressed 

sandstone with a plinth 16cm wide and about 20 cm above the gravel surface. Above it 

rises a similar dressed stone wall for 100 cm, which is 42 cm wide, ending in an exterior 

plinth of 5 cm. Note the stone is not plastered, nor with any of the decorative geometric 

plaster we see at many of the other Bethlehem buildings. 

362. View of Storelet A, which is 2m high. It probably dates to 
>1890, built in lower stone and upper brick. Note the later entrance 
with its metal hooks for cross-boards to enclose the doorway (look 
SW). 



363. View of the side of the Storelet, with an enclosed door in 
reused brick of 1900. Note the upper pipe (>1940) (scales 1 rn, 2rn) 
(look W). 
364. View of the back of Storelet A with its high stqnewall and upper 
brickwork. It certainly was provided with flat corrugated roof (scale 
1 rn) (look N). 



Above the stone, the walls are raised in machine-made, orange bricks with a rectangular 

depression ("frog"), with a size of 240 x 120 x 70 mm, all laid in ochre clay mortar. These 

bricks generally date to about 1890-1910, and thus date the Roomlet. I surmise the 

building was originally built with a corrugated iron roof. In wall A2 there is an original 

doorway, but it was fully removed (even the lintel) and blocked-up with brickwork and 

mortar similar to that the Roomlet was built with. This indicates that the structure changed 

within a few years its function. 

Most (90%) of all the brickwork consists of half-bricks, indicating-secondary reuse and the 

building serving a low status function. On the southern side (A2/3) a remnant of a longer 

wall protrudes, with signs of a doorway being present, indicating the building stretched 

southwards and could be traced archaeologically. A new entrance and cement piping is 

visible at the fac;ade wall A 1, dating from the 1930s or later. Note the modern pipe inlet at 

the top of wall A2. 

365. View of the interior of Storelet wall A2, with its blocked-up door. 
The stone walling is obvious and one wonders if it was not built years 
prior to the upper brick (scales 1 m, 2m) (look SE). 



366. View of the back wall, but of the interior (scale 2m) (look S). 
367. Detail of the neat stonework A2, but without tracery (scale 
1.Sm) (look W). 
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368/9. Water and piping played a part from about 1930s. Interior view 
of pipe (A 1) and exterior exit, with some kind of sluice and closure. 
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370. View towards 
Rooms B & C (look 
NW). Room B had 
a rough interior with 
some cobbling, but 
no finished layer. 
Room C was sup
plied with a cement 
floor, probably to
wards storage pur
poses. Note the 
very wide, rough 
stone foundation 
(scale 1m). 

371. In Room B the 
cement threshold is 
mostly intact (scale 
1 rn) (look down, E). 

372. In Room C the 
remnant cement 
threshold is barely 
visible on the left 
(scale 1 m) (look 
down, E). 



14.1.2 Roomlets BC 

80th enclosures were about the same size with a fa9ade foundation of 85 cm wide. 80th 

were provided with doors of which remnants of the lime-cement thresholds remain. 

Roomlet 8 has a roughly laid cobble / stone floor in clays (19th c), in contrast to the cement 

floor (20th c) of Roomlet C. The dividing walls (B3, C3) were both abou~ 45 cm wide, 

where the feint plaster lines are visible against the Barn stone wall. Presumably the lower 

half of the walls were built in stone, followed in brick up to about 2 m height. 

373. Detail of the dividing stone foundation 
between Rooms CD. It represents an earlier 
wall (18th/19th century?) (scales 50cm, 1 m) 
(look W). 

374. Detail of the dividing stone foundation 
between Rooms 8 & C (scale 1m) (look W). 



375. View of Room D, which contrasts with all the others. It is neatly 
cobbled, indicating traffic of animals or even vehicles. Note the 
foundations indicate a separate construction, with those North & South 
as later additions. The wider threshold shows some orange brick 
remnant (right side) in cement (look W). 
376. The cobbles closest to the Barn wall (D4), were anchored with 
lime plaster and smoothed over with a reed broom. This would 
indicate the period when animals were kept here, to facilitate cleaning 
the stalls. 



14.1.3 Room 0 

This room contained the only fully cobbled floor, laid in a random way. The spaces 

between the stones were smeared with a hard lime surface, with brush marks of a reed 

broom scratched unto them, to smooth the surface. Apparently. the surface was 

waterproofed in this way. 

Note that where wall 03 abuts the Barn, there is a distinctive recess, as if there was 

previously an entrance into the Barn! Was there an earlier opening (18th c ?), which was 

afterwards filled with stonework? If so, it is easily visible today. A central doorway (see 

plaster) gave access to Roomlet 0, with its wide stone plinth 02. The room probably 

served as a stall for animals, possibly horses. 

377. Detail of the cobbling in Room 0, with a guiding line of larger 
stones (scale 1 m) (look S). 
378. Room E was also provided with a rough (uncobbled) surface, 
and the cement threshold was particularly wide (scale 1 m) (look E). 



14.1.4 Room E 
Room E was the largest animal stall and according to Goliath du Plessis, it served as the 

liKalwerhoJ(', i.e. a stall for young calves. The lime-cement threshold possibly indicates a 

double-leaved door placed centrally in the 60 cm foundation wall. 

14.1.5 Furrowlet 
All around the southern wall of the Stables and Barn, a shallow furrow runs. It was 

presumably built during the corrugated roof period to collect via the gutters and down

pipes the water from the building and area. The water drained along the furrow, 

presumably straight towards the streamlet along the dirt road. Note the small portion of 

cobbled furrow adjacent Room E, with its embankment of stone walling, which extends 

along the back wall of the Barn. 

379. Directly next (south) of Room E3 was 
this furrowlet with a stone side left and a 
narrow plinth of cement against the stone 
wall E3 (look W). 
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FIG,49.1 Rough sketch of a possible reconstruction of the features near the Barn (Vas 2011) 



14.2 DISCUSSION 
From the existing evidence, it appears that by 1890s, flat-roofed constructions for animals 
were erected against the Barn. It is surprising that the blocked-up door A2 is not built in 
stone for its lower half. Was the fayade entrance (north) then made, or was the fayade still 
fully blocked-up? 

The proximity of Storelet A to the rivulet on the east is also significant. I believe by early 
1900 the Storelet was in use as a reservoir for water. The water may have been pumped 
to it from an upper reservoir next to the rivulet. Note the upper pipe (A2) and the lower, 
cement enclosure for a larger pipe on the fayade (A 1) side. Later the corrugated roof was 
replaced with the concrete slabs to safeguard the water container. A new door was 
broken into the fayade, barricaded by means of two bars. The interior is fully plastered in 
lime for waterproofing and it probably housed a-container. By the mid 20th century the 
reservoir (for irrigation purposes?) fell into disuse, and so did the rest of the stalls by the 
1980s. The rest of the con,structions were demolished by the 1990s. 

14.3 RECOMMENDATIONS 
1. Retain the Storelet cum-reservoir for its historic functionality. Water storage and 
distribution always are critical elements on a farm. The different water supplies over the 
centuries could be traced, of which the >1900 reservoir forms a period element. 
2. The layout of the demolished constructions has been traced. They have a low heritage 
value, but in context of the 'reservoir' and the Barn, could serve in a reconstructed form to 
complete the 1900 animal layout of this portion (FIG.49.1). 
3. It is not known whether a water pump was ever housed in Storelet A. Its future use 
would be determined what is proposed on the rest of the farm. 
4. The Storelet is associated with the eastern stone boundary wall that continuous in line 
along the farmyard's linear facades. This connection should be explored. There is the 
probability of a gate at this point. 
5. If these Storelets I Animal enclosures are not worthwhile for any reconstructions, then 
their ~tone footprint should at least be stabilised. 

. ' 

.- 379.1 View of Roomlet 
A in relation to the 
Barn. The flat roof of 
cement is obvious 
(scale 2m) (look SW) . 



380/1. Two views of the late 18th century boundary wall, west of the 
Homestead. One is prior to when a large branch fell on the wall and 
seriously damaged it. It requires urgent repairs (look S). 



15. BOUNDARY WALLS (BW) 

There are a number of boundary walls within the precinct and of the farmyard. They 

define the yard at different periods. 

15.1 HOMESTEAD WEST: BW 1 

15.1.1 Construction and Condition 

Between the 18th century Homestead and the Cellar stands a c.1770 boundary wall 

(FIG.50). It is built on a foundation of stone of about 60 cm, with the plinth flush with the 

surface. It is fully built in dressed sandstone and slate. Orange brickwork of a fine texture 

measures 245 x 105 x 70-72 mm, which indicates an age of the 1770 - 1780s. The 

pedimented cap (ruif) is outlined in brick, all laid in a brown clay mortar. The full height of 

the boundary wall is 1.5 m, and is covered on both sides in lime plaster which "peels" off 

easily after 240 years. The gate opening with its pillars appears to be of the 19th century 

or later. A portion of the wall has collapsed (± 4 m) a number of years ago towards the 

Cellar side. 

382. This detail of the boundary wall shows it was built in stone for a 
metre, with a capping (ruif) of 18th century brick in clay mortar (scale 
1 m) (look S). 

BUILDING A 

FIG. 50 Site plan of the late 18th century wall between 
the HS and Cellar (DMP 2011). 



383/4. Two views of the western section of the boundary wall from 
inside and from outside. The wall has collapsed for a large portion, 
destabilizing the remainder of the wall. Much of it will have to be 
demolished and rebuilt. 
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15.1.2 Recommendations 

1. Stabilization of the existing wall is a priority, by ensuring that moisture penetration is 

kept to a minimum. 

2. Repair and replaster in lime (not cement!) is direly needed. 

3. The portion that has collapsed is beyond repair, completely weak~ned by water 

penetration of the clays. 

a. It should be rebuilt from the stone foundation, ensuring that the latter is stable. 

b. The building materials could be a mixture of old and new. The stone can be reused 

to the previous height, but modern brick is to be used for the upper portion. A weak 

cement and a strong lime mortar can be used. 

c. Plaster like the old portion, but neatly, in lime plaster. 

4. If there was a previous gate, it would have been simple, but ornamental. The present 

gate should have a raised band around the pillar. 

5. All to be lime-washed in white. 

6. The adjacent surface next to the surface plinths should be cobbled for about 30 cm to 

drain water away. 

385. View of the collapsed portion in 2009 (look E). 



387. View towards the 
boundary wall which has 

. been demolished towards the I 

Garage C. Some isolated 
foundation stones are still to ~~.~~ 

be seen (scale 2m) (look W). 

386. View of the eastern 
boundary wall, which dates to 
about 1800. Only the lower 
portion is built in stone and 
completed in brick (scale 2m) 
(look E). 



