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Preface 
 
 
This is the first publication to emerge from the Bokkeveld Project and we therefore felt that 
some introduction would be of help to the general reader.  First a word about the name 
‘Bokkeveld’, which has been used to describe our area since the early eighteenth century.  
Not to be confused with the Warm Bokkeveld and Koue Bokkeveld, which are far further 
south around the town of Ceres, the Bokkeveld has the town of Nieuwoudtville at its centre.  
The most obvious factor that makes this area special is that it forms an elevated and relatively 
well-watered plateau surrounded by much less hospitable landscapes.  To the west the 
Bokkeveldberg escarpment plunges almost vertically down to the Knersvlakte desert; to the 
north and east lies semi-arid Karoo, while to the south the landscape is deeply dissected by 
the Doorn River canyon.  The Bokkeveld is thus a green island, suitable for grain cultivation, 
surrounded by areas at best suited only to extensive grazing.  
 The VASSA project was conceived when Julia Meintjes approached us about the 
deterioration of old farmsteads in the area.  She and her husband Willem Strydom had bought 
part of the Matjesfontein werf and restored several buildings, as far as possible using original 
materials and techniques.  They are very concerned about the need for restoration or at least 
recording of the built environment before all is lost.  Nigel Amschwand, who already knew 
the Bokkeveld and its history well, and I made a preliminary reconnaissance in 1999.  Julia 
and Willem showed us several remarkable werwe and convinced us of the need for a 
recording program.  VASSA members came up trumps; an excellent team of volunteers came 
forward and our first working trip, 12-14 May 2000, was to record Matjesfontein. 
 The project covers individual buildings, styles, raw materials and how these differ 
from the vernacular of other areas.  We are interested in the composition of the werf and how 
this fits into the landscape.  Following recent VASSA policy, we are also particularly 
interested in the people of the farms and their lifestyles; not just the owners but also the 
landless classes of people who made a contribution to farm histories.  
 This is the first of what we hope will be a series of publications arising from the 
project.  In addition to a farm-by-farm approach we are beginning to develop several themes.  
Another major aim is to incorporate all the recorded information - plans, elevations, maps, 
black and white as well as colour photos, videotapes, descriptions, interviews, archival 
information, etc. into a research resource which will form part of the VASSA archive.  A 
third outcome that we would like to achieve is to provide something tangible for the 
Bokkeveld community.  This might include elements for exhibition, audiovisual material and 
publications, and perhaps even some contribution towards restoration - but without funding 
our means will be limited. 
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History of the area 
 
 
Early colonial history in the Bokkeveld 
 
The northward expansion of the Cape Colony in the late 1730s experienced extreme hostility 
from the Khoisan inhabitants of the Sandveld and Bokkeveld.  In 1739 the Acting Governor 
Daniel van den Henghel raised a large commando which crushed their resistance.  This 
allowed rapid advancement by the trekboer pioneers.  The areas available were vast 
compared to the numbers of settlers, so initially there was relative peace between the settlers 
and the Khoisan inhabitants.  This did not last and by the 1760s hostilities increased, mostly it 
seems from unfair bartering (by force) by the colonists.  Commandos met Khoisan 
resentment with raids.  Thunberg (196: 290-1) reports that in 1765, 186 Namaquas 
Boshiesmen were killed and in 1774, 100 more without any of the ‘Christians’ killed or 
wounded.  The story of the Roggeveld Rebellion told by Nigel Penn (1995) illustrates the 
lack of trust that existed between the colonists and the Khoi tribes living in the area. 
 The first farms were registered in the early 1740s in the Bokkeveld and the 
Roggeveld.  The most northerly loan farm in 1764 was Uitvlugt north of the Hantamsberg.  
This was later abandoned due to the renewed unrest.1  Trekboere travelled further north (even 
beyond the Orange River) but wandered from place to place dependent on the pasture.  
 
Land grants 
 
The farms Matjesfontein and Oorlogskloof were initially granted as loan farms to Pieter 
Loubser (b1, c3 (Heese & Lombard 1992)) on 22 November 1742 (RLR10/2, p503).  Pieter’s 
cousin Nicholaas (b2, c2) was granted Groenrivier (where Nieuwoudtville now stands) the 
same year and his son (b2, c2, d7), who lived there until 1782, succeeded him.  On the 14 

October 1780 Matjesfontein and Oorlogskloof passed to Hendrik Ostenwald Loubser (b1, c3, 
d5), Pieter’s son. 
 Three years later on 16 April 1783 these two farms plus Lokenburg were transferred 
to Servus van Breda (RLR 30, p53) and renewed again on 12 November 1784 (RLR 33, p91).  
His wife was the sister of Hendrik Ostenwald Loubser.  Van Breda was a Burger-Lieutenant 
in Cape Town and had these three farms plus two others in the area, which were managed by 
a Coert or Jacobus Ryk. (Penn 1995: 309).  

Nicholaas Rudolph Ryk was granted the farm Swellengrebelsfontein (north of 
Nieuwoudtville), which was run by his widow Maria Koekermoer after his death. Only one 
son Rudolph is recorded, who was baptized in 1746.  No record of a Coert or Jacobus is given 
in De Villiers and Pama (1981) but Paterson mentions two sons when he visited (Forbes & 
Rourke 1990). 

Matjesfontein was surveyed in 1834 for Daniel Jacobus Louw senior and was 
posthumously granted to him on 1 November 1838 (he died in 1836). 2 
 

                                                        
1 For the Northwest in general, however, one seldom gets the impression that buildings are arranged to 
enclose a werf, with a view to security.  By the time most of these houses were built, this factor was 
probably of lesser concern (Van de Waal-Braaksma & Ferriera 1986). 
2De Villiers and Pama (1981) seem not to be very consistent with the Louw’s genealogy and Heese 
and Lombard (1992) give Daniel Jacobus Louw (b5,c1,d7,e6) as being born on 12.1.1780 and dying on 
9.11.1836 in the Hantam area.  On 21.4.1799 he married Hester Maria Louw in the Swartland who 
died at Oorlogskloof in 1859.  Hester was the daughter of Jacobus Gideon Louw who was the probable 
owner of Oorlogskloof.  
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Early Travellers 
 
Early travellers in the area mostly passed further to the north via Groenrivier 
(Nieuwoudtville), i.e. Thunberg and Masson in 1774, Patterson in 1778, Gordon in 1779 and 
Gordon and Patterson again later the same year.  John Barrow in 1798 travelled north through 
the area and his map shows Oei Valley, which must be Uye Valley where Lokenburg stands 
(Forbes 1965: 133).  Further on he shows Papkuylsfontein (Papkuilsfontein is a farm to the 
south of Matjesfontein), then on to Oorlogskloof (not named on the map) from whence he 
journeyed north to the country of the Namaquas.  He mentions Veldkornet Louw as assisting 
him with an additional wagon and supplies for his trip. 
 In 1803 Henry Lichtenstein accompanied Commissary-General de Mist and his party 
and they stayed with Jacobus Adriaan Louw3 at Lokenburg.  During this visit de Mist went to 
see Jacobus’s cousin Johannes Gideon Louw at Oorlogskloof, a journey of seven hours. On 
the way, “he stopped at the houses of several persons lying at a short distance from the road; 
and not withstanding the poverty that reigned upon them, he was received everywhere by the 
owners with expressions of the greatest pleasure, and with all the politeness their situations 
would admit of.” (Lichtenstein 1928: 106).  This suggests that the residents of places like 
Matjesfontein, which they must have passed, had a relatively poor standard of living.  
 Lichtenstein and company travelled on via Pieter van Zyl’s farm, Brakkefontein, to 
Matjesfontein, owned by a John Strauss (Johannes Matthias Strauss, b4). Here they spent the 
night and the next day arrived at Tyger Point (Tyger Hoek), the home of a van der Merwe.  
John Barrow’s map shows these places and indicates that this Matjesfontein is not the one 
between Lokenburg and Oorlogskloof but another farm between Nieuwoudtville and Calvinia 
as the former is more than one day’s journey between the former and Tyger Hoek. 
 
 

                                                        
3 Further to footnote 2 above, the best candidate for Jacobus Adriaan Louw is b5,c3,d3 (Heese & 
Lombard 1992) due to marital ties in the Roggeveld.  



Report on the Farm Matjesfontein in the Bokkeveld (©VASSA) 

 5

The Buildings 
 
Overview of the werf 
 
Like so many Cape farms, the general pattern of Matjesfontein (Farm 791), with its werf 
located at the reliable water source centrally situated in relation to the boundaries, still 
reflects its origin as a loan farm of the Dutch East India Company period.  Registered as such 
in 1742, it may even have been in use for a number of years earlier, in view of its distance 
from Cape Town.  From humble beginnings it developed, during the later nineteenth and 
early twentieth centuries, into a thriving community based on a large werf.  Today, though 
mostly deserted, the numerous scattered buildings on first sight present a rather confusing 
picture - more a dispersed hamlet than a typical farm.   

Built along an intermittent stream, the location of the werf was evidently determined 
by the local geology.  A dolerite dyke cuts across the streambed at the northern end of the 
werf.  This dyke of relatively impervious igneous rock intruding into the more porous 
sedimentary rocks of the valley has produced a dam-like structure which accounts for the 
fontein and the matjes (rushes) that grow in it.  But even with this perennial source, water has 
often been in short supply.  Four spring eyes have been dug open in the south-western part of 
the werf, with limited success, and bore holes with wind pumps supplied water in later years. 

The initially confusing picture one gets of the werf layout is largely explained by the 
fact that in 1877 Matjesfontein was subdivided among three family members.  During the 
intervening century and a quarter there have been many other cadastral changes but today the 
werf still has three different owners.  There are three substantial houses (no. 1, 8 & 11 on the 
plan), each with its own complement of outbuildings.  Originally the main north-south road 
apparently passed through the werf to the west of the main houses, but for many years it has 
been rerouted to the eastern side of the stream.  There are easy crossings of the stream from 
each of the three houses to gain access to this road.  

The boundaries of the subdivisions have changed over time; at one stage the barn (no. 
4) was subdivided across the middle, falling across two portions.  The plan we have provided 
is based on the 1951 (earliest available) aerial photographs as well as our survey, so some of 
the stone walls and fences are not as today.  Many stone walls have been robbed and many 
buildings show alterations as their functions changed through time.   
 
