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Elandsberg is situated on the road between Sutherland and Fraserburg (image courtesy Google Earth).

Glossary
Brak

Buitekamer
Matjieshuis

Opgaaf

Pens en pootjes
Riempies

Stoep
Voorkamer
Werf

Brackish
QOutside room

Traditional Khoekhoen / Nama dwelling constructed of a timber
frame covered by reed mats

Tax records

Tripe and trotters

Thongs made from animal hide

Paved area, terrace

Front room

Farmstead and immediate surroundings



Introduction

The author first visited the farm in 2001 when travelling between Sutherland and Fraserburg
and, with the owner’s permission, examined and photographed the buildings. Last year (2015)
it was visited again in the company of Judy Maguire and Pat and John Kramer, and we decided
that this interesting werf would make a good “measuring up” project for the Vernacs. This
document is a result of that process.

History of ownership

The first loan farm record for Elandsberg, described as being behind the Roggeveld on the Riet
River, was that granted to Andries van der Walt on the 7™ January 1766.1 At the time of the
Dutch East India Company, you could rent a loan farm for the sum of 24 Rixdollars a year.
This was equivalent to the cost of about 55 sheep.?

Andries was born circa 1743 and baptised in November of that year in the church at
Stellenbosch. He is listed in Heese and Lombard® as being a farmer at Palmietfontein on the
Vis River, Eendkuil and Elandsberg both on the Riet River. He also had the farms Kattebos on
the Zeekoe River (perhaps Kattegat, Colesburg Farm 2), Uitkyk in the Sneeuberg (southwest
of Nieu Bethesda) and Blaauwkrantz in the Agter Sneeuberg. These latter three farms were
really in the wilds at that time. Graaff-Reinet was only founded in 1786. On the 28" February
1768, Andries married Johanna Maria van der Merwe in Tulbagh. He died only eight years
later and his widow went on to marry twice more.
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Andries van der Walt's farms in the Roggeveld and Agter Roggeveld (base map courtesy of the Chief
Directorate: Surveys and Land Information).

! CARLR 19/1 page 161.

2 Values averaged from the inventories of Jacomina van Wyk, Elisabeth Loret and Catharina Elizabeth van der Merwe. CA
MOOC 8/15.30, 8/10.7 and 8/52.14a respectively. All resident in the Roggeveld.

3 Heese & Lombard.



We are fortunate that the next record for Elandsberg®, that granted the farm to Willem van
Wyk, mentions that Andries van der Walt had vacated it. This confirms that there were no
intervening transactions. Willem rented the farm from 18" April 1769 until 1785 when it was
taken over by Joachim Scholes (Scholtz) de jong®.

Joachim Scholtz’s mother was Catharina Elizabeth van Wyk, married to Jan Joachim, so there
was probably some family connection to Willem who had vacated the farm. However, the
relationship between Catharina Elizabeth and Willem van Wyk has not yet been determined.
Her brother, Arie Willem, lived in the area. Joachim’s sister Elisabeth was married to a Gerrit
Matthys van Wyk living in the Onder-Roggeveld. Gerrit Matthys was a younger brother of
Catharina Elizabeth.

Joachim married Catharina Elizabeth van der Merwe in 1781 and they had three children.
Catharina Elizabeth died when the eldest was 12 years old and the inventory of their joint estate
was valued at 2466 Rixdollars.® The inventory does not state where they were residing but their
standard of living was not very high. Their household goods comprised:

2 chests 1 soap pot 1 bucket
5 guns 5 small pots 1 flour sieve.
1 bench 2 old saddles

They had plenty of livestock including 2200 sheep. The estate included two male slaves and
one female together with her young son. In comparison, Elisabeth Scholtz’s inventory has over
three pages of household goods including such luxury items as Japanese serving dishes and
bowls and thirteen books, as well as the bible and a book of psalms. Joachim remarried less
than a year after Catharina Elizabeth died. His second wife was Anna Johanna Francina Jacobs.

The last loan farm grant discovered was to another Andries van der Walt in 1785.” This may
have been the earlier Andries’ nephew. However, we know from the tax records (Opgaafrolle)
that Nicolas Hendrik van Wyk was in occupation in the early years of the 19" century.® He was
another brother of Catharina Elizabeth van Wyk.