15.2 Homestead East: SW 2 

15.2.1 Construction and Condition 

East of the Homestead, also in line with the fac;ade, is another Boundary wall of different 

dimensions. It used to stretch the full length between the Homestead and the Stable 

Building. Some foundation stones of the demolished wall are still extant. The wall is 40 

cm wide and 125 cm high, neatly replastered in a very hard lime plaster (19th century?). A 

furrowlet on the north helps to keep the foundations dry. 

Above a stone foundation of about 60 cm, rises the dressed sandstone wall to a height of 

70 cm, built in a yellow brown mortar. The rest of the wall and pedimented cap (ruff) are 

built in hard orange brick of 230 x 115 x 75 mm, and similar clay mortar. The yard wall is 

150 cm high and has a width of 40 cm. These factors indicate a wall of c.1790-1800. 

15.2.2 Recommendations 

1. The wall is in excellent condition (well plastered) and needs little, if any renovation. 

2. The rebuilding of the rest of the demolished wall should be considered. 

a. Reconstruct the wall in modern materials after the old form (excavations may be 

helpful). 

b. A gateway for traffic/pedestrians would be appropriate, possibly in the same style 

as the western yard wall. 

3. White lime-wash may not adhere to the cement (usually washes off after a few years). 

A modern off-white paint may be considered for the new portion. 

388. View from the inner courtyard towards where the boundary wall 
used to stand. Recommend an entrance with pillars (look N). 



View of the 
Eastern Stone wall, 
divided by the stream 
into two sections' 

l1li •• (scale 1m) (look E). 

390/1 . View of the 
first wall section 
(west), with neat 
geometric tracery on 
a low stone plinth. On 
the right side of the 
column are two iron 
bolts, indicating 
wooden posts of a 
gate of some kind 
adjacent the dirt road 
(scale 1 m) (look SE). 



15.3 STONE WALL 1900 

15.3.1 Construction and condition 
East of the Barn, tucked away below undergrowth, this c.1900 stone wall straddles the 

mountain streamlet, with a dirt road running north-south next to it. About 6.6 m from the 
Storelet, the column and associated walls are all sturdily built in sandstone, and was once 

plastered with decorative, raised rectangular patterns. Two portions of the wall remain on 

either side of the streamlet, the walls respectively 3.7 m and 5.7 m long (FIG.51.1). 

The end column measures 90 x 85 cm with a wall width of 50 cm in stone on a shallow 

stone plinth, all about 130 cm high. Two iron bolts protrude from the pillar, indicating a 

timber or iron post for a gate that once stood here. On the wall on the other side of the 
stream let, there are three sturdy iron implements cemented into the walls at a later date 
(early 20th century), which may be connected with a gate of some kind over the streamlet. 

15.3.2 Discussion 
This stone wall, like Storelet IX, was very specifically built in line with the linear fagade of 
the farmyard. Stonework was deemed the most permanent material, particularly next to 

the stream let and periodic floodwaters. Excavations may find other foundations, although 

little is visible in the dirt road. The wall ends on the other side as a rectangle, but is mostly 

demolished and overgrown with thorny brambles. It has been cleared by the mainte,nance 

contractors. Apparently there is also a demolished boundary wall from the Cellar 

westwards towards the larger stream and bridge. See the archaeological report to follow. 

15.3.3 Recommendations 
1. These massive walls should be retained and stabilized as a feature associated with the 
farmyard and streamlet. They form a visual marker in the landscape. 
2. There is the potential of other features or constructions in this vicinity, so care should 
be taken. 

3. Excavations in the dirt road may trace the old foot-print of the walls. If so, its 

reconstruction is advised to connect this stone wall feature to the werf. 
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FIG.51.1 Site plan of the Stone walls east of the Barn (Vas 2011) . 



15.4 CELLAR YARD WALL 

Next to the Cellar, on its eastern side, is a large courtyard formed by a rectangular, low 

perimeter wall, 8.5 m x 15.1 m in dimension. It is built in stone in clay mortar, 60 cm wide 

and 60 cm high plastered in lime-cement, probably of the early 1900s. No openings in the 

low wall have been observed. As the condition of the wall appears to be good, it could 

easily be incorporated into the Cellar's future function (see Chapter on Cellar). Later these 

walls served as the base for the timber-framed corrugated shed. 

15.5 PLEASURE GARDEN WALL 

On the south, between the HS and Cellar, another high wall (2.4 m) has been built to 

enclose the western HS garden. Once again the stone wall is built-up about a metre, 

pointed with geometric tracery. Above, a narrow brick wall rises to a height of 2.4 m. This 

wall is overgrown and the vegetation should be cleared. The wall serves a useful purpose 

of keeping the wilderness at bay. 

15.6 PROPOSED WALLING 

The Bethlehem farmyard exhibits a distinct front fac;ade, planned in parallel with the oak 

avenue and dirt road. The linear concept was pulled through by the two werf walls next to 

the T-Homestead, viz. to the Cellar and Stable Building, and even implemented on the far 

eastern perimeter adjacent the Barn. 

On the south, the central back quarters of the yard was drawn up quite high (2 m +), giving 

the impression of a fortified yard . This perspective of a frontier farm with strict boundaries 

should be viewed in respect of its isolated setting, vast expanse of veld and bush, the 

deep foreboding Bange Hoek Valley (now called Dwarsriviershoek), and the towering 

Drakenstein mountains. In regard to the above, I suggest that the farmyard on the back be 

further defined by boundary walls as proposed in FIG.51.2 

FIG.51.2 The concept -of enclosed courtyards is already well-established. It is 
an option to formalize some of the other areas in the immediate vicinity of the 
old farmyard (DMP 2011; amendments Vos). 



392. View of the southern enclosure walls. Note the thickly overgrown 
boundary wall on the left, which encloses the western courtyard (look 
NW). 

393. Interior of this high Boundary wall with a distinct plinth and about 
one metre of stonework with tracery (scale 1 m) (look SE). 



394/5. View of the oak avenue from the west (Kylemore side) to the 
east, where the farmyard lies at the end (look E). 



16. VEGETATION, WATER AND ARTEFACTS 
16.1 HISTORIC VEGETATION 

270 

It appears that there is little left of Cape indigenous trees, though wild olive is the most 

common. Most of the existing vegetation is of the "invasive" kind, viz. oak, pine, hakea, 

poplar, acacia and blue-gums. 

Contrary to popular belief, much of the hakea, acacia and pines encountered at the Cape 
were deliberately planted (Shaughnessy 1980), just like the oaks since the late 1 yth 
century and later. Plantations of cluster pine (pin us pinaster, pinus sy/vestris) already 

existed before 1695 (lbid.:113, 115,354). By 1815 firs from Scotland and Norway were 
common in the Colony, and there are specific references to pines as far inland as the 

Overberg (lbid.:113, 363). 

From the middle of the 19th century acacias and hakea were widely imported and planted 

for various reasons: Acacias include Rooikrans from France (1857) as hedges and for 
stabilising drift sand, and Port Jackson willows from Australia (c.1850) as fuel. Wattle bark 

was used for tanning and species include the Long leaved wattle from France (1827), the 

Black wattle from Australia (1858), Blackwood from France (1848) and Golden wattle from 
Australia (1865). The rock hakeas from France were already at the Cape by 1835 and the 

silky variety by 1858, while the Australian myrtle is first mentioned in 1850 (lbid.:74, 352, 

353, 354, 363). Some of these trees are found in Stellenbosch area today and form part of 

its historical and cultural setting. 

Blue-gums were a natural source of firewood (and shade), and though it is exotic, it did 

play an historic and functional role. Poplars were favoured because of their straight trunks 

(despite their somewhat crooked branches) which could be used in the construction of 

especially roofs all over the Cape. They became popular from the 19th century onwards 

as roof timbers and beams in outbuildings. Wild growing cactus (turksvye) was common 

from at least the early 19th century. As were castor oil trees, their seeds being used as a 

remedy for headaches. Isolated stands of aloes were once common and were utilized for 

their juice. Please see De Vos (1979:27-37) for an excellent description of flora of the 

Stellenbosch region. Most of the above trees are to be found at Bethlehem. For a very 

specific, readable account of vegetation, flowers and grasses at Simonsberg, see Houston 

(1981). 

The planting of oak trees from Europe was formalised by the late 1 yth century. Generally 

the farmers planted them in clumps, along river banks and also dirt roads in their vicinity. 

Because oaks are so fast growing in the hot climate of the Cape, their wide tree rings 

gendered a soft wood. This was generally only used in the building trade and as firewood. 

Acorns were a staple food of the pigs kept. 

When farm layouts became more fixed, the dirt roads also became more permanent. This 

led to the planting of single lanes or avenue of trees, firstly in front of the yard for shade. 

Later by the mid 18th century, these extant tree lines were formalised into a double row of 



396. View form the opposite (western) side towards the farmyard on 
the west. Note the modern dam wall (>1980) on the left, the oak trees 
on the left, and the orchards on the right. Botmaskop (Bootmanskop) is 
visible in the far distance. The pines visible at the end of the road, is 
where photo 397 was taken. 
397. All along this rivulet (left), the road with recent pines continue 
towards Lynedoch, with Simonsberg hidden behind a gigantic oak 
(>200 years old). On the left is a ruinous building (look N). 

2.71 



398/9. Views of the stately oaks in front of the Homestead and the 
Cellar. Some probably dates at least from 1800 (look W & E). 

21'2. 



trees all along the dirt roads to the farm. This is also the case at Bethlehem, where the 
West-East axis of oaks starts at Kylemore and extend beyond the farmyard to the east, for 

about another 300 metres. The N-S axis of oaks, directly unto the HS, is clearly a younger 
avenue, dating to the mid 19th century. The course of three mountain streams (A B C) at 
Bethlehem, are lined with both young and very old trees. 

400. View towards the Bethlehem farmyard, with the dirt road on a straight axis to 
the Homestead. These oaks may date only form the 18505. Peaks in 
background (from left to right) include "Dragoons PeaK' (sic), Eikenhof and 
Bullerskop (rounded). Note the early 1900 windbreak of pines on the left (look S). 
401. Another view of the oak avenue from the stoep of the Homestead (look N). 



402. View from immediately adjacent the Flat-roofs (south), towards 
the "horizontal" furrow, overgrown with brambles. The line of oaks (left 
to right) follows stream let C to a spring next to the upper reaches of a 
dirt road (look SE). 
403. Along streamlet C, east of the Barn, is this modern, but derelict, 
reservoir. It was used to store water, which was diverted for irrigation 
purposes. 