The outbuildings mainly reflect the two traditionally important aspects of local farming - 
livestock and grain.  There is an interesting early sheep dip in the ruins south of house no. 11.  
In plan the dip is keyhole-shaped with a small square stone kraal at either end.  Evidently the 
sheep were led from the northern kraal, pushed into the round stone-lined pit and climbed out 
via the sloping stone ramp into the southern kraal.  A later cement-built dip on the north side 
of building no. 6 took advantage of an older structure, a threshing floor, as a holding pen.  
The large kraal across the road to the east is notable for several features including the original 
(south-western) entrance with its slots for the closing poles and the fine dry-stone walling.  
Similar quality walling was noted on several other buildings including no. 6 and the south-
western kraal.  We have seen what we think may be the same mason’s signature on some 
other local farms.  Perhaps this is the work of a local contractor, as the quality seems too high 
for unspecialized farm labour.  Before refrigeration meat was preserved with salt and 
condiments.  Buildings no. 2 and 10 were evidently southuise used for the preparation and 
storage of meat products. 

The independence of each of the three farm subdivisions is best demonstrated by the 
fact that each has its own set of grain processing buildings.  There are three circular threshing 
floors, each with a barn, although only in the case of no. 12 is the barn directly attached to its 
floor.  Although this building has been considerably altered, it clearly exemplifies the 
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arrangement of barn and threshing floor, often with an additional enclosure tacked on, that we 
have seen repeatedly on Bokkeveld farms.  More surprising is the evidence that there were 
three separate horse mills (in buildings no. 3, 9 & 13).  One section of outbuilding no. 13 still 
preserves the ring of cobbling in its stone-paved floor from a horse or donkey-powered mill 
and, although the mechanism has gone, the millstones are still present.  This substantial 
investment to allow independent flour production by each landowner may surprise us today 
but it seems to have been the norm for nineteenth and early twentieth century Bokkeveld 
farms. 
 Roughly walled plots beside the stream were evidently gardens where vegetables and 
fruit trees were grown.  There was probably always too little water for extensive irrigation but 
the main spring, in front of house no. 8, seems to have been channeled into the adjacent 
walled plot.  Other plots may have been hand-watered while the more recent garden in front 
of house no. 1 was presumably watered from the windpump north of this house. 
 In its heyday Matjesfontein supported a substantial community; part of building no. 
13 even served as a school.4  Massive labour inputs are still visible, for example in the system 
of stone-walled fields that extend from the werf far to the west.  Apart from the landowners 
and their families there would have been ‘white’ bywoners and numerous ‘coloured’ families 
as labourers.  In the course of this project we have tried to find information on these ‘less 
visible’ classes of people, but with limited success.  Information from the Gouws family (see 
below) shows that labourers’ families lived in the small buildings nos. 14 and 15 as well as 
the relatively late square cottage (unnumbered) to the northeast.  Three other small square 
stone ruins shown on the plan may also have served this purpose.  Bokkeveld historical 
sources tell us that many labourers as well as bywoner families continued to live in round or 
rectangular pole-and-thatch huts as recently as the 1950s.  Such impermanent structures leave 
little trace on the landscape5.   
 Of interest here is the cottage no. 5 (shown below) with its buitekombuis (open-air 
kitchen), which postdates the 1951 aerial photo.  We are told that it was built for a son of the 
family from house no. 1.  This simple structure indicates that a surviving strand of the local 
vernacular tradition persisted as recently as the last few decades.  
 

Building no. 5, elevation and plan 

                                                        
4 Conversations between Lena Smit and Julia Meintjes. Other sources say that a room in building no.11 
was used. 
5 Some graves, thought to be of labourers, etc., are in the veld to the west of the settlement. 
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Matjiesfontein Farm 791 
 
 
Key to the plan of the werf 
 
1. Willem and Julia Strydom’s house 
2. Southuis for no.1 with separate bakoond behind. 
3. Complex of buildings, including a barn, horse mill and livestock pens. 
4. Double barn or cowshed. 
5. Cottage with buitekombuis (post 1951 but built in the vernacular style). 
6. Largest of the three threshing floors, sheep dip made with concrete added later. 
7. Shed. 
8. Willem and Mariette van Wyk’s house with walled enclosures in front and 

surrounding the eye of the spring. 
9. Outbuildings: horse mill and livestock pens. 
10. Rondavel southuis. 
11. Jan and Lena van Wyk’s ruined house. 
12. Barn with threshing floor (now a guest cottage), 
13. Outbuilding which contained a school, horse mill and stable. 
14. Rondavel (labourer’s cottage). 
15. Labourer’s cottage. 
16. Small outbuilding. 
 
 
• Solid lines denote stone walls, e.g. kraals and field walls. 
• Broken lines denote ruined or robbed stone walls. 
• Dotted lines denote fences. 
• Some walls, i.e. those attached to buildings no. 1 and 2, have been reconstructed with 

reference to the 1951 aerial photograph. 
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Some notes on SG diagram 421/1834 
 
The first survey of the farm was carried out at either the end of 1833 or the beginning of 1834 
as the diagram is signed off on 13 January of the latter year.  The surveyor was J.W. Wentzel, 
the Senior Land Surveyor of Clanwilliam.  The survey was at the request of Daniel Jacobus 
Louw who unfortunately died in 1836, two years before the farm was registered in his name. 
 The purpose of the survey was to demarcate the actual boundaries of the farm for its 
registration as a perpetual quitrent holding.  Perpetual quitrent was a more secure form of 
land tenure introduced by the British to encourage the farmers to make more long term 
improvements to their farms.  Prior to this the farms were leased for a sum of twelve 
Rixdollars (later Rd24) a year from the Dutch East India Company, who in theory could 
cancel the lease at any time although in practice this seldom happened, especially in the 
frontier regions.  Registration of a quitrent farm imposed significantly higher costs than the 
old system, namely a surveying and inspection fee and annual levy, and as such indicates 
permanence of settlement and formalization of ownership (Van de Waal-Braaksma & 
Ferreira 1986). 

The leased areas were called Loan Farms and were defined as being half an hour’s 
walk in each direction from a central point (usually a spring) called the Ordonnantie.  This 
resulted in a circular farm having a diameter of one hour’s walking.  The concept of one hour 
was obviously flawed as the terrain and the speed of the walker could result in large 
variations.  Later a fixed radius of 750 Rhynland’s Roods was set.  A Rhynland’s Rood was a 
Dutch unit of length later called a Cape Rood and equaled 12 Dutch/Cape feet or 3.778 
metres.  The resultant area of a loan farm was approximately 3000 morgen (about 2500 
hectares).   

In the early days of the settlement of the Cape, the actual size of the Loan Farm was 
not so important.  What was important was the ownership of the water in the area.  No matter 
how wide spread were the Loan Farms, the fact that all the springs were occupied had serious 
implications for the Khoisan population, who were nomadic pastoralists. 

An interesting point shown on diagram 421/1834 is that a portion of the original 
Loan Farm area has been assigned to the adjoining farm Oorlogskloof.  Generally the farmers 
were all too eager to go to law over farm boundaries, however in this case the boundaries 
could be decided amicably as the Louw’s had also registered Oorlogskloof. 

Only one dwelling is indicated on the diagram, which from its position would be 
building no. 8 in our survey.  Many roads are indicated and most can be traced currently.  The 
road to the south now deviates so as not to run next to the farmhouse and the road marked 
“public road from heiveld” is no longer in use.  The remains of the roads from the farmstead 
in the direction of the Hantam (just south of due east) can still be traced until they join the 
road in this direction from further north.  The more northerly road to the Hantam is the road 
to the subdivision named Boereplaas but the junction to the former road has been moved, 
probably due to its being on someone else’s subdivision.  

Until his death in 1877 the son of Daniel Jacobus Louw (having the same name) 
owned the farm.  It was then subdivided and this is perhaps when the house marked building 
no. 1 was built and the house, marked building no. 11 was extended.  This is all still 
conjecture. 
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Building No. 1 
 

 
Building no. 1 

 
Built in a single storey from sandstone in the area, with only some clay bricks inside the 
gables, the house is a narrow H plan in form, the main façade running NNE-SSW.  Gables are 
at 45 degrees, and research of other buildings in the area suggests that even though the roof is 
currently thatched in Cape thatch, it may have been done initially in steenbokriet or 
fluitjiesriet.  On the other hand the roofs of the working buildings, with steeper pitched 
gables, have been restored with the local sonkwasriet, as used originally.  The roof structure 
of the house is in poplar and later additions of gum are visible (evidence of a fire and cut 
beams indicate possible changes to the original front central gable shape).  According to Mrs 
Lena Smit (now in her 70s, who grew up on the property), the road from Papkuilsfontein 
(farm to the south) to/from Nieuwoudtville ran between the working buildings and past the 
(present) back door.6  Remarkable about buildings in the Bokkeveld area is how each 
structure or detail has a practical meaning - there appears to have been little purely decorative 
detailing. 

Susanna Christina Louw (now deceased), mother of a previous owner, Petra Theron, 
had already undertaken major alterations to the house by 1959 when Petra’s wife came to 
Matjesfontein.  No photographic or other descriptive information on paper has been found 
giving details about the building prior to this.  According to Mrs Lena Smit, apart from 
plastering the whole building inside and out, the alterations included: 
 
Exterior: 
(i) The removal of the stone stairway to the attic against the NE gable. 
(ii) The removal of doors into three of the side gables (excluding SW kitchen gable). 
(iii) Addition of a decorated gable above the front door and decorative extensions to the side 
gables (removed in 1997). 
                                                        
6 Ed. Note. See the Title Deeds diagram for the positions of the roads in 1838. 
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(iv) Replacement of wooden window frames on the east side with standard metal windows. 
(v)  Building of the garage. 
(vi) Plastered extension to the original stone stoep and the creation of a plastered stone-
walled front garden with central cement path and curving stairs to the east (stoep returned to 
its original size in 1997, path and steps removed, and plastering removed from walls). 
(vii) Addition of a small room to the back door (west gable), which was removed in 1997. 
 