After the second British conquest of the Cape, the new government instituted a system of land
tenure giving greater protection to the owner. This was the perpetual quitrent system. Although
many farmers applied almost immediately for survey and title deeds for their farms,
inefficiency at the Land Board meant that many waited years. It was only in 1833 that
Elandsberg was surveyed. The title deeds were only issued in 1838.

The farm was granted at the request of Gerrit Visser senior (Gerrit’s son). It is probable that he
had died by the time the deed was issued. Gerrit (senior) was born in 1755 and married to
Martha van Wyk, and they had 14 children. Martha was the sister of Nicolas Hendrik, the
earlier occupier. The second son was another Gerrit named after his grandfather.

Henry Lichtenstein mentions that he met a Gerrit Vischer who was 18 years of age at the time.
This corresponds with Gerrit Visser the younger who was born in 1787. Lichtenstein goes on
to say about Gerrit that his “father had in the course of his life, carried out frequent negotiations
with the Bosjesmans, and had succeeded, in the year 1796, in establishing a peace between

4 CARLR 20/2 page 299.
5 CARLR 34/1 page 57.
6 CA MOOC 8/52.14a
"CARLR 34/1 page 57

8 CA 1/5J372



them and the inhabitants of the Roggeveld. From him, our young man learnt the language of
these savages: he had always been his father’s companion in his journeys among them”. °

It was this Gerrit who was living at Elandsberg in 1815 while his father was living on one of
his other farms, either Drie Fontein, Elands Fontein, Hottentots Fontein or Portugals River.°
Gerrit (senior) also applied and was granted, the farms Roodeheuwel and Genegenheid, both
adjoining Elandsberg.

Original survey diagram of 1838 (courtesy of the Chief Surveyor General).

It is not presently known when Gerrit (junior) first married, but it was probably before the birth
of his eldest child in 1809. This daughter, Martha, must have died young as one daughter and
one son are listed in the 1815 Opgaafrolle (tax records) and only the second daughter, Anna
Gloudina, grew up to be married. Their mother was Anna Francina van Wyk who was the niece

9 Lichtenstein 1930: 253. All quotations are from the Van Riebeeck Society editions, with thanks.
10 CA 1/5 J382 Opgaafrolle



of her mother-in-law. Altogether she bore him nine children, the last in 1827.** She must have
passed away prior to 1833, for this was when Gerrit remarried his late wife’s cousin, Hilletje
Anna Johanna van Wyk, with whom he had three more children. In 1868 Gerrit (junior), now
a widower, died at Elandsberg.

In the previous year (1867) two sections of land were sold off, both of 375 square roods (5380
m?). One of these was to the company of Hemming and Smith, traders and land speculators
from Fraserburg, the other to a Gabriel Petrus Jeremias Greef. Greef resold the land to
Hemming and Smith the same day. It is most likely that Hemming and Smith started a trading
store on the farm. It was on the main road between Sutherland (founded 1858) and Fraserburg
(1851) and close to the proposed outspan on the west side of the Riet River. See 1876 survey
diagram below.
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1876 Survey Diagram showing the deduction granted to Albertus Adriaan Visser. The proposed outspan is in
the centre of the farm and has a river frontage.

In 1876, the farm was resurveyed and in 1884 the section to the west of the Riet River granted
to Gerrit’s eldest son by his second wife, Albertus Adriaan. The remaining section to the east
of the river, including the homestead, was granted at the same time to Adriaan Jordan van Wyk.
Adriaan was married to Albertus Adriaan’s sister, Hilletje Johanna Anna Visser.

11 Heese & Lombard list seven, but https://www.geni.com/people/Albertus-Visser/6000000040724860608 lists nine plus
three by Gerrit’s second wife.
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An official copy of the survey diagram of Elandsberg from 1911 (photograph John Kramer).




The relationships become even more complicated. After Albertus Adriaan Visser’s first wife
died, Johanna Margaretta Maritz, he then married his brother-in-law’s sister, Sarah Johanna
van Wyk in 1887. She had previously been married to another member of the Visser clan.

In 1895, the eastern section of Elandsberg was sold by Albertus Adriaan’s son, Gerrit Joachim
Visser, to John Georg Nel. Subsequently Nicolaas Kersop purchased this section and the two
small sub-divisions in May 1918, and it still remains in the Kersop family. The western section
of the farm passed to Jacobus Johannes du Plessis in 1929.