FIG;52.1 In 1754 C.D. Wentzel resurveyed Bethlehem farm as the oldest grant 
could not be traced. Note the course of the Dwars Rivier (DO, SGD 5/1696). 
FIG.52.2 Imposition of the old grant on a modern map with the Dwars Rivier as 
the standard reference. The three old grant strips fall now more correctly 
(DO, SGD 11272/1952). 
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16.2 WATER RESOURCES 

The economic viability of Bethlehem was more closely linked to the Drakenstein mountain 

tributaries, than to the meandering, perennial Dwars River. There are three mountain 

streams on the c.1750 map, each serving respectively Lots A, Band C (see FIG.5). Two 

of the stream lets became dry during the summer months, but the central Lot B with the 

"woonhuijs", benefited from an all-year round stream. 

The mid 18th century site still showed the "1689" werf and "woonhuys", and another 

building (Bokkenhok) incorporated into the Ruins. When the old 1706 diagram is imposed 

on a modern map with the Dwars River as guide, the old grant strips fall differently and 

probably more correct than the surveyor's imposition (FIG.52). 

Note that up to the 1770s the farm was still valued at a low 12000. In contrast, Andries du 

Toit made huge investments since 1775 into the farm. According to my dating of the 

structures, it was he who laid out a new linear werf, in line with the Barn and Pioneer 

Structures. Later others elaborated on the extant oak avenue along the dirt road. 

This "new" farmyard would explain the E-W axis of old and younger trees (>1780), with the 

new N-S axis avenue of younger oaks towards the Dwars River (1850s). The >1800 E-W 

furrow south of the new farmyard, was used for irrigation and domestic water purposes. 

Note the 1830 map which shows this furrow and its 90 0 turn northwards. 

404. Perennial stream B had carved a deep streambed. A bridgelet 
was built across it, probably by c.1900, judging by the stone walling. 
Simonsberg towers above the tree line (look NW). 



405/6. View from the E-W furrow at the back of the farmyard, where 
brambles encase the dug furrow, probably of 1800 or earlier (look NW). 

277 



The >1900 southern wall of the Flat-roofed lean-to's contained a Passage D, leading to a 

stone footbridge across this furrow, which is still surrounded by bramble bushes today. 

These brambles were planted as thorny hedges to define perimeters and keep animals 

away since the 1 ih century. Though they are perceived as 'nuisance' vegetation, they 

actually played their part in safeguarding streams' and providing edible berries. 

The central stream B, the primary, permanent source of water for the farm, later carved 

deep s-bends and a shallow flood plain just west of the northern, linear Ruins and cottages 

(FIG.53). By 1900 owner Mills had straightened the riverbed by means of an extensive 

stonework embankment. This old channel bed was later enlarged in post-1960s by means 

of machinery, exposing large boulders and dumping them on the opposite (west) bank. I 

surmise that by early 1920s, the double volume "reservoir" was built on the edge of the 

stone embankment. By the 1960s it was reused as a dumping site for fruit and for 

fermentation (Goliath du Plessis, 2011). 

By this period, mechanization and irrigation of the farm was well underway, probably firstly 

by means of above-ground steel pipes, and later underground piping (earthenl cement! 

plastic). 

FIG.53 View towards the Jonkershoek Mountains (Note the Pieke) and 
the Bange Hoek named after an early (late 1 ih century) bachelor (Bange 
Jonker) , who was rather afraid to live in this secluded valley with its wild 
animals. The mule-powered plough in the vineyards is typical of the early 
1900s. The farmyard is unidentified but possibly Dwars Riviershoek or 
near Zevenrivieren (Boschendal Catalogue, 2008). 
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407/8. Composite view of the Groot Drakenstein Berge, with the DRV on the right. This open field was probably once 
under cereals, then vineyards and finally orchards, but all cleared now. The mountain peaks are identified (see FIG.53). 

, 
FIG.53.1 Portion of Stellenbosch topographical map of the above mountains in relationship to Bethlehem (SB 3318 DD; scale 1 :50 000). 
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16.3 PREHISTORIC TOOLS 
Much of the Stellenbosch District and Winelands contain scattered Acheulean tools, once 

~ 

part of assemblages of the prehistoric period (100 000 to one million years BP)(Before 
Present, i.e. 1950). These stone tools include a wide variety of types, mostly scattered 
along riparian banks, near hillocks or even an open farmland (FIG.53.1). Many farmers 
have collected small or large samples, though this is actually prohibited by the Heritage 
Resources Act (1999). A few samples were found out of context near the Stable building; 
some were obviously picked up in years past. 

It is advisable that during the new building phase, all personnel on site must be made 
aware of, and be alert to historic sites (ruins, furrows, artefacts, etc.), as well as prehistoric 
sites (stone tools). It is my recommendation that Old and New Stone Age artefacts which 
will be affected by construction activity or landscaping, be collected beforehand if possible, 
and be stored safely for a later phase involving educational exhibits. 

409/410. Rather 
'rough' examples of 
Acheulean tool~ 

picked-up on the 
surface in front of the 
Stable Building. The 
two views show the 
"above" and other 
side of the tools 
(scale 50cm). 



FIG.54 An early 1900 view (posed) of what is supposedly Nieuwen Dorp 
farm, with Drakenstein Mountains in background. Note the farmyard wall, 
the gate to the Homestead and the iron corrugated Outbuildings (left) 
(Boschendal Catalogue 2008) (Note: photo is torn above left mountains). 

FIG.55 Idealized view of a Cape Boland farm, where cereals are 
threshed with horses, under the guidance of a labourer (probably Khoi 
men and not slaves). Peter Kolbe was at the Cape and Stellenbosch 
between 1705-1713 and had many engravings made for his German 
edition (1719) (Burman 1993:25). 
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17. ROLE OF THE HORSE 

17.1 GENERAL 

2'62. 

Most writings on old Cape buildings document the elaborate and aesthetic, viz. of the 

homestead, wine-cellars, ornamented dovecotes and fowl-runs. In contrast, very little 

attention has been given to the other Outbuildings, like animal enclosures, piggeries, barns 

or stables. These latter actually played a huge part in the economic mainstay of the 

farming activities. At Bethlehem, amongst the northern Ruins and associated cottages, 

kraals for sheep and pig sties are to be found. 

The Stable Building is unusual for its sheer size and length, and the emphasis on a 

number of saddle horses is significant. It is therefore necessary to survey some of the 

history of Cape horses. There are a number of articles and books on horses, their history 

and care in SA (Swart 2010: ch.1, n.53, pp.227/8)(see Ch.17.6). 

Sandra Swart, associate professor at the Department of History at Stellenbosch University, 

has written the most recent text on the role the horse played in South Africa and also in the 

Cape. Unfortunately, all her research materials and that of the History Department in the 

Wilcocks Building, Ryneveld Street, were razed in a fire in 2010. Her book (344 pp) and 

that of Jose Burman (1993), will be mainly used to clarify aspects of horses and stabling in 

general in the Boland. Their publications draw on other books on the Cape horse, but their 

books prove to be more interesting and informative. 

17.2 EARLY HISTORY 

Horses are not indigenous to Southern Africa, and oxen and cattle were the primary draft 

and riding animals of the Khoi-Khoi (meaning Men of Men). After the DEIC settlement at 

the Cape in April 1652, a few mules and donkeys came later (1659) with Jan van Riebeeck 

(FIG.54). In late March 1653 the first "Javanese ponies" (4 horses in number) were 

imported from Batavia (Burman 1993:17; Swart 2010:20-22). They were descendents of 

Arabian horses brought by Arab Traders to the Indies. Due to great difficulties of horse 

imports to the Cape, and death by predation and disease, Khoi oxen became the main 

draft animals used for logging, ploughing, carrying clay, stone and timber for building 

purposes (Swart:24). 

After the 1657 enclaves granted to freeburghers, horses became a priority in respect of 

communication and defence. The Company only ceased its monopoly on horses when on 

23.2.1665, when settlers obtained horses on auction for the first time. Afterwards, horse

breeding exploded at the Cape (Burman:21/2, 27) (FIG.55). 



FIG.56 A fine depiction of a sergeant of the Cape Mounted Rifles and his 
steed (19th century) (Berman 1993:91). 

FIG.57.1 View of a Boland farmyard in early 20th century, with horses and 
stables behind them. Note the werfmuur, the flat-roof, the main Stabfe 
building with slight, hipped endgables (Burman 1993:21). 



After drinking (and getting drunk on cheap wine), the favourite outdoor amusement at the 

Cape was hunting and horse-racing by the burghers. We have the example in June 1703, 

of Stellenbosch carpenter Roelof Jonasse and Abraham Evertz making a bet of 150 in 
-, 

favour of the one whose horse first entered the gate at De Kuilen farm (Franken 1978:105, 

n.6). Being captain of the Cavalry at the annual militia mustering at the Stellenbosch 

Drostdy, was a great honour and increased one's prestige (FIG.56). 

From 1709 we have definite proof of horses (6) at Bethlehem, and Nicolaas van der 

Heuvel had about 15 horses (not all at Bethlehem). Note how Olof de Wet (in 1741) had 

48 horses and large stocks of corn (80 mud), and animal feed like rye (21 mud) and barley 

(45 mud). In 1762 there were about 20 horses and in 1773 about 40 horses (see Tax

returns, Table 2). These figures indicate the complete Stable Building could have been 

built by 1770s, the structural period of the brickwork (FIG.57). 

Special expertise was developed by slaves and Khoi in handling horses and their 

equipment. European cobblers would later have transferred their skills to slaves as they 

became more available (>1700). The slaves would have become involved with the making 

and repair of saddles and harnesses. Stable boys, grooms and freed slaves were 

employed in stabling, as drivers of ox-wagons and carts, and as coachmen and riders over 

the next two centuries. 

. . 
FIG.57.2 One of the few early views of a farmyard with a Stable, done by a British 
artist in 1798 on the farm Meerlust. A coach drawn by a team of 8 horses enters the 
yard in front of the Stables. The holbol gable contains openings for "doves" or owls, 
whilst the staircase is on the opposing end (Meerlust Col.; in Smuts 1979: 224/5). 



:2.'85 

Some statistics on horses follow (Swart:31; NeI1930:41). 