Interior: 
(i) Removal of the kitchen hearth and its replacement with a bathroom. 
(ii) Cement floors in all but the two central rooms. 
(iii) Addition of ceilings in all but the two central rooms which have squared wooded beams 
and plank ceilings. 
(iv) Removal of wooden windowsills and boarding of wooden lintels of windows and doors. 
(v) Turning of the windows on the west façade to open to the outside rather than to the inside, 
as they would have originally (there were apparently also simple external wooden shutters 
like those seen at Willemsrivier, of which two have been found on the property).  Whether 
the changing of the windows was done to accommodate interior panelled shutters (Victorian) 
which have also been found on the property has not been established. 
(v) Removal of at least two wall cupboards, certainly those on either side of the central 
voorkamer door.  These are now in building no. 2.  
 
Many of the alterations may become visible with the removal of plaster. We hope that further 
research will also come up with earlier photographs than so far located. 
 

 
 Building no. 1, front door   Building no. 1, window 
 
The doors of the house are most likely the originals, in cedar.  The front door is a bo-en-
onder, the central voorkamer door has glazed panels and the other internal doors are 
constructed of three planks with beading detailing into two sections but only on one side.  
The hinges are exceptional, of hand-forged iron - all doors could be lifted off the hinges.  
Ceilings in the voorkamer and living room directly behind this are of wooden beams.  These 
ceiling beams are most likely of yellow wood and have moulded edges.  This probably dates 
them to the middle of the nineteenth century or later. 
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Building no. 1, elevations 
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Building no. 1, plan 
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Building No. 8 
 
 

 
Building no. 8 

 
 
Dating the building is uncertain, but the core, consisting of rooms A and B, appears to be the 
oldest part and original homestead of the farm.7  Lacking any direct evidence, one may 
surmise from the description of travellers to this general area during the latter half of the 
eighteenth century, encountering at best rudimentary dwellings, that the house probably dates 
from the early nineteenth century, or at the earliest the late eighteenth century.  This 
assumption is also based on its central position on the larger Matjesfontein werf, directly 
adjacent to the perpetual fountain from which the farm derives its name.  The fountain has 
been enclosed in a wall forming an attractive voorwerf to the house.  The farm werf with 
many outbuildings is situated to the south side of the building.   

The building is a ‘longhouse’ form facing east towards the fountain, situated along 
the contour of the site sloping gently from west to east.  The building clearly consists of two 
adjoined buildings dating from different eras: the original two-roomed core (A and B) with a 
thatched roof on the south end, and the later addition consisting of three rooms (D, E, F) and 
a passage (C) with a corrugated iron roof on the north end.  In addition, there are two 
outbuildings attached to the main building: room G, a kitchen, joined by a passage to the west 
side of room B, and room H, a small room with a hearth, attached to the northeast corner. 

The original cottage has stone external walls and a stone internal dividing wall.  The 
roof is thatched with sonkwasriet at a steep pitch.  The gables are straight, haunched gables 
with a simple plaster moulding.  The floor in both rooms A and B is made of large, uneven 
flagstones.  Both rooms have reed and poplar beamed ceilings indicating a brandsolder 
above.  There is evidence of a fireplace in the southwest corner of room A, indicated by a 
soot-blackened wall and the arrangement of the poplar beams which appear to have been 
shaped around an original chimney penetration at this point. 
                                                        
7 Ed. Note. This is the only building shown on the 1838 survey. 
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Building no. 8, end view 

 
There are two small square windows in each of rooms A and B, with splayed internal reveals 
and external boarded shutters.  In room B these have small paned side-hung casements 
opening inwards (a later alteration contemporary with the windows of rooms C-F), but in 
room A the frames are empty, presently filled with fly netting.  Both rooms may originally 
have had casements clad with oiled paper or cloth.  The windows on the east side of room B 
may have replaced an old door, which makes it difficult to judge the original orientation of 
the cottage.  According to Van de Waal-Braaksma (1986) it was quite common for early 
houses to have mat doors rather than windows as external openings. 
 
 

 
Building no. 8 (kitchen) window 
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There is a heavy bo-en-onder outer door in room A, facing west.  It would therefore appear 
that the house was originally oriented to the west, away from the fountain and facing up the 
slope of the land.  This would concur with the observation made with regards to the main 
homestead, building no. 1, where the present west-facing back door was originally the main 
entrance facing the road to Papkuilsfontein. 

Leading off room B, a low passage connects to the kitchen (G).  The passage door is 
a heavy wide plank door with heavy ironmongery and was probably once an outer door.  The 
kitchen is set away by about 1 metre from the main house and has a flagstone floor higher 
than that of the main house as well as a lower ceiling height.  All of which indicates that it 
was probably an outside cooking shelter that was later attached to the main house via the 
connecting passage.  The room has a reed and poplar beamed ceiling, now covered with a 
low-pitched corrugated iron roof, but it once had a thatched roof at right angles to the main 
house, but not attached to it.   

There is a big hearth and chimney breast surviving inside the room and indications of 
an external bakoond attached to the west side of the hearth.8  There is a single, small square 
side-hung casement window and a bo-en-onderdeur, both on the south side of the room. 
 
The second, evidently later part of the house consisting of rooms C, D, E and F, appears to 
have been a long, single room with stone external walls, which was later subdivided by 
means of sun-dried claybrick walls.  It is separated from the original cottage by the original 
gable wall, between room B and the passage C.  It is possible that this part of the building 
was converted from a stone kraal adjoining the original cottage.  The floors are all packed 
earth, now covered with linoleum.  The corrugated iron roof over this portion has a much 
shallower pitch than the adjoining thatched roof.  The eaves height is also much higher.  It is 
possible that this portion also had a thatched roof originally, the eaves height being raised 
when it was converted to a corrugated iron roof to maintain the height of the solder despite 
the lower pitch.  Machined ceiling beams, which only became available during the 1860s, 
may indicate that it was roofed with corrugated iron from the start.  An inspection of the 
solder, which was not possible at the time of the survey, might be revealing (for instance: are 
the raised eaves walls in stone or claybrick?)  

The north gable end is a straight, haunched gable similar in design to the gable ends 
on the thatched portion of the house - which probably had a stylistic make-over when the 
corrugated iron roof was installed. 

The internal conversion is clearly of a later date - late nineteenth or early twentieth 
century - as is indicated by the Victorian stylistic features of the interior.  The ceilings are of 
wide planks with machined beams, either with dark varnish or, in room D, painted with a 
wood-grain effect.  This room furthermore has four-panel internal doors with jamb-liners and 
architraves, and dado rails with stylized painted patterns above.  There are further remains of 
wall paintings visible under the whitewash.  An itinerant artist called Antonie Bus9 is known 
to have visited these parts in the 1890s. 
 There are signs of a muurkas having been removed from the side wall adjacent to the 
passage. 10  It appears that the original conversion from kraal (if such it was) to house was 
much earlier than the late nineteenth century stylistic changes to the interior. 

The central passage (C) has an east facing entrance door, which does not sit centrally 
on the passage but is uncomfortably jammed against one side wall.  This indicates an 

                                                        
8 This is verified by a photograph in the Stellenbosch Museum from the Baraister, Oberholtzer, 
Malherbe Collection  (Matjesfontein no.17A). 
9 Anthonie Frederik Bus, baptized in Holland in 1838, died in Calvinia 25 March 1902 
(MOOC6/9/459:3330). 
10 Ed. Note. This is now in the home of Willem van Wyk at Papkuilsfontein. 
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idealized stylistic design solution compromised by the pre-existing building fabric.  The 
passage had a corresponding door on the west side, which has been blocked up with stone.   

There is a flagstone stoep along the length of the building on the east side.  The 
windows in this part of the building are small-paned side-hung casement windows with 
narrow English-type glazing bars and have splayed internal reveals.  These may have been 
fitted later to pre-existing window frames.   

The internal door to room F has been bricked in, and the entrance is through an 
outside door from the stoep.  The door is a stable door with open slatted top leaf, indicating 
the use of the room as stable or sheep pen, but the connecting (possibly later) doorway 
indicates its use as a bath/washroom. 
 

 
Building no. 8, interior 

 
Off the stoep, to the north, is a small outbuilding (room H) lying at an angle to the main 
house.  It appears to be without foundations and stands directly on exposed rock.  It has a 
hearth and chimney breast of packed stone, but the north wall has been extended with clay 
brick.  It has a low-pitched metal roof.  It was possibly used as an outside bakoond or smoke 
house, or as a smithy (but for this use it would have been dangerously close to the main 
house). 
 
 
 
 
 
Survey carried out by: 

Guido Lugtenburg 
Maureen Archer  
Willem van Wyk 
Mary Floyd  
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Building no. 8, front and rear elevations 



Report on the Farm Matjesfontein in the Bokkeveld (©VASSA) 

 20

Building no. 8, end elevations 
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Building no. 8, plan 
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Building No. 11 
 
 

 
 

Building no. 11 
 
Dating of the building is presently undetermined and would have to be considered in relation 
to other buildings on the site and the dates of the subdivisions.  Two hypotheses have been 
considered for the initial period of construction. 
 First, that the stone construction comprising rooms A, B, C and D were the initial 
core and that later the end outside wall of room D (being the chimney wall) was removed and 
the complex G-J was added.  The method of construction of A-D is similar to that of other 
stone buildings in the area (Knegsbank in the Roggeveld and Groot Toren in the Hantam) 
supposedly dating from the end of the eighteenth century.  This T-plan house would have 
been unusual in that the main entrance would have been in the side of the tail rather than in 
the central room in the cross of the tee.  The window in room B shows no evidence of being 
altered from a doorway (too narrow and sill being continuous with the adjacent wall).  
 Second, the kitchen (G) and the now completely ruined room J, both seemingly 
constructed of sun-dried mud brick, were built first and the stone T-plan added later.  This 
would explain the window between room G partially opening into room D.  The window 
would have been existing and obscured by the later construction.   In addition, the later stone 
construction would have converted the house to an H-plan with equal length uprights and an 
elongated cross bar. 
 