YEAR HORSES OWNERSHIP 

1681 106 burghers (Company owned additional 91) 

1700 928 burghers + VOC 

1715 2325 burghers (Company owned additional 396) 

1717 70 VOC barter horses for oxen from Khoi for 1 st time 

1719 1700 total horses died in epidemic 

1744 5749 burghers 

1748 6807 burghers + VOC 

With stocks of sheep and cattle increasing and needing pasture, the role of the horse 

intensified. They facilitated the expansion of the trekboer, fostering in them independence 

and resentment against all authority (Burman: 27). Breeding led ultimately to a relatively 

small horse, the Cape Horse. It resulted in crossbreeds of stock from Javanese 

(SE Asia)(>1653), Persia (1687), South America (1773), North America (1792), English 

Thoroughbreds (1792) and Spanish (1807) horses (Swart:32; Burman:37). In the outlying 

districts of Stellenbosch and Drakenstein, Simondium, Paarl and Franschhoek, horses 

were indispensable in visiting friends, taking goods, attending meetings at church and at 

the magisterial Drostdy on official business (marriages, court cases). 

A ride from Stellenbosch to the Cape took about 6 hours (Swart: 34). Adam Tas in his 

diary (1705/6) related a number of incidents with horses. One evening in August 1705, 

Tas was on his way from CT past Spier to Ubertas, when his horse fell, with him partially 

underneath, while a pistol fell from his holster. Travelling armed was even then necessary. 

Surprisingly, both survived the fall and made for home (Fouche & Boeseken 1970:97, 99). 

Young men loved to charge around on horses. In 1707, the Africaan Albert Gerritz 

charged on his steed through the streets of Stellenbosch at night, shouting "Victorie! 

Victorie!", with the news that the rule of despot Willem van der Stel was at an end (25 

Feb.1707) (Franken 1978:104). A few days later (1.3.1707) Guilliam (Willem) du Toit rode 

up Dorp Street and confronted the Secretary Jan Mahieu, that he, Willem, has a rope with 

which Mahieu can hang himself! 

Then there was the case of the four teenagers on horseback, highly inhibited, who 

galloped through Stellenbosch on Sunday 6 March 1707. They made amok in the Mill 

(Pastorie Street), and swore at the miller and his wife. Landdrost Starrenberg catches the 

four there and with his rottang lashes Hendrik Bibault, who shouts, (Ilk wil niet lopen, 'K 

ben een Africaanderf" The horsemen then stampeded the Landdrost and they stormed 

away (lbid.:105/6). 
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FIG.58 Two horses racing to a packed crowd at'Green Point in 1878 (The 
Lantern; Byrman 1993:137). 
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FIG. 59 At the Cape beaches, the race horses were exercised by 
coloured "jockeys", all riding bareback (Drawing by H. Egersdorfer c .. 1900: 
in Rosenthal 1960: no pagination). 



17.3 HORSE RACING 

From the mid 18th century the breeding of Cape horses increased drastically, and selling 

them became a very lucrative business. A significant event was the first export of Cape 

horses to Madras in India in 1769 on behalf of the English East India Company, for their 

cavalry. These horses became known as "capers" and were utilized as race horses 

(Swart: 32; Burman: 140). Since the 1770s, the horse racing breeds, generally sired from 

a Thoroughbred and a colonial dam, slowly diverged from the functional, agricultural 

Boerperd, used in Cape garrisons, commandos, transport and riding. 

In 1787 an Australian ship purchased Cape horses, which later became the breeding core 

of all their horses. With the coming of the British in 1795, horse racing by the occupying 

garrison and officers was engendered. This led later to the Green Point African Turf Club 

and regular races followed since September 1797 (Burman: 122). Though some British 

governors supported the races, it was during the governorship of imperialist Lord Charles 

Somerset, that racing horses became institutional. Under the disguise of "competitive" 

racing, he purported to "improve" the breeding of Cape horses. 

Prominent rich farmers like the Van der Byls, Melcks, Cloetes and Van Reenens t~ok up 

the challenge. A whole new "war" between the local Afrikaners and foreign Englishmen 

and their imported breeds followed during the 19th century. Importing siring, buying and 

selling of horses, soon outstripped in profitability the wine and animal stock enterprises 

(Swart: 48/9). 

Those prosperous farmers who monopolized the race horses, generally used young, 

slight-built coloured slaves, though white jockeys were also common. A young coloured 

man on a local horse outstripping the white English jockeys on their Thoroughbreds was of 

course quite humiliating to the English, but the crowds loved it (Burman: 131). Interestingly 

enough, only colts were ridden, never manes, as it was deemed "undignified for a 

gentleman to ride one" (Burman:137). 

At Stellenbosch a Turf Club was formed by 1815, with races held at the Steenvlakte, about 

where the University campus and Admin. Offices are situated. Patrician, Somerset's 

fantastic Thoroughbred, battled it out here with Van der Byl's horse in 1824 (Swart:5; 

Burman: 132). Cannon salutes were fired, followed afterwards with a Dancing Ball and 

Dinner in the Drostdy. 



FIG.60 Mail-coaches ran in the late 19tn century between the Cape and Transvaal, and 
were fully 'loaded with travellers on this perilous journey! (Burman 1993:64). 

FIG.61 A Boer commando includes adults, teenagers and agt~rryers, 

with an ox-wagon with supplies, during the Anglo Boer War. The horses 
iook tired and haggard (H. Egersdorfer: Rosenthal 1960: no pagination) 
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17.4 IMPACT OF RICHES AND WAR 

After 1870s, fast running teams of horses bec;ame the mainstay of the coaches, carting 

hordes of travellers and treasure seekers to the diamond and gold diggings in the Northern 

Cape and Transvaal (Burman: 63-66) (FIG.50). These riches were coveted by the British 

and led to the Anglo-Boer War of 1899-1902, which nearly wiped out the horse population 

in SA. Not only played horses and mules a decisive part, but the iron horse of the railway 

networks displaced the prominence and use of the horse in SA (Ibid.: 93). 

With sheer numbers of men and horses, Lord Kitchener overwhelmed most of the Boer 

forces (FIG.51}. He asked for 8000 horses and 2000 mules a month! (lbid.:103). By 1901 

horses were imported at 10 000 a month and local commandeered horses were in the 

order of 5000 a month (lbid.:104). At the end of the 2~ years of war, 326073 horses had 

died, mostly of disease and exhaustion, though many were shot and at times slaughtered 

for food and eaten by people (lbid.:1 08). About 52000 mules also died (Swart: 103). 

At Stellenbosch, at the Remount Camp, in the vicinity of the Koelenhof farms, the large 

imports of horses were acclimatized before railed to the north (FIG.52). After the war, 

horse diseases and sicknesses created havoc on the remaining equines. Thousands were 

destroyed to prevent epidemics and finally the "flotsam of the empire", about 120 500 

horses were sold at auctions to the local farmers (Swart 2010:138), 

FIG.62 View of the Remount Camp at Stellenbosch in early 1900 (Smuts 1979:438). 
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FIG.63 At the Grand Parade in Cape Town, a horse is on auction with the auctioneer 
on the left in the white coat. Various men are taking a serious, interest including 
Malays (H. Egersd6rfer c.1900; in Rosenthal 1993: no pagination). 
FIG.64 A typical Cape cart and drawn by two horses with the Malay owner and driver 

(c.1900) (Burman 1993:54). 
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Table 4 
The amount of 
horses for SA for 
the period 1904-

1930 is put in 
graph form. Note 
the high figures for 
all of the Cape, 
indicating their 

prominent role. 

(Swart 2010: 143). 



17.5 MECHANIZATION ON FARMS 

It is during the period 1890s-1910 that we have concrete evidence for the stabling of 

horses at Bethlehem at the Stable Building. Some large horse shoes were found in its 

vicinity, but they are undateable. A dramatic increase in "stables", cobbling, cribs and a 

Tack Room were associated with the very large hay and storage facility in the loft, as well 

as associated activities at the Barn. One is tempted to connect the English owners at 

Bethlehem (Mills and Hill: 1886-1919) with the breeding and provision of horses. During 

the c.1900 war Stellenbosch farmers provided horses, mules, food and fodder to the 

Remount Camp (Loock 1979:438) (FIG.63, FIG.64). 

The role of the horse in the (Western) Cape did never diminish over the next few decades, 

as was the case in other war-ravaged northern provinces (Table 4) (Swart 2010:143). 

This was all to change with the coming of the steam engine for cutting and winnowing 

cereals from the 1920s. With the introduction of tractors by 1940s, the utilitarian role of 

horses was irreversibly displaced. From now on there was a definite shift to saddle and 

show horses in SA (lbid.:163). Fortunately, stable management and horse breeding 

formed part of the experimental farm Weidenhof (lower Dorp Street, SB) of the Victoria 

Col/ege, propitiated at Elsenburg Col/ege of Agriculture (lbid.:162-166). 

17.6 CAPE HORSE REFERENCES 

For further reading, I include some of the main "publications" on Cape Horses, of which I 

consulted most (see Swart 2010: 227 and my References). 

1. Burman, Jose (1993). To horse and away. Cape Town: Human & Rossouw. 

2. Child, Daphne (1967). Saga of the SA horse. Cape Town: Howard Timmins. 

3. Du Toit, Kobus (undated, >1990). Die Geskiedenis van die SA Boerperd. 

4. Nell, J.J. (1930). Perdeteelt in SA 1652-1752. MA dissertation, U.S. 

5. Schreuder, P.J. (1915). The Cape horse: its origin, breeding and development in 

the Union of SA. Doctoral Thesis, Cornell University. 

6. Van der Merwe (2000). Horses of the Anglo Boer War (Kleinmond). 

7. Wyndham H.A. (1924). The early history of the Thoroughbred horse in SA. 

London: Humphrey Milford and Oxford University Press. 



411. View of one of the ruins, which incorporated cottages (scale 1 m) 
(look E). 
412. View of one of the Ruin walls, with geometric tracery as at the 
farmyard (scale 1 m) (look N). 
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18. RUINS BEYOND FARMYARD 
Prior to 2010 some ruins had been located amidst dense overgrowth and numerous trees. 
Some of the buildings were still in use during the 1960s. By the 1980s they had all fallen 
in ruins. I surveyed some of them during 2008 and notified the Director of Boschendal 
Estate. I mentioned in my report (2009: 1 0, 145) that these ruins should form part of a 
separate archaeological report. 

The select clearance of the farm of invasive vegetation by a contractor, continued during 
February to April 2010. They did a fine job in cleaning and opening up the northern ruins 
so that their context was finally visible (FIG.S5). I recommended archaeologist Miss 
Harriet Clift as an experienced principal investigator of historical constructions in the Cape. 
Her report will follow and complement the buildings at the farmyard. Note that all 
investigations and interpretations are in a sense preliminary, based on existing 
information. This will surely be adapted as new investigations are made. 

413. View of Kraal walls of eastern ruins (look east). 
414. View of Kaal walls of central ruins (look west). 



19. SIGNIFICANCE OF BETHLEHEM FARMYARD 

19.1 GENERAL 
In my report (Vas 2009:141-145), I stressed the significance of Bethlehem in respect of its 
name, its context with the French Refugees, the pivotal role of pastor Pierre Simond and 
other important personalities, the importance of its role in the Zilvermine exploits, the role 
of slaves and labourers, and the necessary stabilization of dilapidated buildings and 
archaeological investigation of the ruins. 

The criteria of significance of a site are enumerated by HWC (SAHRA of 1999, no.25 
p.15). According to this criteria list, Bethlehem fulfills practically all of them at various 
levels of significance. 

14 No. 19974 GOVERNMENT GAZETTE, 28 APRIL 1999 

Act No. 25, 1999· NA'FIONAL HERITAGE RESOURCES ACT" 1999 ' 

(3) Without limiting the generality of subsectipns (1) and (2), a place or object is to be 
considered part of the national estate if ithas cultural significance or other special value 
because of- . 

(a) its importance in the community, or·pattern .of South Africa's history; 
(b) its possession of uncommon; rare or endangered aspects of South Africa's 30 

natural or cultural heritage; 
(c) its potential to yield information· that will contribute to an understanding of 

South Africa's natural or cultural heritage;" 
(d) its importance in demonstrating the principal cb.ara~teristics of a particular 

class of South Africa's natural or cultural· places or objects; 35 
(e) its importance in' exhibiting .particular· aesthetic characteristics valued by a 

community or cultural group; . 
(j) its importance in demonstrating a high degree of creative or ·technical 

achievement at 'aparticular period; 
(g) its strong or special association with a particular community or cultural group 40 

for social, cultural or.·spiritual reasons; 
(h) its . strong or special association with the life or work of a person, group or 

organisation of importance in the history of South Africa; and 
(i) sites of significance relating to the fiistOl.'yof slavery in South Africa. 

In the present report, most aspects of the buildings and constructions have been assessed 
and recommendations made. To facilitate reference to the latter, I have compiled the 
Recommendations all together in the next heading. For some preliminary 
recommendations on other aspects like vegetation, prehistoric artefacts and water 
resources, please refer to Chapters 16 & 17. 
The significance of the grading of the Buildings is preliminary and is summarized in 
FIG.66. 
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FIG.66 Site plan of the farmyard buildings where the heritage value of structures is 

indicated (DMP 2011) HIGH IGJ MEDIUM D LOW ~ 



FIG.67 Portion of a Topographical map of c.1960, showing Kylemore on the left and 
Bethlehem. Note the three old rivulets (A B C) and the buildings along or near them. 
Where the large dam is situated used to be an old building, as well as the tennis courts of 
the farm (Boschendal Catalogue). 



19.2 BUILDINGS: RECOMMENDATIONS (SUMMARY COMPILATION) 

.1 HOMESTEAD I (Ch.7.7) 

The following preliminary recommendations are made in conjunction with the previous 

Discussion in the text (FIG.57). 

7.7.1 Facade 

The fayade is the most significant public display of status and style. 

1. I recommend the "restoration" of the 1770 windows, as the 18th century lintels and 

window sills are still intact. 

2. A new front, stable door (find dimensions) should be made. There are numerous 

authentic such examples. I recently saw at Jonkersdrift, Stellenbosch, an excellent front 

door example tucked away in an obscure corner of its kitchen. 

3. As I have intimated previously, the present front gable is possibly an altered version of 

the Homestead's "original" gable, but not fully correct. I recommend that the gable outline 

be converted to a more stylistically correct form. The date of "2010" could be added on the 

gable. 

4. The existing 1900 sash-windows could be reused on the western side of the T-wing, 

where timber casements (>1950) have been broken in (there are 4 openings). 

5. Although the stoep (>1900) has been expanded, it is quite functional. The scrolled 

end-walls still fit the period style. Tiles (30 x 30 cm) would be an option, and should be 

laid correctly to drain water away from the fa9ade foundations. The removal of the long 

pillars (stoep veranda) would open up the fine fa9ade. Remember to replace the nose 

bricks on the stoep perimeter. 

6. The entrance gateway (wall and slate) does not fit the period style, and should be 

adapted accordingly. The vegetation (krismisrose) should make way for either gravel or 

old period roses. 

7. Another option is of course to retain the fayade as is. 

7.7.2 Interior Front 

1. During the late 18th century, tiles were still very fashionable in the Voorhuis, particularly 

as a functional element from yard to dwelling. 

2. The bedrooms may have had clay floors or boarded floors. 

3. The present Living Room F (Agterhuis) contains three sets of glazed doors of the mid

to late 19th century. They are functional and give a unity to the spacious room, as well as 

leading to the "Pleasure Garden". A tiled floor may also be a good option, but with larger 

tiles (50 x 50 cm?) of the 19th century style. 

4. The existing grate and its refurbished fayade appear to be of the mid 20th century. Yet, 

the chimney stacks have the twisted barley sugar form, which is reminiscent of the Herbert 

Baker style of early 1900. The grate may thus date back to this period. These chimney 

stacks are reminiscent of late 18th century Cape dwellings. 



5. The lower portion of the chimney protruding into Bedroom H, indicates that a grate was 

built here (blocked-up). Note it is placed centrally unto the wall in Room H1, but not to the 

Living Room grate. 

6. I recommend the replacement of the F3 reproduction door with a 19th century door, in 

style with the rest of the Living Room. 

7.7.3 Interior Back 

1. The Old Kitchen would be tiled in both rural and urban contexts. 

2. At present, the "original" doorway out of the Kitchen to the yard has not been 

established (east or west). As the Lean-to blocks the exit to the eastern courtyard, one 

could look for earlier openings (window and door) in the western wall. 

3. I recommend a 19th century stable door and the c.1900 fagade sash-windows to the 

garden side. 

4. The "restoring" of the low hearth would authenticate the value of the old kitchen. 

5. The option of reconstructing the old "oven" is debatable. 

a) Restoring it fully would mean the closure of all 3 doorways inside Oven K. 

b) The partial reconstruction (pizza-like) of the Oven would mean all three doorways 

could still be used. 

c) I would recommend anyway that the 18th century door 13 be reused in position C2 in 

the Voorhuis, to complete the 18th century symmetry. 

6. Rethink the function of all of the lean-to structures against the Homestead. Present 

interior walls are of low value, as are the timber casements. Recommend period style of 

late 19th century in doors and windows, and consequently, the reuse of such materials 

from the rest of the house (reusing the front fagade sashes here may also be an option). 

7. The function of the mid-late 19th century lean-to of the New Kitchen L, should be 

reconsidered, to fit with any new proposals. Its value as a late "raised" addition to the 

Homestead, relegate it to a "separate" building and function. It could also be tiled, with 

1900 ceilings, windows and doors. 

7.7.4 Roof 

Two or three options are applicable. 

With the renovated 18th century fagade, the debate will be whether to thatch the roof or 

not. Thatching would mean the demolition of the raised eaves and a complete new roof. 

Whether this would fit with the adjacent Cellar and the Stable Building and Barn, where 

corrugated iron is my preference, is also a mute point. 

Golden Rules in conservation 

1. Retain old fabric (walls, features). 

2. Avoid subtraction or demolition. 

3. Additions are conditionally allowed. 

4. Reuse architectural timberwork wisely in accordance with styles. 

5. Repair, restore, maintain and renovate before reconstruction. 
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7.7.5 Exhibit Study 

In respect of preacher Pierre Simond, one of the most infuental and significant men at the 

early Cape, the following: 

There is no memorial to this important personage and the name of the fledgling 

Simondium, is the only historic memory of him (Note Simonsberg was named by Simon 

van der Stel in 1687, prior to Simond's arrival). To this end I should like to recommend 

that a room or structure be furnished in memory of Simond's presence and contribution. A 

study could be an option. 

1. Furnishings from the period in the farm or of a writing desk, Bybe/ knaap 

(stand for a French Bible + Dutch one). 

2. Bookcase with Reference books (Dutch, French, Latin), hymnals 

3. Smoking utensils (pipes, pipe rack, colander (tessie), spitting bowl. 

4. Wine bottles and drinking glasses. 

5. Tax-returns ledger with those of the surrounding farms. 

6. Box for money, ledgers of accounting. 

7. Clothing cupboard, for shoes, silver, cloak, black mourning robes, etc . 

. 2 CELLAR 11 (Ch.8.5) 

The future use of the old Cellar would determine what should be done to the building . 

Unfortunately, much of the structure was literally drenched in water in 2008/9, 

compromising the strength of the building. At a few places the structure is bulging, the T

wing is "cracked" away from the Front Wing, upper loft walls are caving in, as are portions 

at the endgable of the T -wing. 

1. Stabilization of the building is urgently needed. Engineering and architectural 

expertise is recommended. 

2. The question is to what period should the building be reconstructed / renovated? 

At present all the buildings on the farmyard are· under corrugated iron. There is a good 

reason for that. I believe that at least two major fires razed most of the buildings at two 

different times. As the farm is close to the mountains and veld fires frequent, the threat of 

fire would have been a major concern. Raging fires were always greatly feared at the 

Cape, and numerous p/acaaten were issued during the 1 ih - 18th centuries to limit fire; we 

are not even talking about arson during unstable times. Veld fires are not excluded. 

I therefore do not recommend the replacement with thatch, particularly at the Cellar. 

Its clay, brick and stone structure has been weakened to such a degree, that the tons of 

thatch and timbers could cause its collapse. 
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3. In conjunction with the above consideration, my recommendation is the demolition of 

the upper >1880 built-up eaves for the corrugated iron roof. This would mean a whole 

new roof construction, again in corrugated iron, but with the 45° pitch of a thatched roof. 

4. The most important stylistic indicator at the Cellar is its four segmented windows with 

decorative arches, of the mid-late 19th century. As the c.1900 fire destroyed the earlier 

woodwork, it was replaced with the cross-framed windows. Though unusual, they add to 

the building's uniqueness. One will not find this fenestration elsewhere. 

As nothing is known or documented on the earlier fenestration, I recommend keeping the 

present fa9ade. Reuse or reconstruct the timber windows. 

5. The altered coach-door entrance appears incongruous. Arched coach-doors and 

windows of this period (post-1820) are well-known, e.g. L'Ormarins, Franschhoek; 

Verdruk-my-Niet and Rust-en-Vrede, Helderberg; and Klein Vredenburg, Vlottenburgh 

(see Walton 1989: 79, 80, 82). Se also De Goede Hoop, Drakenstein, situated against 

Simonsberg mountain. 

I therefore recommend the installation of an arched coach-door to complement the 

fenestration. 