We will assume the second hypothesis to be correct in the remaining description of the 
building. 
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Sequence of construction and description 
 
(1).  Room G built of mud brick with a chimney and hearth at one end of G.  Room J, with a 
half-hipped gable, being added on some time later as there is no keying of the bricks of room 
J into the older structure.  This is typical of West Coast construction and can be seen in 
buildings in the Verlorenvlei area.  It is probable that initially room G had a dividing wall 
(though no traces of this were evident) creating a three roomed long house with a central 
living area flanked by a kitchen and a bedroom.  An oven with a vaulted mud brick roof 
extends from the end of the kitchen. 
 
(2).  Rooms A, B, C and D appear to have been built at the same time.  The outside walls of 
rooms A and C are constructed in a continuous piece.  The construction of the outside walls 
of rooms A and C cannot be seen without removing the plaster.  The wall between rooms B 
and D is of mud brick and in a T plan house would not be a load-bearing wall.  The brick 
used in this dividing wall appears to be harder than that used in the kitchen area and may 
have been partially fired. 
 
(3).  At some later time a buitekamer (E) was added to the end of room C at which time the 
end window in C was blocked up.  A brick extension on the top of the half-hipped end wall of 
room C has been built to support the ridge pole needed to carry the new roof over the room, 
and the existing timbers of the half-hipped roof were probably reused over room E.  The wall 
with the door into E is of thinner construction than the other stone walls (about 300 mm 
rather than about 500 mm) although the construction technique is similar. 
 
(4).  Room F is joined to the buitekamer by a short section of wall and had a sloping mono-
pitch roof most likely of corrugated iron (freely available after 1865 but probably used here 
much later).  This room has a small window and the remains of a hearth and chimney.  Its 
possible use cannot be ascertained but was perhaps a servant’s room or a drying room. 
 
(5).  Room H forms a vestibule leading from the kitchen to the outside and also had a mono-
pitch roof.  This room and the courtyard wall at the rear of the house appear to have been 
built at the same time. 
 

(6).  At some period rooms D and G (and possibly also room J) were 
plastered and painted blue-green and the window and door surrounds 
detailed with an applied design.  Room D had friezes of flowers (left) 
around the apertures and room G had what appears to be an imitation 
marble effect in the window reveals. The van Wyk family history 
indicates that the owner of the house became relatively prosperous after 
1892.  Dr Erwin Coetzee of Calvinia has information that an itinerant 
painter was active in the area at about this time (Antonie Buss, died in 
1903), who painted designs in rooms at the farms Lokenburg, 
Sewefontein, Brakrivier and the Hantam Huis in Calvinia, which was a 
van Wyk town dwelling. 

 
(7).  At some time subsequent to the painting of room D a dividing wall was built to the right 
of the main door.  Although little of this wall remains there does not appear to have been a 
door in this wall and therefore the house would have been divided into two.  Traces remain of 
black plastering at floor level in the right hand half of room D, which runs from the original 
wall onto the later dividing wall indicating its sequence.  Similar black plastering appears on 
one wall of room B. 
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(8).  The rear window of room A has been blocked up and a concrete foundation is offset to 
one side of the window position, which may have supported a stove.  This room could have 
been used as the kitchen of the subdivided part of the house.  Hans Fransen’s 1970 
photograph shows a chimney above this room. 
 
(9).  The house is unusual in that the main entrance is in the cross leg of the H.  The gable 
above the door into room D is very similar in style to that of the Hantam Huis in Calvinia.  
The Hantam Huis was built in about 1853 and the present gable reconstructed to match that 
shown in an 1868 photograph.11  The van Wyk family was connected to the Louw’s by 
marriage and the Van Wyks owned part of Matjesfontein late in the nineteenth century. 
 
 

 
Building no. 11 photographed by Hans Fransen in 1970 (6048A). 

 
 
Woodwork 
 
In the mid 1980s when the building was already in a ruinous condition the timber roof beams, 
windows and doors were removed for possible reuse elsewhere.  Most of the woodwork was 
beyond redemption but some including a glazed internal door were worth restoration.  The 
door shown in the photograph below was probably that between rooms D and B, i.e. situated 
between the two wall cupboards and therefore leading from the voorkamer to a private room.  
The door is now fitted into number 65 Water Street in Calvinia, leading from the hall into the 
dining room.  It can be seen from the photograph that a lot of the glazing comprises old 
irregular panes that are probably original.  Although the timber in the door in now exposed 
and varnished, it would originally have been painted.  This door is very similar to that 
between the voorkamer and agterkamer of building no. 1. 

                                                        
11 Photograph taken by T.G. Towert and in the collection of Karel Schoeman. 
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 Building no. 11, gable    Hantamhuis, Calvinia, gable 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Door once in building no. 11 and now at 65 Water Street, Calvinia 
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Conclusion 
 
The development of building no. 11 can be described but the dates of each phase of 
construction are more difficult to ascertain.  The survey diagram of Matjesfontein with the 
1838 title deed shows one building on the farm and this is building no. 8, therefore the other 
houses on the farm must be later.  Which was built next is difficult to say but stylistically the 
initial mud brick section of this building (no.11) was probably next.  Whether this was 
extended before or after building no. 1 was built cannot be determined.  Further investigation 
will have to be conducted before a more definite chronology can be ascertained. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Survey carried out by:  
Nigel Amschwand 
Valerie Taylor 
Jenny Viotti 
 
Additional input from: 
Mary Floyd 
Tim Maggs 
Joanna Marx 
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Building no. 11, plan 
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Buildings Nos. 3, 4 and 7 
 
The dates of the working buildings such as the barns (buildings no. 3 and 4) are presently 
uncertain.  Even the fact that their construction is of sandstone (like all the other buildings on 
the werf), does not aid the process of precise dating.  They are certainly more than 70 years 
old, as Lena Smit, who grew up in the H-plan house (no. 1), remembers both from her 
childhood.  Conversely the small house (building no. 5) was built from stone already on the 
property (walls and probably the outside stairs of main house) by her grand nephew, Willem 
Theron and his father, Petra Theron in the 1970s.12 
 Roofs of both buildings (no. 3 and 4) were re-thatched in 1997.  As far as was 
possible the original type of materials were used in restoration of the roofs.  Also where 
feasible the old beams, trusses and latte were kept.  The roof trusses in building no. 3 are 
pegged and some still tied with old leather thongs.  
 

 
 

Building no. 3, interior of roof 
 
The spreilaag of building no. 4 was rye, laid with the ear ends to the ridge, and this was 
replaced with a Clanwilliam reed.  Locally-cut sonkwasriet (on Papkuilsfontein, Melkkraal 
and Matjesfontein) was used for thatching, attached as it had been before, with the growth 
end hanging, except on the first layer overhanging the walls, which is attached thin end to the 
top to provide support for the overhang.  Wire and treated sisal twine were used to tie the 
thatch.  A single row of flat sandstone blocks was laid to form a sloping skirt (‘drip line’) 
around the buildings to direct water falling from the thatch roof away from the walls as there 
is no damp-proofing nor foundations to the dry-stone walls. 

The buildings were plastered with clay (mixed with kaff and anthill, pounded and 
trodden regularly for about 3 weeks before use) and whitewashed/limed on the exterior.  The 
side of the barn now converted for a living space (building no. 4) and the barn (part of 
building no. 3) were also limed inside by 1995. 

                                                        
12 Interview with Willem Theron, Loeriesfontein, 1996 (JM). 
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Building no. 3, currently Willem Strydom’s sculpture studio/drawing studio and storeroom 
 
This attractive building complex consists of a barn, at right angles to which is a building of 
similar length divided into two rooms, with the central gable wall extending through the roof.  
In the rectangle formed to the west of these is a walled courtyard with a sandstone flagstoned 
floor which has the exterior building walls on two of its sides and 2m high stone walls on the 
others. 

Attached to the wall of the barn inside the courtyard is a low stone wall with cement 
infill, possibly a feeding trough.  The west wall of the courtyard forms exterior walls for three 
flat/sloped corrugated iron roofed animal pens and a stable (with original cobbled floor and 
stone feeding trough).  

On the southwest corner of the courtyard is a smaller courtyard, also with a flagstone 
floor.  The only doorway into the courtyard is from the studio barn, but one can enter via a 
gap between the two buildings or on the west side an opening in the lower walls. 
 

Building no. 3, barnyard 
 
The barn (studio) has nine poplar cross beams, the first four on the west side positioned about 
800 mm apart, beams 5 to 8 positioned 2 m apart and between 8 and 9 is a gap of about 900 
mm.  According to Lena Smit, there was a solder across the first 4 beams on which grain was 
stored, and the pieces added to these beams to provide level support supports this 
information.   

She also spoke of an uncle who lived in this side of the barn, where he was close to 
his horses.  He could see them through the double shuttered (cedar with wervels) unglazed 
casement in the gable wall of the barn, affording a view into the horse stable.  Above this 
casement in the gable is a solder opening, into which a glass pane has been inserted.  The 
stable has a typical slatted door and pegged cedar frame and threshold with the rebate to the 
outside.  The window is of the same design as that in building no. 4, being a pegged frame 
with five bars set into the frame at a 45-degree angle. 

The flagstone floor has been covered with cement.  A four-panelled glass and 
wooden sliding door was installed in the double door opening in 1998 (proportions of the 
opening had possibly been altered as the lintel and sides and sloping threshold are cement).  
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Two doorways exist in the north side of the building (raised from ground level and with 
rebates on the outside) and one on the south (opening inwards).  All have pegged cedar 
frames and thresholds. A single glass pane was put into one of those on the north to allow 
light into the interior; the threshold of the other is 300 mm above the ground (wall at the 
solder end of the barn).  The door in this doorway is a stable door constructed of three boards 
of packing case on which the stamp reads “To F Buhr / Brandkop via Klawer” (there was a 
shop at the farm Brandkop north of Nieuwoudtville).  It has original hinges (longer at the top 
and bottom) and duimpies, with an interesting hasp and staple.  The other doorway opens 
onto the courtyard.  Its frame has been built up and the stable door is made up of six narrow 
Oregon pine boards. 

 
Building no. 3, door 

 
The stone work of the southern room of the building set at 90 degrees to the barn is 
spectacular.  The roof structure is poplar.  No windows exist.  The cedar door is constructed 
of three heavy planks and has heavy beautiful original hinges and duimpies, onto which the 
smith has added a cross design.  A slatted shutter (a glass pane has been added inside the 
shutter) closes the solder opening above this door, also with original hinges.  The clay plaster 
has not been whitewashed. 
 
Building no. 4: the barn 
 
There are remains of a circular drystone threshing floor, 19 m in diameter, to the north of the 
barn.  
 The central interior wall of the barn extends to the roof and is not keyed into the side 
walls, which suggests that at one time the space may have been one room.  The top two-thirds 
of this wall was rebuilt in 1998 (and the gable kept inside the roof) after the gable fell during 
roof restoration.  The poplar trusses of this roof all had to be replaced (with poplar procured 
locally).  There are 12 tie beams (originals, each supporting a truss) approximately 900 mm 
apart in the north side of the barn.  Their distance apart and the solder opening in the north 
gable (which has a round pole lintel in poplar and had a three-panelled green cedarwood 
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shutter) suggest that there may have been a brandsolder. The beams maintain their round 
(pole) forms.  In the south side of the barn there are 14 tie beams, about 800 mm apart and 
each supporting a truss.  Tie beams 3 and 4 (numbering from the central wall of the building) 
have been cut at some stage, presumably in order to install farm machinery on the raised 
concrete circular structures on either side of the door. 
 The north side of the barn (now an open-plan living area with a bathroom in the 
south-west corner) has its original flagstone and cobbled floor.  Along the east wall is a single 
row of stones (local sandstone), followed by a band of grey river cobbles about 2 m wide in 
which there was a furrow running south to north.  (The same pattern has been found in barns 
at the farms Willemsrivier and Ouplaas north of Nieuwoudtville.)  The whole floor slopes 
gently down towards the north.  The large double-door opening in the north gable has been 
altered at some stage: there is now a concrete frame.  In 1998/9 the floor furrow was levelled, 
windows were put into the opening in front of which a free-standing fireplace was built, a 
bathroom wall in stone was added and electricity and water supplied, to make it liveable 
while maintaining the character and structure of the building.  To secure the gable wall, stone 
buttresses were built, their measurements taken from those on building no. 13 (also not dated, 
but at least a generation old). 
 

 
Building no. 4, end view of barn showing modifications of 1998/9 

 
Local farmers interviewed suggest that the barn was used for horses, and/or as a shearing and 
milking shed.  Animals would enter along the cobbles at the large double door, and exit at the 
wider than usual door (1300 mm as opposed to 830 mm; cedarwood frame and threshold) in 
the centre of the east wall of the building.  This door has a cobbled apron outside it to prevent 
them slipping.  Presently the door is closed with glass and one enters the living area through 
an existing opening on the west side of the building, off a rectangular walled courtyard.  
Whether this opening (new door put in 1999) dates from when the barn was originally built or 
was made later when the kraal courtyard was added, has not been established.  It is also 
surrounded by concrete and the courtyard walls have cement cappings. 
 The window in the north side (living area) of the building has a pegged lintel and sill. 
Seven new square cedar bars have been inserted into the frame in the holes which previously 
held such bars (like the window of building no. 3 and those seen at Willemsrivier and 
Ouplaas), and a pane of glass has been added to close the opening to the elements. 
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Until the cement covering most of the original floors of the south side of building no. 4 has 
been removed we have to assume that the visible flags extend across the full floor.  The 
cobbles of the north side may extend through to this side if the interior was once a single 
space. 

There are two doors in the east wall, both with rebates in the frames and opening to 
the outside.  One doorway is also wider than usual – 1250 mm – and the other is 830 mm.  
Both have pegged cedarwood frames and sills.  Neither door fittings are original (currently a 
corrugated iron door on a wooden frame closes with an old iron strap and flat peg, and the 
other is made of three Oregon boards and has modern hinges).  One has a cobbled apron.  The 
double-door opening in the south gable wall has a cement surround and lintel, plus ramp up, 
which indicates that it may have been altered at some point.  Above it is a solder opening 
with a slatted cedarwood shutter painted red (typical to the area).  In the west wall there is 
only one small opening, for ventilation, 200 mm wide by 450 mm. 
 
Building no. 7: threshing floor 
 
To the south of the complex is a very finely built circular trapvloer or kraal about 24 m in 
diameter, the drystone coursed (sandstone) walls of which are up to 1,3 m high.  The largest 
stones are in the lowest course, there are a few gallets, and between inside and outside faces 
there is rubble infill (all the building walls have been constructed using this method).  Stone 
from the west side of the kraal was used to build a loading ramp, probably by the Therons, 
who may also have built the 10 m long cement dipping trough at its north entrance.  There 
appear to be remains of radial walls outside the threshing floor at SE and SW, and research 
on other farms indicates that this may have been a walled container for holding the cleaned 
wheat or rye grains (interview with Floors Steenkamp of Ouplaas). 
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Building no. 3, elevations 
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Building no. 3, section 
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Building no. 3, plan 
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Building no. 4, plan and elevation 



Report on the Farm Matjesfontein in the Bokkeveld (©VASSA) 

 37

The People 
 
 
Matjesfontein’s owners, occupants and workers  
 
Farm ownership, as we now know it, only became a legal practice in the Cape during the 
Second British Occupation (i.e. after 1806).  The nomadic indigenous people had no concept 
of land ‘ownership’ but made communal use of the grazing and the water sources according 
to their needs.  Initially and only in the area of Cape Town did the Dutch East India Company 
make freehold land grants.  Later when the free burgers were expanding into the interior, 
grazing rights were granted which developed into the loan farm system where a (roughly) 
defined area was registered for an annual fee. This was payable in either cash (12, later 24 
Rixdollars) or goods.  The loan farmer never owned the land, only the buildings thereon, and 
while he could sell or bequeath these, each new occupier of the farm had to apply to the 
Company for their permission.  All this changed after 1813 when the British initiated a 
system of ‘perpetual quitrent’ by which farmers became the legally registered owners of their 
surveyed properties (Malan & Harris 1999). 
 Until recently, only two families, the Louws and the van Wyks, have held the title 
deeds to the farm (with a brief mention of a son-in-law Lubbe).  The Gouws family, 
grandparents, parents, sons and daughters all lived and worked on Matjesfontein but held no 
title deeds.  

At the turn of the twentieth century and up to the late 1950s, Matjesfontein was also 
home to many bywoners.  These were landless ‘white’ families who may have been related to 
the landowners by blood or marriage, or else people who had some claim to a home there by 
virtue of being the worker-farmers (foremen or managers of different farming activities such 
as stock or agricultural management). 
 It is not yet known if there were slaves on Matjesfontein. 
 
The Loubsers 
 
Nicolaas Loubser arrived in the Cape from Switzerland via the Netherlands in 1676 or 
perhaps the year after, at the age of around 33.  On the 16 December 1685 he married 
Engeltje Quint from Utrecht.  Engeltje bore him nine children including twin girls but it is 
probable that only the first three lived to maturity: his sons Jan Albert and Eduard and his 
daughter Aletta.  Jan Albert’s third child, Pieter, definitely had connections with the 
Bokkeveld as in 1742 he registered the loan farms Matjesfontein and Oorlogskloof.  His 
cousin, Eduard’s son Nicholaas, registered Groenrivier (Nieuwoudtville) the same year.  
 The Loubser farms mentioned above stayed in the family for another generation.  
Hendrik Ostenwald Loubser (b1, c3, d5 (de Villiers & Pama 1991) passed Matjesfontein and 
Oorlogskloof on to his brother-in-law Servus van Breda in 1783, and Nicholaas Loubser 
passed Groenrivier to his son Nicholaas (Claus) Hendrik (b2, c2, d7). 
 
The Swedish botanist Carl Peter Thunberg visited Claus in November 1774 and described 
him as “the richest sheep grazier in the whole country; and was at this time in possession of at 
least 12000 sheep, and above 600 full-grown horned cattle, beside about 200 calves” 
(Thunberg 1986: 288). 
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The Louws 
 
The first appearance of the Louw family in the north, is the registration of farms in the 
Roggeveld to Hermanus Louw at Brakkefontein in 175413 and his brother Adriaan Louw at 
Kareehout Rivier in 175214.  Another brother, Jacobus, lived at Langevlei (near Leipoldville) 
(Forbes & Rourke 1990: 139) and in 1776 the son of yet another registered Grootevlakte near 
the Hantamsberg (RLR 24, p291). 

Hermanus Louw’s daughter, Maria, married Jacobus’s son, Jacobus Adriaanus (first 
cousins?), and they accommodated Thunberg and Masson probably at Knegtsbanken (Onder-
Roggeveld) when they travelled past in 1774.  Seemingly at the time Thunberg treated their 
seriously ill son (although he makes no mention of this).  Jacobus Adriaanus related the story 
to Lichtenstein in 1803, when he was resident at Lokenburg (Lichtenstein 1928: 106). 
 
Daniel Jacobus Louw - 1780-1836 
 
Daniel Jacobus was born at Koeberg in de Kaapsch Districkt, the youngest child of Daniel 
Louw and Judith Catherina Louw.  He married Hester Maria Louw in 1799.  She was one of 
the seven children of Jacobus Gideon Louw and Helena Anthonia van Aarde who had moved 
to Oorlogskloof after 1784 and also acquired the grazing rights to Matjesfontein, the 
neighbouring farm.  The young couple settled at Matjesfontein and in the fullness of time had 
eight children.  After the changes in land tenure (abolishing loan farms and substituting 
‘perpetual quitrent’ ownership) Daniel Jacobus Louw applied for the registration of 
Matjesfontein.  This was an extended business - the would-be owners had to buy the services 
of an official land surveyor and have the diagrams verified before the farm could be 
registered in their names.  In the case of Matjesfontein, this took four years, two years too late 
for Daniel Jacobus who died in 1836 (MOOC6/9/9, 1882).  
 The first owners of Matjesfontein were thus his widow, Hester Maria, and their eldest 
son, Daniel Jacobus (II), who took possession of the farm in 1838.  
 