6. In respect of the gables of the Cellar, the following: 

A cellar of the 1800s would certainly have had a front gable. The three endgables of the 

wings are respectively 18th (T-wing) and 19th century (front wing). The outline of all three 

gables was altered after the c.1900 fire to their present pointed form. 

As we have no record of the earlier gables, I recommend a basic, simplified version for the 

three endgables, and a slightly more fashionable front gable of the 1830-50s. See e.g. 

Worcester (1859); endgables Winkelshoek (Fransen & Cook 1980: 14, 18) (FIG.3D, 

FIG.31). 

7. There are 3-4 variants on the "beam and ceiling" construction at the Cellar. The 

earliest beams (late 18th century) are gone, as are the poplar I blue-gum of the front wing. 

The post-1900 ceiling (plain beams and boards) is extant in the west (Room C), whilst the 

remainder is absent. Various options are possible in respect of future use: 

7.1 Reconstruct the remainder of the Cellar ceiling in the post-1900 fashion. This will give 

continuity and strength, while the solder can easily be reused. 

7.2 Reconstruct the absent ceiling portion with poplar beams with either: 

• a reed solder 

• a boarded solder, depending on the function of the Cellar. 

7.3 Reconstruct the full ceiling with poplar beams and Spanish reeds, probably the most 

appropriate option in respect of the 1830-50 stylistic period. 
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8. Cellar floors were generally in hard clay, sections possibly in cobbling. Both are 

impractical for today's functions. 

I recommend either coloured cement or corcoleum, depending on future functional 

proposals. The same would apply to the T-wing. 

9. At the moment a raised and broad stoep runs the full length of the Cellar. This stoep is 

built on stonework (sandstone and slate) and is provided with rounded nose, hard bricks of 

the 1900s. The stoep continues for its full length along the boundary wall up to the 

Homestead. The original building would have had a sloping cobbled entrance, but I doubt 

its practical application today. 

9.1 Retain the stoep and repair where necessary in front of the Cellar. It places the Cellar 

on an elevated platform which strengthens the building and gives it a certain amount of 

status. A staircase or a sloping causeway could easily be added to the central coach-door 

to accentuate the central axis of the Cellar. 

9.2 I am not too sure of the correctness of the stoep running along the boundary wall, 

though it is practical. There should be a break between the Cellar stoep and the boundary 

wall stoep, to define the separate parts. Maybe the boundary stoep can be cobbled to 

distinguish it and to show its earlier period. 

In respect of the T-win9, the following: 

10. Retain the poplar Iyellowwood Ibluegum beams of the ceiling, as being the only 

"authentic" post-1800 ceiling. It is fragile due to beetle infestation. 

11. The two windows are probably later (20th century), but can be retained with corrected 

proportions, and provided with casements with shutters. This was a common practice at 

cellars. 

12. The exterior door E2 is original to the building and should be reconstructed, probably 

a single, solid door or a stable door. 

13. It is optional to reconstruct the dividing wall DIE in the Back Wing. 

14. High security in a wine-cellar was always important and therefore the few, small 

ventilation slits. Piercing of (modern) openings is risky in the fragile fabric of the brickwork. 

Great care and precautions should be taken when any work is done at the Cellar. 



.3 FLAT ROOFS (SOUTH) III (Ch.9.4) 

These Sheds/Stores are in a dilapidated condition, with new, thin fa9ade walls, older walls 

(19th century) and zinc & wire mesh (previous wall demolished). If these spaces can be 

reused at present in any new proposals, then that is an option. Rebuilding of the fa9ade 

with new piercings is also an option. The heritage value of these constructions are very 

low, as they are also much altered since 1900. 

It these spaces are not functional, then I propose that the whole facade and dividing walls 

can be demolished. The sturdy, "ornamental" wall and gate should be kept as a historic 

boundary marker between wilderness and domesticity. Removal of Roomlets A and G, 

would provide more open access to both of the adjacent buildings, where new 

fenestrations would be in order (FIG.3S) . 

. 4 DOUBLE STOREY IV (Ch.10.3) 

The OS is sturdily built and it is functionally useful to retain. Its heritage value per se is 

low, but its integrated context with the courtyard buildings makes it an interesting and 

valuable cornerstone (FIG.3B). 

I recommend that: 

1. The Double Storey could be renovated to reflect the Double Storey period of 1900. 

2. Refurbish it with sash-windows (window examples at AB3) to obtain a symmetrical 

fa9ade. 

3. On the Upper floor, at the back, reinstate sashes, and on the front. 

.5 FLAT ROOFS (EAST) V (Ch.11.4) 

1. Retain the old fabric and subtract little from the old walls, except for necessary, 

sympathetic openings. 

2. The entrance doors are mostly post-1900 and in poor condition. Replacement with 

stable doors may be an option. 

3. Depending on their future use, the constructions can stay the same. 

4. If living quarters are desired, sympathetic sash-windows may be pierced in a 

symmetrical fashion (take their cue from the Double Storey). 

5. I recommend that a simplistic parapet wall be erected from roofline A-C, and that the 

roof throw the water to the back (east). 

6. Minor additions which enhance and safeguard the heritage value of the buildings and 

courtyard, are recommended (FIG.39). 



.6 STABLES I SHED VI (Ch.12.9) 

The evolution of the Stables Building before 1870 is rather enigmatic. Whether much 

more plaster stripping and excavations would bring greater clarity, is debatable. Will it 

really influence the "new" use of the Building? 

1. The obvious function of the building is the reuse of the stables for horses again, i.e. 

Stables C-G. The recent demolition of wall F2, could be reconsidered and rebuilt. 

2. It would be advisable that the Pioneer structure (Rooms G, F, portion E) be 

acknowledged. This could be done with leaving a "window" of the original fabric and for 

masking its end with a grooved line on both the inside and outside of the walls. 

3. If stabling is the future use, then the back windows and front doors need to be 

reconstructed. I would rather use a simplified casement (with bars if need be) with exterior 

shutters. This would be the more appropriate style for this 18th century building. 

4. The "Iow" boundary wall running parallel (at 8.3 m away) with the Stables, also has 

significance for the Pioneer period. Its construction indicates a "gateway" that led to the 

Stores NB. 

At present it is difficult to establish the age and size of the two Store openings. Possibly 

there was only one coach-door-opening, as the old boundary wall opening does not 

appear to be that wide. 

5. One would have expected a "wall" between Stores A & B, where the two different 

ceilings met, but the ceilings may have been functional or convenient. Wall B2 is of a later 

19th century date. Clay or cobbling would have been the flooring material. The Stores are 

presently under cement and full of wood. 

6. In the area between the Stables and the demolished boundary wall, there is a vast 

amount of random cobbling in various sizes, indicating vehicle and animal traffic. These 

cobbles need ultimately to be cleared to see if there are any patterns in construction and 

associated functions. A few of the sections were exposed by sweeping . 

7. As the oak tree avenue has intruded into the boundary walling, the latter was partially 

and later fully demolished. During the early 1980s some relic portions were still visible 

according to Goliath du Plessis (born 1948), a labourer who has grown up on the farm. It 

is an option to reconstruct portions of it, if it does fit in with any future proposals. If not, I 

would recommend that its footprint (level with the surface) be repaired, as a remnant of the 

pioneer period. 

8. At the front (fa9ade) of the Stable Building, water penetration at the foundations has 

always been a problem. The plinths need to be waterproofed in lime and the contact 

surface be cobbled for about 50 cm for waterproofing. Proof of this old technique is still 

extant at the building. 

9. At the back, where brick walling was practically used from the surface, it is imperative 

to do the same. Water drainage trenches at the back would be appropriate. 

10. The absence of doors in the back wall reflects its concern for safety and security. 

Appropriate piercings into the back wall could open up the area behind the Building. Note 



in chapter "Boundary Walls", I have proposed that the southern area be turned into a large 

"courtyard" between the Barn and Double Storey. 

11. The primary concern with the Stable Building is how to treat its very high facade and 

gables (front and sides). These are the result of the 1890/1900 fire and reconstruction / 

renovation afterwards. 

During the early half of the 18th century the long outbuilding probably had hipped, end

gables and no front gable (possibly an "eye-brow" gable, off-centre). Whether it always 

had one or two coach-doors (Stores NB) are debatable. We may never know how it 

looked unless a pictorial document turns up. 

Although neglected, the core of the Building is sturdy and that also applies to the loft and 

gables. It appears that during the late 18th 
/ 19th century a front gable would be 

appropriate. In 1890-1900, when the eaves were built-up, a simplified, plaster gable was 

formalized exactly on the centre of the Building. Its position was accentuated by the four 

ventilators, and a reused sash-window in the dormer loft. Note how the lower double door 

(absent) is still asymmetrical unto the gable. 

Hundreds of Cape buildings have been altered over the last 150 years, where the lower 

portion reflects the 18th century, with >1890 upper layering. Such configurations, with 

hybrid elements from various periods and styles, are common and part of the Cape 

architectural heritage. Please refer to examples (Fransen & Cook 1965) at Simonsvlei 

(p.82), Babylonstoren (p.82), Klawervlei (p.87), Nancy (p.107), La Dauphine (p.119), 

Eenzaamheid (p.131), Druk-my-Niet (p.136), Nauwbepaald (p.137) and Kleinbosch 

(p.137). 

All these examples have a marriage of upper eaves, ventilators and corrugated roofs, yet 

have retained their front and side gables of the earlier 18th and 19th centuries. 

Consequently, I propose the following: 

11.1 Retain much of the lower fayade with its "old" doorways. 

11.2 Change the mid-20th century garage doors (Stores AB) to doorways. Whether 

piercings for windows are to be allowed, is debatable. So far none has been located. 

11.3 Retain the spacious upper loft and corrugated roof structure. 

11.4 Alter the side gables to reflect the mid to late 18th century history of the Stables 

Building. A form of ho/bo/-gable would be appropriate. Remember, old brick and clay 

gables are still extant below the 1900 pedimented outline. 

11.5 Reconstruct a front gable to correct proportions unto the centre of the Building. A 

simplified version of the central holbol-gable of the Cellar at Spier (1767), or Klipheuwel, or 

Elsenburg would be appropriate (Fransen & Cook 1981 :5)(FIG.43). Note a double 

casement or two single casements as dormer windows could both work. Important would 

be to put the date of construction (e.g. 2010) on the gable itself, continuing this old 

tradition of the Cape. A possible reconstruct of the Stable Building is included (FIG.44). 
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FIG.68 Site plan of the eastern portion of the farmyard. It shows the context of the Stable Building, the Barn, the Animal enclosures, 
. the demc:lished Boundary wa.l~ (18th

) and the far ~astern Stone boundary wall (1900) (Vos ~011). 
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.7 BARN VII (Ch.13.5) 

At present, it is my opinion that a Phase 11 Barn, possibly after a Kraal I stage, could 

represent an early «1740) Tripartite Barn of the Pioneer Period. It appears to have been 

altered in height, for other purposes and reused over the centuries. The upper portions of 

walls look rather flimsy, yet >1950 stone work and roof timbers above it are still sturdy 

(FIG.S8). 

1. Stabilize the exterior broken or dilapidated stone and brick walls with lime mortar and 

plaster (note not cement). 

2. Reduce the coach-door to its earlier opening size (see FIG.48) . 

3. Replace cobbling all around building to drain water away, particularly at the front. 

The demolished additions (lean-ta's) on the east have been exposed. These include a 

water furrow which also encircles the back of the Barn to lead water away. 

4. The interior surface should be methodically lowered, preferably manually, unto the 

existing compacted gravel layer. If any features (stone foundations, brick, piers, etc.) be 

encountered, archaeological excavations are advised to clarify the earlier constructions. 

5. If nothing is found, the gravel can serve as ideal bedding for a raised upper surface in a 

functional material (gravel, cement, etc.). 

6. How the interior space will be utilized depends on future proposals . 

. 8 ANIMAL ENCLOSURES VIII (Ch.14.3) 

1. Retain the Storelet cum-reservoir for its historic functionality. Water storage and 

distribution always are critical elements on a farm. The different water supplies over the 

centuries could be traced, of which the >1900 reservoir forms a period element. 

2. The layout of the demolished constructions has been traced. They have a low heritage 

value, but in context of the 'reservoir' and the Barn, could serve in a reconstructed form to 

complete the 1900 animal layout of this portion. 

3. It is not known whether a water pump was ever housed in Storelet A. Its future use 

would be determined what i,s proposed on the rest of the farm. 

4. The Storelet is associated with the eastern stone boundary wall that continuous in line 

along the farmyard's linear facades. This connection should be explored. There is the 

probability of a gate at this point. 

5. If these Storelets I Animal enclosures are not worthwhile for any reconstructions, then 

their stone footprint should at least be stabilised. 
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.9 BOUNDARY WALLS 

.1 Homestead west (Ch.15.1.2) 

1. Stabilization of the existing wall is a priority, by ensuring that moisture penetration is 

kept to a minimum. 

2. Repair and replaster in lime (not cement!) is direly needed. 

3. The portion that has collapsed is beyond repair, completely weakened by water 

penetration of the clays. 

a. It should be rebuilt from the stone foundation, ensuring that the latter is stable. 

b. The building materials could be a mixture of old and new. The stone can be reused 

to the previous height, but modern brick is to be used for the upper portion. A weak 

cement and a strong lime mortar can be used. 

c. Plaster like the old portion, but neatly, in lime plaster. 

4. If there was a previous gate, it would have been simple, but ornamental. The present 

gate should have a raised band around the pillar. 

5. All to be lime-washed in white. 

6. The adjacent surface next to the surface plinths should be cobbled for about 30 cm to 

drain water away . 

. 2 Homestead east (Ch.15.2.2) 

1. The wall is in excellent condition (well plastered) and needs little, if any renovation. 

2. The rebuilding of the rest of the demolished wall should be considered. 

a. Reconstruct the wall in modern materials after the old form (excavations may be 

helpful). 

b. A gateway for traffic/pedestrians would be appropriate, possibly in the same style 

as the western yard wall. 

3. White lime-wash may not adhere to the cement (usually washes off after a few years). 

A modern off-white paint may be considered for the new portion . 

. 3 Stone Wall 1900 (Ch.15.3.3) 

1. These massive walls should be retained and stabilized as a feature associated with the 

farmyard and streamlet. They form a visual marker in the landscape. 

2. There is the potential of other features or constructions in this vicinity, so care should 

be taken. 

3. Excavations in the dirt road may trace the old foot-print of the walls. If so, its 

reconstruction is advised to connect this stone wall feature to the werf . 

. 4 Other Walls (see Ch.15.4, 15.5, 15.6) 
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20. LIST OF FIGURES 
FIG.1 Topographical map of Dwars River Valley where the huge farm of old Bethlehem 
lies at the foothills of the Drakenstein Mountains (SB Map DD 3318, scale 1 :50 000). 
FIG.2 Site plan of the Bangehoek and DRV sites with cultural significance. Old 
Bethlehem (no.153) is on the right, its various portions consolidated (Baumann & Winter 
1999:121). 
FIG.3 Site plan of the linear werf with flat and pitched roof structures (DMP 2011). 
FIG.4 Portion of map detailing the farms of the French Refugees (dark colour) in 
Drakenstein. Bethlehem is just visible on the outskirts (far left corner at no.11) (Vos 
2009:17; reproduced from Botha 1919: against 124). 
FIG.5 Early 18th century copy (c.1706) of Bethlehem grant issued 28.3.1696 (OSF 1,421). 
Note the three oblong strips of land (A B & C), with the Woonhuis and Bokkenhok (DO) . 
FIG.6 A possible reconstruction of Simond's house at Bethlehem, as built by the DEIC in 
1689. It is speculative in detail, but based on known facts of the period (Vas 2009:71). 
FIG.7 Site plan of the linear werf, locating the stone-built Barn and Pioneer Structures 
(partial) (DMP 2011). 
FIG.8 A valuable but tattered map of 1806 shows the farms of Drakenstein, but in a 
diminutive size. The details are obtuse at Minnaar's farm (Boschendal Catalogue 2008:14; 
CAD M3/405) (Vos 2009: 123). 
FIG.9 A map of about 1830 shows Bethlehem farm in greater detail with a linear farmyard 
of the Cellar, Homestead and Stable/Barn (Boschendal Catalogue 2008:21) (CAD M2 
630)(Vos 2009:127). 
FIG.10 These buildings probably all burnt down in c.1890, but they were already under 
corrugated iron. Fire marks are visible on all the built-up walls of the eaves. Signs of a fire 
at the Homestead were earlier. 
FIG.11.1 At Upper Vredenburgh (Vlottenburg), the Stables and Cellar form aT-pian. The 
front portion was consumed by a fire on 17.11.1920 (Boschendal Catalogue). View is 
towards the eastern end gable. Note the fire's heat marks against the end gable and the 
collapsed beams and others burnt away in the centre. 
FIG.11.2 View of the Stable fa~ade looking SW, with the central gable of 1820 still 
amazingly intact. Three chimneys represent kitchens for labourers and families, 
accommodated since the 1840s. Note the water trough and complete destruction of all 
timberwork. 
FIG.11.3 The Stable fa~ade was restored to stables again, with new timberwork, a 45° 
pitched corrugated iron roof and minus the cottages and kitchens (the source of the fire) . 
FIG.12 Site plan of the primary farmyard buildings of Bethlehem, as will be discussed in 
detail (DMP 2011). 
FIG.13 Elevations of the Homestead as in its present state, a hybrid of styles since the 
1770s (DMP 2011). 
FIG.14 A detailed site plan of the Homestead with measurements is provided (DMP 
2011). 
FIG.15 Site plan of the Homestead, with added details of the beam construction and 
dating of the walls and features (DMP 2011; amendments by Vas 2011). 
FIG.16 View of the two front gables of the period 1770s, one from Spier Outbuilding 
(1778) and the other from Vergenoegd, Macassar (1773) (Vos 1994:27). 
FIG.17 Portion of HS site plan, detailing the Kitchen and environs (Vos 2011). 



FIG.18 Rough site plan of the Homestead with some details (approximate) of the loft 
features (Vos 2011). 
FIG.19.1 Possible reconstruction of the existing fa9ade of the Homestead, retaining a 
corrugated roof. A corrugated roof without the built-up eaves is also an option (DMP, 
amended Vos 2011). 
FIG.19.2 Possible development of the Homestead from> 1770 - >1950 (Vos 2011). 
FIG.20 Elevations of the Cellar from all sides (DMP 2011). 
FIG.21 Site plan of the Cellar with all the detailed measurements (DMP 2011). 
FIG.22 Site plan of the Cellar, with details of construction and correct wall thicknesses 
(Based on DMP 2011, with amendments). 
FIG.23 Elevation of wall B3, with its diverse brick and stonework of different periods (Vos 
2011). 
FIG.24 Possible evolution of wall B3 over time (Vos 2011). 
FIG.25 Cross-section of the Cellar A 1 window. The "sill" has been sunk into the first layer 
of stonework. The window opening is of >1840 but the woodwork of post-1900 (Vos 
2011 ). 
FIG.26.1 Facades and gables of two early 1800 Cellars: L' Ormarins, FH (top), and 
De Goede Hoop, Pniel (Fransen 1969: 1 09/11 0). 
FIG.26.2 Possible development of the Cellar fa9ade fenestration since 1800s (DMP 2011, 
Vos 2011). 
FIG.27.1 Site plan of only the T-wing of the Cellar, facilitating reference to its features 
(Vos 2011). 
FIG.27 Composite elevation of the excavated, exterior corner of where the Front and Back 
wings of the Cellar meet (Vos 2011). 
FIG.28 Water-colour of 1956 of the Bonte Rivier Cellar at Stellenbosch of c.1820. The 
Bethlehem Cellar could have been similar. Note the arched fenestration (Private 
collection). 
FIG.29 Possible development of the Cellar with information presently available (Vos 
2011). 
FIG.30 Examples of endgables of the post-1800s. There are numerous other examples 
(Fransen & Cook 1980: 14, 18). 
FIG.31 Examples of front gables of the post-1800s. There are numerous other examples 
(Fransen & Cook 1980: 14, 18). 
FIG.32 Site plan and elevations of the Flat-roofed stores against the southern boundary 
wall (DMP 2011). 
FIG.33 Site plan of the Flat-roofed Stores with accurate wall thicknesses and ventilation 
slits (Vos 2011). 
FIG.34 Possible development of the southern Stores (flat-roofed) (Vos 2011). 
FIG.35 Low heritage walls of the stores that may be removed (Vos 2011). 
FIG.36 Site plan of the Double Storey and the associated Flat-roofed Stores (east) (Vos 

2011). 
FIG.37/8 Elevations and site plan of the Double storey and the Eastern Flat-roofed Stores 

(DMP 2011). 
FIG.39 Possible rehabilitation of the eastern lean-tos and Double Storey (Vos 2011). 
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FIG.40.1 Site plan of the Stable Building and Barn in context of the courtyard 
buildings (DMP 2011). 

FIG.40.2 Elevation of the facades of the Barn and Stable Building (DMP 2011). 
FIG.40.3 Site plan of the roofs of the Barn and Stable Building (DMP 2011). 
FIG.41 Site plan of the Stable Building, with details of period constructions (DMP 2011; 
Amended by Vos 2011). 