At the time of her marriage, Hester Maria Louw had been living in the Zwartland.  She had 
obviously had some education for it was she who penned the form for her husband’s death 
certificate and initiated the settlement of his estate.  In most of the contemporary death 
notices registered in the Clanwilliam and Calvinia districts it was apparent that they had been 
drawn up by lawyers and then the widows had laboriously printed their ‘signatures’ in a very 
unschooled hand.  Not Hester Maria.  She wrote out the whole form in the approved way and 
lodged it with the lawyer within six days of her husband’s death. 
 The couple had drawn up a joint will in May 1832 (MOOC7/1/138:72).  It was 
witnessed by Johan Coenraad Wicht and Cornelius Jacobus Coenraad and was signed at ter 
plaats Matjesfontyn gelegen in de wyk Onder Bokkeveld, Distrikt Clan William.  The 
executors were named as Daniel Jacobus Louw and Jacobus Gideon Louw but Willem Petrus 
Louw declined to act.  As in other wills of the period, this document made it incumbent upon 
the surviving spouse to give the minor children of the marriage a Christian upbringing and to 
support them into their mature years. 
 At some stage of her widowhood, Hester Maria must have moved to her brother’s 
farm, Oorlogskloof, where she died in 1859.  Her death certificate (MOOC6/9/87-6316) 
mentions her father’s name but lists her mother as onbekend (unknown).  However, as her 
eldest daughter was baptised Helena (as was her youngest) it is probable that Helena 

                                                        
13 Granted to him on 15.1.1754 and vacated and transferred to Willem Steenkamp on 27.7.1768 (RLR 
20/1, p.123). 
14 Granted to Adriaan Louw 16.12.1752, described as “Kareehouts Rivier on the other side of the 
Doorn River in the Roggeveld”. Later passed to his son Jacobus 16.7.1754 (RLR 14/1, p.28). 
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Anthonia van Aarde was indeed her biological mother.  Unlike many widows of her time, 
Hester Maria did not re-marry.  Although there are no further references to her activities on 
Matjesfontein, it is logical to assume that she must have benefited in the financial gains of the 
farm (in terms of the joint will which she and Daniel Jacobus (I) drew up).   

She appears to have taken responsibility for five of her orphaned grandchildren for 
her death certificate shows that three children of (Maria) Catherine and the two children of 
Hester (Maria) were listed as her dependants.  It also indicates that at least four of Hester 
Maria’s daughters predeceased her.  Her surviving children were listed as her three sons and 
youngest daughter, Helena Antoinetta.  It is not known when the two eldest daughters died 
(Helena Susanna and Judith Catherina Elizabeth), but they were not mentioned in the final 
estate distribution.  Helena Antoinetta, her youngest daughter (who had married her first 
cousin, Daniel Jacobus Louw of Oorlogskloof where her mother died), received £1000.0s. 0d. 
from the total estate of £4541.6s.2d.  Hester Maria was said to have owned no immovables.  
She was buried in the graveyard at Matjesfontein. 
 
For nearly forty years one man, Daniel Jacobus Louw (II), farmed the 5508 morgen of 
Matjesfontein as a whole.  After 26 January 1877, it was divided up and portioned out to his 
descendants (Deeds Office folio 791/1/no.3).  Thereafter commenced a complexity of selling 
and exchanging bits and pieces of Matjesfontein and attaching them to various surrounding 
farms. 
 
Daniel Jacobus Louw (II) - 1807-1888 
 
Although Daniel Jacobus (II) was born and died on Matjesfontein, he lived the last eleven 
years on a farm already legally made over to his three eldest sons.  The division was in 
accordance with the Dutch laws of inheritance, which ensured that each child was entitled to 
a share of his/her parental estate.  As is made clear in the will of 1887, he and his second wife 
owned only a one-sixth portion of the property. 
 Daniel Jacobus married twice.  His first marriage was to Maria Elizabeth Lambrechts 
at Tulbagh in 1829.  They had seven children and, as was customary, named their eldest son 
for his father and grandfather.  Daniel Jacobus (III) was the first of three sons and four 
daughters.  All but one of the latter died early but the sons flourished.  
 
One of the stories repeated by Hendrick Johannes van Wyk (‘Oom Bokkie’) from his father-
in-law’s store of family legends concerns this first wife, Maria Elizabeth Lambrechts Louw.  
She kept a great flock of ducks and geese on the fountain pool in front of the ‘long house’ 
(building no.8 of the survey).  She came from the Tulbagh area and her reportedly tiny frame 
was balanced by her exceedingly fierce temper.  As she was too small to reach the pots on the 
traditional hearth, her husband fashioned a special footstool that enabled her to see to the 
cooking.  Her assistant in the kitchen was a tall, slow-working servant whose ears Maria 
Elizabeth longed to box.  Accordingly, she asked the woman to ferret out a bag of sugar from 
the bottom of the deep meelkis and once she was bent double hanging over the rim of the 
meelkis, Maria Elizabeth dropped the lid of the heavy chest to anchor the woman securely in 
position and then proceeded to lambaste her with a long wooden ladle. 
 Daniel Jacobus’s second marriage was in 1866 when, at the age of 59, he married the 
18 year old Martha Helena van der Westhuizen in Calvinia.  He had ten children by her, two 
sons and eight daughters.  Neither of these sons owned any part of Matjesfontein until they 
each received a one-eighteenth portion from their father’s estate in 1926.  
 
Another story recounted by ‘Oom Bokkie’ suggests that Daniel Jacobus had forewarning of 
his impending death.  As was the custom in those days, farmers ensured that coffins were 
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ready for the demise of family members so that the funeral would not be delayed and the dead 
could be laid to rest with all due dignity.  Daniel Jacobus had his cedarwood coffin (said to 
last for a hundred years) stored on the roof beams of his bedroom and when the beam broke, 
tipping the heavy coffin onto the floor, he knew at once that it was a warning to prepare for 
death.  He went down to the skutkraal (the stone walled kraal abutting the road, the pound in 
which stray animals were locked up) where he found his son (presumably this was Johannes 
Jacobus as Nicholas Everhardus had already left Matjesfontein) and told him of the warning.  
Ek gaan sterf.  Die balk het gebreek en die kis wag. Dit is die teken (I am going to die. The 
beam broke and the coffin is waiting. That is the sign.).  Some hours later, the housemaid 
came running down to the kraal to tell the son that his father had fallen dead across the bed.  
The old man had prepared himself by donning the traditional red velvet trousers, khaki shirt 
and yellow Cedarberg veldskoene.  His everyday clothes were folded under his pillow. 
 Daniel Jacobus (II) and Martha Helena made a joint will drawn up and signed at 
Matjesfontein on 22 November 1887 (MOOC7/1/500: 42).  Among other items they listed, as 
a free gift to their heirs: “all our household goods, 700 sheep and goats, 20 horses and mules, 
30 cattle, one wagon ‘complete’ and one cart ‘complete’”.  Additionally, they willed to the 
sons of that (second) marriage, Cornelius Daniel Jacobus Louw and Nicholaas van der 
Westhuizen Louw, and to their daughter, Maria Elizabeth married to Hermanus Jacobus 
Lubbe: “our one-sixth portion of the farm named Matjesfontein ... and our farm named 
Taaiboschkraal with its surrounding ground due to our estate ... and the sum of £500.00s.0d, 
five hundred pounds sterling”.  However, the inheritance came with this important proviso: 
“… no one of the heirs has the right to sell nor to rent out his or her portion of the named 
farms ... to any stranger”.15  
 
Daniel Jacobus Louw (III) 
 
Daniel Jacobus (III) did not remain on Matjesfontein, preferring instead to work as a ‘trader’ 
in Porterville.  His one-third portion of the farm was sold to his younger brother, Nicholas 
Everhardus, who in turn sold one-sixth of it to his younger brother, Johannes Jacobus.  
However, on the same date (10.02.1887) their father, Daniel Jacobus (II) (perhaps nudged by 
his second wife, Martha Helena), re-purchased the one-sixth share from his youngest son and 
so retained at least a portion of the farm to divide between the two boys of his second 
marriage. 
 The two sons of the first marriage, Nicholas Everhardus (born 1834) and Johannes 
Jacobus (born 1852) owned Matjesfontein on a fifty-fifty basis; but it was the latter who lived 
there and farmed it.  The elder one moved off to another of their farms before his father’s 
death and eventually sold his half share to the first Matjesfontein van Wyk. 
 Nicholas Everhardus was able to sell his unwanted portion of Matjesfontein in 1892 
without transgressing the conditions of his father’s will because the buyer was a relative, a 
great-grandson of Daniel Jacobus Louw (I).  The new owner of a half- share was Jacobus 
Gideon Louw van Wyk.  He was the son of Hester Wilhelmina Jacoba Petronella Louw 
(daughter of D.J. Louw’s middle son, Jacobus Gideon, and Hester Catherine Louw) who had 
married Johannes Abraham Benjamin van Wyk of Akkerendam in the Calvinia district.  They 
were married in Clanwilliam in 1847 and their son, Jacobus Gideon Louw van Wyk, acquired 
his cousin’s half share of the farm Matjesfontein in 1892. 
 
And so the van Wyks came to Matjesfontein. 

                                                        
15 “... met deze voorwaarden en conditie dat geeneen van die erfgename … die regt zal hebben zyn of 
haar deel in gezegde plaatzen niet te verkopen niet verhuren aan enige vreemde …”. 
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The van Wyks 
 
Two brothers, Willem and Arie van Wyk, arrived in the Cape in the late 1670s and it was 
almost certainly Arie’s children that settled in the Roggeveld and Hantam area from the mid 
1740s.  Arie’s seventh son, Gerrit, registered the loan farm Matjesfontein16 in the Roggeveld 
in 1745 (RLR 11, p.175, 9/9/1745) and others in the area at later dates.  Gerrit had 19 
children from his three wives of whom five were sons.  The fact that the first and fourth of his 
sons were called Gerrit and Gerrit Matthys respectively adds some difficulty to tracing the 
family. 
 Gerrit’s second son, Abraham, registered the loan farm Uitvlugt on the Hantams 
River in 176417 but later abandoned it, partly due to raids by the Khoisan living in the north. 
 It is probable that Abraham’s son (another Abraham) was residing at Akkerendam to 
the north of where Calvinia is now situated in 1803 when Lichtenstein passed by, as he is the 
only one at this time in the right age group to have registered a farm.  This Abraham 
(b7,c2,d6) died in 1840 and was not therefore the Abraham who sold a portion of his farm 
Hoogekraal in 1847, to form the village of Calvinia.  This was latter Abraham’s younger 
brother Johannes Abraham (b7,c2,d10) (Quitrent Grant 22/5/1823).  If this was not the same 
person who built the Hantam Huis in Calvinia in 1853, then candidates are his two sons 
Abraham (b7,c2,d10,e5) or Johannes Abraham (b7,c2,d10,e7).  Original building plots in the 
town of Calvinia were transferred from J.A. van Wyk to the subsequent owners. 