FIG.42 Site plan of the Stable Building, identifying the "Pioneer structure" according to its 
high stone walling and brickwork (Vos 2011). 
FIG.43.1 Example of the plain gable (1767) at Spier's present wine-cellar (Fransen & 
Cook 1980:5). 

FIG.43.2 Example of the front gable at Klipheuvel (Fransen & Cook 1980:5). 
FIG.44 View towards a rare example of a thatched stable building at Dal Josaphat. Note 
the very tall central gable, and the holbol endgables. The stable doors are slatted, as were 
those at Bethlehem's Stable Building. Note also the two long vent slits in the front room 
(A. Elliott c.1910 photo, E1264, CAD; in Fransen 1969:121). 
FIG.45.1 Elevations and cross-sections of the various sides of the Barn (DMP 2011). 

FIG.45.2 The Barn and Animal Enclosures form an integrated unit over time (Vos 2011). 

FIG.46 View of the Meerlust Manor House and the Tri-partite Barn with hipped end 
(Meerlust Col., water colour 1798). 
FIG.47.1 An isometric view of the 1700 Meerlust Barn as it probably looked (Vos 
1995:14). 

FIG.47.2 Site plan of the 1700 Meerlust Barn, when it was investigated in 1995 (Vos 
1995:12). 

FIG.48 Cross-section of Test Section 1, which was dug against Barn wall A 1, next to the 

entrance (see FIG.41). 
FIG.49 Site plan of the Animal Enclosures and Stores on the eastern side of the Barn 

(Vos 2011). 
FIG.49.1 Rough sketch of a possible reconstruction of the features near the Barn (Vos 

2011). 
FIG.50 Site plan of the late 18th century wall between the HS and Cellar (DMP 2011) . 

FIG.51.1 Site plan of the Stone walls east of the Barn (Vos 2011). 

FIG.51.2 The concept of enclosed courtyards is already well-established. It is an option to 
formalize some of the other areas in the immediate vicinity of the old farmyard (DMP 2011; 

amendments Vos). 
FIG.52.1 In 1754 C.D. Wentzel resurveyed Bethlehem farm as the oldest grant could not 

be traced . Note the course of the Dwars Rivier (DO, SGD 5/1696). 

FIG.52.2 Imposition of the old grant on a modern map with the Dwars Rivier as the 

standard reference. The three old grant strips fa" now more correctly 

(DO, SGD 11272/1952). 
FIG.53 View towards the Jonkershoek Mountains (Note the Pieke) and the 8ange Hoek 
named after an early (late 1 ih century) bachelor (8ange Jonker), who was rather afraid to 

live in this secluded valley with its wild animals. The mule-powered plough in the 

vineyards is typical of the early 1900s. The farmyard is unidentified but possibly Dwars 

Riviershoek or near Zevenrivieren (Boschendal Catalogue, 2008). 
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FIG.53.1 Portion of Stellenbosch topographical map of the above mountains 
in relationship to Bethlehem (SB 3318 DD; scale 1 :50000). 
FIG.54 An early 1900 view (posed) of what is supposedly Nieuwen Dorp farm, with 
Drakenstein Mountains in background. Note the farmyard wall, the gate to the Homestead 
and the iron corrugated Outbuildings (left) (Boschendal Catalogue 2008) (Note: photo is 
torn above left mountains). 
FIG.55 Idealized view of a Cape Boland farm, where cereals are threshed with horses, 
under the guidance of a labourer (probably Khoi men and not slaves). Peter Kolbe was at 
the Cape and Stellenbosch between 1705-1713 and had many engravings made for his 
German edition (1719) (Burman 1993:25). 
FIG.56 A fine depiction of a sergeant of the Cape Mounted Rifles and his steed (19th 

century) (Berman 1993:91). 
FIG.57.1 View of a Boland farmyard in early 20th century, with horses and stables behind 
them. Note the werfmuur, the flat-roof, the main Stable building with slight, hipped 
endgables (Burman 1993:21). 
FIG.57.2 One of the few early views of a farmyard with a Stable, done by a British artist in 
1798 on the farm Meerlust. A coach drawn by a team of 8 horses enters the yard in front 
of the Stables. The holbol gable contains openings for "doves" or owls, whilst the 
staircase is on the opposing end (Meerlust Col.; in Smuts 1979: 224/5). 
FIG.58 Two horses racing to a packed crowd at Green Point in 1878 (The Lantern; 
Burman 1993:137). 
FIG.59 At the Cape beaches, the race horses were exercised by coloured "jockeys", all 
riding bareback (Drawing by H. Egersdorfer c.1900: in Rosenthal 1960: no pagination). 
FIG.60 Mail-coaches ran in the late 19th century between the Cape and Transvaal, and 
were fully loaded with travellers on this perilous journey! (Burman 1993:64). 
FIG.61 A Boer commando includes adults, teenagers and agterryers, with an ox-wagon 
with supplies, during the Anglo Boer War. The horses look tired and haggard (H. 
Egersdorfer: Rosenthal 1960: no pagination) 
F/G.62 View of the Remount Camp at Stellenbosch in early 1900 (Smuts 1979:438). 
FIG.63 At the Grand Parade in Cape Town, a horse is on auction with the auctioneer on 
the left in the white coat. Various men are taking a serious, interest including Malays (H. 
Egersdorfer c.1900; in Rosenthal 1993: no pagination). 
FIG.64 A typical Cape cart and drawn by two horses with the Malay owner and driver 
(c.1900) (Burman 1993:54). 
FIG.65 Site plan of the Bethlehem farmyard in relation to the surveyed ruins (DMP 2011). 
FIG.66 Site plan of the farmyard buildings where the heritage value of structures is 

indicated (DMP 2011) HIGH 0 MEDIUM 0 LOW 0 
FIG.67 Portion of a Topographical map of c.1960, showing Kylemore on the left and 
Bethlehem. Note the three old rivulets (A B C) and the buildings along or near them. 
Where the large dam is situated used to be an old building, as well as the tennis courts of 

the farm (Boschendal Catalogue). 
FIG.68 Site plan of the eastern portion of the farmyard. It shows the context of the Stable 
Building, the Barn, the Animal enclosures, the demolished Boundary wall (18th

) and the far 
eastern Stone boundary wall (1900) (Vos 2011). 
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ADD.1 HWC ISSUE OF A ROD (10.12.2010), FOR SELECT r{EMOVAL 

OF PLASTER FROM BETHLEHEM BUILDINGS. 

Enquiries: 
E-mail: 
Tel 
Fax: 
Date: 

Shaun Dyers 
shdyers@pgwc.gov.za 
(021) 483 9689 
(021) 483 9842 
10 December 2010 

RECORD OF DECISION 

Heritage Western Cape hereby notifies: 

Dennis Moss Partnership 
17 Market Street 
Stellenbosch 
7600 

Of its Comments and Reconunendations in tenns of 

&11 11 .. 
.~~, .~ .• 
lD~:-''''~~1I 
ILlfa leMven leNtihOn<l 1(oloni 

Ertent. Wes-Koap 
Heritage W.,tern Cape 

Section 34 of the National Heritage Resources Act. 1999 (Act 25 of 1999) 
and Regulation 3(3)(a) of PN 298 (29 August 2003) 

For: Removal of Plaster. 

At: Farm 153/6, Old Bethlehem Farm, The Manor House and Outbuildings , Stellenbosch. 

DECISIONS: Heritage Western Cape approves the application for removal of small sections of plaster, for 
Investigative purposes with regards to previous openings and fabric analysis . 

NOTE: 
• This decision is subject to an appeal period of 14 working days. 
• The applicant is required to inform any party who has expressed a bone fide interest in 

any heritag9-related aspect of this record of decision. The appeal period shall be laken 
from the date of being informed. It should be noted that for an appeal to be deemod 
valid it must refer to the decision, it must be submitted by the due date and it must set 
out the grounds of the appeal. Appeals must be addressed to the official named above 
and it Is the responsibility of the appellant to confirm that the appeal has been re'::e;ved 
within the appeal period. 

• Work may not be initiated during this 14 day appeal period. 
• If any archaeological material or evidence of burials is discovered during earth-moving 

activities all works must be stopped and Heritage Western Cape must be notified 
Immediately. 

• This approval does not exonerate the applicant from obtaining any necessary approval 
from any other applicable statutory authority. 

Please feel free to contact this office for any other information. 
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ADD.2 HWC ARCHAEOLOGIGAl,. PERMIT FOR BETHLEHEM FARM. 25.3.2011. 

25 March 2011 

HWC APPLICATION No. 2011/03/APM 005 
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HM/CAPE WINELANDS/DRAKENSTEIN/DWARS RIVER VALLEY/OLD BETHLEHEM 
FARM/STELLENBOSCH 

PERMIT NO: 2011/03/005 

Issued under Sections 48(2) of the National Heritage Resources Act, Act No. 25 of 1999 and the 
Western Cape Provincial Gazette 6061, Notice 298 of 2003. Permission is hereby given: 

To: Mr H. Vas 
of: PO Box 379, Stellenbosch, 7599 
for: Excavation 
of: Archaeological Material 
from: Old Bethlehem Farm 
at: Farm 153, Dwars River Valley, Groot Drakenstein 

The following conditions apply: 
1. If the permit holder is not to be present on the site at all times then HWC must be provided 

with the names and qualifications of the authorized representatives. 
2. Adequate recording methods as specified in the Regulations and Guidelines pertaining to 

the National Heritage Resources Act must be used. 
3. A final report MUST be submitted to HWC on or before 25 March 2014. An extension to this 

. permit can be granted on submission of a progress report (if work was initiated) and a letter 
stating reasons for the extension. HWC reserves the right to withhold furthei permits if 
progress is not deemed satisfactory. 

4. All material collected and excavated, as well as field notes and records, will be curated by 
the Iziko: South African Museum. 

5. Reprints of all published papers or copies of theses or reports resulting from this work must 
be lodged with HWC. 

6. If a published report has not appeared within three years of the lapsing of th is permit, the 
report in terms of the permit will be made available to researchers on request. 

7. It is the responsibility of the permit holder to obtain permission from the landowner for each 
visit, and conditions of access imposed the landowner must oe observed. 

8. HWC shall not be liable for any losses, damages or injuries to persons or properties as a 
result of any activities in connection with this permit. 

9. HWC reserves the right to cancel this permit by notice to the permit holder. 

This permit is valid until 25 March 2014. 

Jenna Lavin 
Heritage Officer (Archaeology) 
For: Accounting Authority: Heritage Resources Management Services. 
Pp Heritage Western Cape 