The first known legal connection of the van Wyks to Matjesfontein was the marriage 
of Johannes Abraham’s (b7,c2,d10,e7) son Johannes Abraham Benjamin to Hester 
Wilhelmina Jacoba Petronella Louw, whose son Jacobus Gideon Louw van Wyk purchased a 
section of Matjesfontein in 1892.   
 
Even fifty years after the van Wyks had first settled in the area, it was still frontier territory.  
Lichtenstein recounts two occurrences that happened to family members illustrating their 
precarious existence.  The first concerned Gerrit Matthys’s daughter Sophia Christina, who 
was married to Cornelis Jacobus Coetzee and lived with him and his father at 
Koringlandskloof in the Roggeveld.  Due perhaps to the mistreatment by the Coetzee’s of 
their servants, the servants, in league with a group of Khoisan, murdered the elder Coetzee 
and his wife, Cornelis, and his sister. They only spared Sophia, we are told, due to her being 
with child.  After a week in captivity during which the Khoisan wanted to dispose of her, they 
were persuaded otherwise by the servants to whom she had shown kindness and she was 
rescued (Lichtenstein 1928: 125. 
 The second also happened in the Roggeveld.  Mrs van Wyk was in the voorkamer of 
her house playing with the children while her husband was outside repairing a wagon.  
Suddenly an enormous lion appeared and lay down in the shade right outside the front door.  
The farmer remembered that his gun was in the bedroom and, circling to the rear window, 
retrieved it.  From the rear window he shot through the open door of the voorkamer, over the 
head of his young son who was sheltering on his mother’s lap, and out of the front door - 
killing the lion (Lichtenstein 1928: 225). 
 
Hester Wilhelmina Jacoba Petronella Louw van Wyk - 1832-1887 
 
Jacobus Gideon (son of Daniel Jacobus I) and his first wife Hester Louw settled on the farm 
Kranskloof and there their daughter, Hester Wilhelmina Jacoba Petronella, was born (and 
died).  As the granddaughter of Daniel Jacobus (l) and Hester Maria Louw, this Hester had 

                                                        
16 There are at least four Matjesfonteins in the Roggeveld, Hantam and Bokkeveld region. 
17 RLR 18, p.215, 21/3/1764: “Permitted to graze at Uitvlugt behind the Bokkeveld, over the 
Olifantsrivier”. 
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close links with Matjesfontein and she was to start the van Wyk line on the farm. In 1847 she 
married Johannes Abraham Benjamin van Wyk from the Calvinia district and they had five 
children.  In 1892 their second son, Jacobus Gideon Louw van Wyk, bought a half share of 
Matjesfontein from his cousin, Nicholaas Everhardus Louw, and then went on to gather 
prosperity and wealth. 
 The Liquidation and Dispersal Account (MOOC13/1/1433:3) shows that Johannes 
Abraham Benjamin van Wyk left his wife well provided for.  The movables were valued at 
£754.13s.0d (seven hundred and fifty-four pounds sterling and thirteen shillings) and, with 
the two farms Kranskloof and Taaibosch (left to the two sons), the value of the estate was 
£1,254.13s.0d. (one thousand, two hundred and fifty-four pounds sterling, thirteen shillings).  
Claims on the estate had included payment of £486.0s.0d to N.E Louw, £26.3s.3d. to W.P.J. 
Louw and £57.12s.9d. to Alexander McGregor. 
 After her husband’s death, Hester Wilhelmina Jacoba Petronella Louw van Wyk later 
married a J.H. Louw.  This was to her cost, as she died insolvent.  Her son, however, 
prospered on Matjesfontein and established the van Wyk line as flourishing and important 
landowners in the district. 
 
 (Might the N.E. Louw have been Nicholas Everhardus who sold his share of 
Matjesfontein to his cousin?  And was the sum of £486.0s.0d. payment for his second son’s 
half share of the farm?). 
 
Jacobus Gideon Louw van Wyk - 1848-1905 
 
One of his descendants said recently that the only way to prosper in the Bokkeveld was to 
possess a large parcel of land.  The terms of his will show that Jacobus Gideon Louw van 
Wyk had achieved that, amassing a number of farms and divisions of farms as well as town 
erven (MOOC13/1/1437: 254 and MOOC13/1/1494: 250).  His four sons each inherited a 
farm plus portions of his other properties, listed as follows:  
 ,5 of Matjesfontein; 5 of Grootfontein; ,5 of Papenkuilsfontein 
 the farms Kranskloof; Karrenmelksplaas; Menzieskraal; Platjeshoek 
 one erf in the village of Calvinia 
 four erven in the village of Nieuwoudtville. 
 
After his death, the inventory of movable property indicates a well-stocked farm of sheep and 
goats, donkeys and horses and even 100 ostriches.  There was a ‘chain tractor’ and a good 
selection of farm equipment for grain planting and harvesting.  Household listings lacked 
detail but included a total of nine tables, a sofa and a harmonium.   

Claims on the estate included accounts addressed to him on Matjesfontein from 
Calvinia businesses which make it clear that Jacobus Gideon Louw van Wyk was busy with 
building alterations at Matjesfontein at the time of his death on 4 December 1905.  For 
example, in March 1906 an account was rendered by H BUCK of Calvinia for building and 
for building materials for the dwelling house:  

Opbouen van muuren en nieuwe zink dak gelegd op woon-huis: 
           £    s    d 
  Volgens kontrek    150  00   00 
  opbouen van muur in stal       1  10   00 
  1500 steinen        1    2     6 

 1 paar Hortjes         1    0     0 
  nieuwe Koezyn gemaakt voor zolden           7     6 
  1 vrag klippen              8     0 

 
Another account issued in June 1906 from AFRIKAANDE HANDELS 

MAATSCHAPPIJ CALVINIA was for 56 vt vloerplanken - 16s. 4d.. 
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(Were these building operations being carried out on building no. 11?  Which of the 
homesteads got a new iron roof?  In which part of the werf was the stal wall requiring 
repair?) 
 
Jacobus Gideon’s death certificate listed four sons and a granddaughter as beneficiaries.  His 
careful garnering of property ensured that his descendants had enough land to build a 
comfortable life-style even though their inheritance was composed of a bewildering array of 
portions of different farms according to their inheritance and those that were self-acquired.  
Each heir was allocated fair pockets of arable land, grazing land and water supplies and one 
must assume that by that time each had a dwelling with farm buildings on their Matjesfontein 
portions of the ‘common werf’.  But which dwelling belonged to whom? 
 
Willem Nicolaas Daniel Louw van Wyk - 1888-1975 
 
This son of Jacobus Gideon Louw van Wyk has left for posterity his Dagboek, less a diary 
than a history of the Louw van Wyk family interspersed with philosophical musings and 
anecdotes, reporting not only farming concerns but also ‘rural myths’ and family stories.  He 
attempts to categorise and link up the different threads of the van Wyk line, carefully 
focusing on those closely related or else denying relationships with others.  For this confusion 
of Louws and van Wyks and Louw van Wyks such attempts at unravelling the branches of 
the family tree are indeed a boon, though how accurate they can be is open to debate. 
 He also recounts his early days of farming.  Up to 1918 he was alone on 
Matjesfontein but reports that he then gave his house to his brother and moved on to 
Grootfontein and then finally settled on Boereplaas.  (The house at Boereplaas had recently 
been built so the splendid photograph of it in all its Victorian glory must have been taken 
prior to 1919.)  The picture which he paints for us must be representative of the whole Onder 
Bokkeveld region at the turn of the twentieth century.   

Willem describes his farming with sheep, goats, cattle, horses and ostriches.  He says 
he started small, without carts or ploughs but gradually built up his stock and takes some 
pride in seeing himself as one of a minority of (enlightened) farmers who opted for fencing as 
a way of protecting his animals against jackals.  The stone kraals and shepherds were still 
much in use throughout the country but pressure was mounting from officialdom (and from 
‘progressive’ farmers) for vermin-proof fencing.  Many areas preferred vermin control in the 
form of the social activities stemming from Hunt Clubs and the bounties paid by the State (5 
shillings a pelt between 1914-1917 and then rising) and they resented government 
interference in compelling them to fence their properties.  And it was expensive.  In 1912 a 
Fencing Act provided loans to facilitate the process but many farmers in the Nieuwoudtville 
area, and elsewhere, dragged their feet (Beinart 1998; Skeade 1980).  Willem explains the 
stages of fencing these huge farming areas: first the stock-proof fencing (thus obviating the 
need for those beautiful stone kraals and walls bisecting the farm) then jackal-proof netting.  
His father had been a pioneer in fencing in the district and Willem was proud to carry this 
further, despite the protestations of many of his neighbours. 
 
One of his family stories resembles others one hears in frontier districts.  His has to do with 
Hester Josina Pienaar, wife of Willem Petrus Louw of Tulbagh.  She was the daughter of 
Veldkornet Pieter Pienaar of the farm Grootfontein in the Calvinia district.  He employed a 
Khoi, Jager Afrikander, who had proved himself a loyal and valuable assistant in the 
‘Bushman Wars’.  Probably for many reasons, Jager revolted against Pienaar, killing him and 
his wife and injuring Hester Josina, leaving her for dead.  Her two brothers were away in the 
Boland at the time of the attack but on their return all three of them moved out of the Hantam 
to Tulbagh.  There Hester Josina met and married Willem Petrus Louw and Willem says that 
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they lived jare lank (long years) at Matjesfontein.  Lichtenstein recounts a not dissimilar 
story. 
 
The Gouws family 
 
Koos Gouws - 1932- 
 
Koos is now 69 years old and for 38 of those years he worked for the van Wyk family on 
Matjesfontein and on their portions of neighbouring farms.  His parents, Ouma Sabina and 
Oupa Klaas, lived in the square one-roomed cottage (building no. 15) above the vlei at 
Matjesfontein and adjacent to the fence.  After their marriage, Koos and his wife, Anna, and 
their family of thirteen children lived in the stone rondavel (building no.14) next to the long 
barn/later schoolroom.  They collected their water from the fountain where Hendrik Johannes 
van Wyk (‘Oom Bokkie’) was living at that time.  Water had to be fetched in large tins and 
manipulated over the fence to the rondavel for all household use.  Sometimes it was easier to 
fetch water from over the big road next to the stone kraal where all the reeds grow. 

Koos and approximately eight other farm workers did all farming tasks, mainly 
stockwork (sheep, goats, milking cows) and wheat, oats and barley planting and harvesting.  
The farm was mechanized and Koos drove the tractor (and later the bulldozer) and did the 
ploughing and other tasks to assist with the harvest.   

He reports that the stock kept them very busy all year.  The merino sheep were prone 
to many tick-borne diseases and they all had to be dipped regularly: een-vir-een in die dip ... 
net soos die Goverment se (one-by-one into the dip ... as the Government orders).  On 
Matjesfontein this was done in the small beautifully crafted circular stone dip tank below 
building no. 11 or at the long trough beyond the studio.  Each sheep had to be manhandled 
into and out of the dip tank.  A forked stick was used to push the animals down so that each 
was fully immersed and then the wet, woolly creature was helped out - no mean feat when 
they might be dealing with as many as 8000 sheep in any given year.  Dipping was strictly 
supervised by die government se inspectors.   

The ticks were particularly numerous on the brakveld and the sheep had to be 
regularly collected from all over the farm and checked to see which ones suffered from ‘blue 
tongue’ and ‘blow fly’.  The farm staff did the annual shearing and baling of wool and cared 
for the lambs, including the docking of lambs’ tails.  If the sheep were in ‘camps’ close to the 
werf they were collected on foot but the distant flocks were brought in with four mounted 
horsemen and awaited dipping in the ‘waiting kraal’ adjacent to each dip tank. 
 Wheat and other grain harvesting and threshing were largely mechanized by the time 
Koos Gouws grew up but he remembers the mules or horses or donkeys being used on the 
trapvloer.  He said that the triangular spaces attached to the trapvloer were where the sheaves 
were stacked prior to being threshed and then later that was where the sacks of corn were 
stacked, awaiting transport to the storerooms. 
 
Salaries were minimal but the staff had their accommodation and were given basic ‘rations’ 
of meal, sugar, meat etc. - genoeg vir die familie (enough for the family).  Milk was provided 
every day (the Friesland cows gave four buckets of milk a day) and greens and groceries once 
a week.  To keep them fresh, vegetables were stored in sacks in damp hollows in the ground 
and Ouma Gouws had a meat safe (a wire ‘box’ filled with charcoal and daily doused with 
water so that the breeze kept food cool).  Each family got a meat ration once a month and 
each cut was then salted and coated with herbs from the veld so that it would remain fresh.  
 The ‘dop’ system was a regular for the men.  They each got a beaker of wine every 
night and on Saturdays two bottles of Vaalplaas.  These days Koos lives and works in the 
village.  There is no more ‘dop’ system and though he considers that he gets relatively well 
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paid, with extra money for overtime work, he finds town life expensive because everything 
has to be paid for.  His daughter made the sotto voce comment that the extra money makes no 
difference - want die mansmense drink dit alles uit (since the men drink it all away). 
 
Koos Gouws had some information about the homesteads but said that he was uncertain as to 
the time span of who lived where.  He remembered that building no. 11 had consisted of two 
houses.  In the small part nearest to the river lived Schalk and Martha Louw (he was called 
‘Ou Pouvoet’ - Old Peacock Foot) but they left soon after Koos Gouws arrived.  In the big, L-
shaped part lived Oubaas Jan ‘Vlekkie’ van Wyk and Mies Ella Koos Gouws’s sister worked 
for them for some time.  Once the people left building no. 11, it was used as a corn store. 

Mr ‘Bokkie’ van Wyk and his wife, Mies Corrie, lived in the Long House (building 
no. 8, at the fountain) where they made a beautiful garden which stretched all the way 
downstream and had many fruit trees too.  There were peaches, apples and the pears which 
you still see today but then there were many more and lots of ducks and geese on the stream.  
The little corbelled house at the end of the stoep was sometimes used for outdoor cooking of 
jams and canned fruit and other hot things in the summer but later it was used to house Oom 
Bokkie’s stockman, Willem Renvooi.  Later a big house was built for him on the ridge near 
the gate (the little square hut, not numbered on the survey map).  
 
The white schoolteachers, Mr Willie Theron18 and then Mr Petro Theron, lived at the 
strooidak house on the hill (building no. 1on the map).  There was also a lovely garden above 
and below the present garden wall and the water came from the windmill (he pointed NW) 
through a very thick pipe.  He commented that the strooidak in his day was thatched with 
sheaves of rye, not sonqua reed.  Leon Louw (son of Oom Bokkie) built himself an 
opslaanhuisie (I understood it to be a timber house) on the ridge, facing down onto fountain.  
Now only the cement foundations remain. 
 
Koos Gouws had no idea who had owned the different homesteads but he and his daughter 
tried to sort out the occupancy dates by reference to Mr ‘Attie’ (Adriaan Jacobus Louw van 
Wyk) and Mr ‘Koos’ (Jacobus Gideon Louw van Wyk).  They quite failed to do so and nor 
could they agree on which houses people had lived in. 
 
Magrieta ‘Mietje’ Blom (born Gouws) 
 
Mietje Blom remembers the rondavel (building no. 14 on the survey map) as her childhood 
home, even when her father was working on the other van Wyk properties.  The interior 
space was divided into two rooms by a blue-bag curtain, the front separated from the kitchen 
area with its open fireplace.  The children’s duties included the onerous daily tasks of 
fetching water for the household and they often climbed the dividing fence to fill the water 
buckets from the fountain’s pond in front of the ‘Long House’ (building no. 8).  She describes 
her memory of her grandparents as living in the square house (building no. 15 on the survey 
map), down in the hollow, and how she and her siblings had to collect water for that, as well 
as their own house, either from the fountain or from the little fountain across the road, next to 
the stone kraal.  The children carried the swishing water in the cleansed (paraffin?) tins and 
assisted each other in manhandling the heavy containers over the fences without spilling the 
precious load. 
 
Mietje Blom recalled childhood excursions in search of veldkos and wild herbs.  She and her 
father then attempted to describe the different foods and herbs collected and to remember the 
medicinal properties of the local wild plants.  Both father and daughter reminisced about the 
                                                        
18 Was he the W.J.A. Theron whom Susanna Christina “Suzie” van Wyk married? 
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meals supplemented by veldkos.  The potato-like tuber kambroo (kambrua: Fockea comaru) 
was relished by people and animals alike.  Children collected suikerstroop from the proteas 
growing on the west ridge of the farm.  This thick sweet syrup replaced sugar and was given 
as a sugary sweet to ‘good children’.  The veldvinkel (possibly the wild fennel: Foeniculum 
vulgare) was used to flavour (and preserve?) some of the meat, and the bol which was used 
medicinally (possibly the vinkelbol: Chamarea capensis?).  Although Koos Gouws recalled 
poultices and bitter medisyne, they both agreed that the knowledge of very specific usage had 
probably died with Mietje’s grandmother.   

An interview with an elderly couple who were not connected with Matjesfontein 
identified many herbs and their usage by the vernacular names but the plants were not 
available to identify.  The old woman was under the impression that it was forbidden to use 
herbs medicinally: Ons moet nou die regte medisyne kry by die dokter (we must now get the 
right medicines from the doctor).  She did show me her secret herb patch, however, where she 
grew wynruit (wild rue) and wildeals (a form of wormwood) and different varieties of buchu.  
This couple agreed that the knowledge of veldkos and herbal remedies was rapidly dying out 
and they ascribed this directly to the fencing of farms and the local farmers’ jealous guarding 
of their private property.  Die kinders kannie meer op die plase gaan dwaal nie en veldkos 
soek.  So hulle ken nie meer die plante nie.  Alles word vergeet want die draad hou ons uit 
(The children can no longer wander on the farmland. They no longer know the plants. 
Everything is being forgotten because the fence excludes us.) 
 
Mietje and the other farmworkers’ children attended the farm school at Oorlogskloof, 
walking the approximately 5 kilometres there and 5 kilometres back every day.  Those who 
continued schooling after Standard IV (Grade 6), had to go into Nieuwoudtville to the ‘big’ 
school there. Mietje herself does not recall regular attendance and in any case from the age of 
10 years she was employed as the kindermeid (children’s maid).  This meant the constant 
supervision of the children, even baby-sitting tot laat to, and doing much of their washing as 
well. 
 Mietje had none of the affectionate feeling for farm life that her father expressed.  He 
was quite nostalgic about the good old days - she merely sniffed! 
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Glossary 
 
Bakoond oven 
Bo-en-onderdeur door split horizontally 
Brandsolder clay/brick floor in attic to protect 

rooms below from burning 
thatch 

Buchu medicinal plant used as diuretic 
and tea 

Buitekamer room reached through outside 
door 

Buitekombuis outside kitchen 
Bywoner person living on property in 

exchange for occasional 
services, sharecropper 

Dagboek day-book, journal 
Dop daily measure of alcohol as part 

of wages 
Duimpies shutter catches 
Erf (erven) plot(s) of land 
Fontein spring 
Kaff chaff 
Khoi/khoisan indigenous people – originally 

herders/hunters/gatherers 
Kindermeid children’s maid 

Latte lathes 
Matjes rushes 
Meelkis flour bin 
Muurkas cupboard built into the wall 
Opslaanhuisie prefabricated or timber building 
Riet reed 
Solder attic, loft 
Southuis salt (curing) shed 
Spreilaag under-layer of thatch 
Stal stable 
Stoep paved platform extending in 

front of building 
Strooidak thatch 
Trapvloer threshing floor 
Veldkos wild food 
Veldskoene leather boots 
Vlei shallow body of water 
Voorkamer front room 
Voorwerf part of werf in front of main 

house 
Werf (werwe) farmstead and immediate 

surroundings 
Werwels wooden door catches 

 