Life on the Farm

The main use of the whole interior of the Cape up to the late 19" century was for stock farming.
In some areas with dependable rainfall, farmers would plant wheat, barley or rye for their own
use. The Middle Roggeveld and Agter Roggeveld were not generally such areas. There were
also periodic droughts. Gerrit Visser complained of the drought during the years 1827 t01829
and asked for remission of the quitrent on one of his farms®2,

Lichtenstein describes the typical Roggeveld diet: “Two or three sheep were killed every day:
the entrails and feet were cooked with the fat of the tail, for breakfast, after a fashion that is
very much in vogue throughout the colony, under the name of pens and pootjes. The dinner
consists generally of a strong soup, and roasted mutton: the remaining scraps of the sheep were
made into a sort of hash for supper. Not a morsel of bread had we to eat with our meat: and for
a while not even salt.” 13 He goes on to complain of the brak water and lack of alcohol.
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Fat tailed sheep (courtesy Solms Delta).

Perhaps the occupants of Elandsberg varied their diets with some fish, as three travellers
visiting some years apart mention the numerous fish in the Riet River. To quote again from
Lichtenstein’s Travels: “... we wandered a little along the banks of the Riet River where we
were told we should find in several places deep pools, with water standing in them. Such places
we found in fact, but the water was salt and muddy, and the banks covered in a thick crust of
natron. We observed notwithstanding that they swarmed with fish, and casting our nets, we
dragged them entirely along one of the pools, when we perceived they were so full that we

12.CA CO 3949.295
13 Lichtenstein 1930: 455.



could not draw them on shore.” * Lichtenstein mentions that there were three types of fish and
they made an excellent supper and that some were salted down for later.

In 1811, William Burchell passed the Riet River in the vicinity of Elandsberg and was told of
fish in the river pools.’> Many years later, in 1861, Petrus Borchardus Borcherds mentions in
his autobiographical Memoir® being told by a farmer that the Riet River abounded with fish.
On examination, he found in part of this stream a large shoal of which they caught 150. Upon
cooking, the fish were found to be delicious apart from the large number of bones in them.
Borcherds, who was the Civil Commissioner for the Cape Division, further mentions that the
following day, while traveling in a northerly direction, they passed Van der Walt’s Poort. This
could be De Poort located in the south-east corner of Elandsberg where he also said they could
see the Bontberg (a mountain 6 km to the east).

As has been documented in the previous section, there was a large population of van Wyks in
the Roggeveld. One can trace Lichtenstein’s route through this part of the Roggeveld from his
journal. Leaving the Kuilenburg River at noon they proceeded via what he describes as “Little
Riet river’s gate”. This can be assumed to be the modern Bloupoort, where a tributary of the
Riet River runs. They stayed the night with the van Wyks at Kruis River, where the family had
fled to escape marauding “Bosjesmans”. The Bontberg were described by him as being one
mile to the east. This would have been a Rhenish mile of 2000 roods or 7556 metres, so Kruis
River fits the locality.

The following day, van Wyk accompanied them up the river through a pass where the river
runs through the mountains, called by him “Riet river’s gate”. It was also called van der Walt’s
Poort and today is just Die Poort. Further along the river was van Wyk’s permanent house,
which would have been in the vicinity of Elandsberg, as his stop the following day was Sellery
Fontein some 20 kilometres to the north-east.

Here van Wyk related a story while he and Lichtenstein were sheltering from the sun in the
doorway of his house. Two years previously, he said, “...I ventured to take one of the most
daring shots that was ever hazarded. My wife was sitting within the house, near the door: the
children were playing about her, and | was without, near the house, busied doing something
with the wagon: when, suddenly, though it was mid-day, an enormous lion appeared, came up,
and laid himself quietly down in the shade, upon the very threshold of the door. My wife, either
frozen with fear, or aware of the danger attending any attempt to fly, remained motionless in
her place, while the children took refuge in her lap. The cry they uttered attracted my attention,
and | hastened towards the door; but my astonishment may well be conceived when | found the
entrance to it barred to it in such a way. Although the animal had not seen me, unarmed as |
was, escape seemed impossible; yet | glided gently, scarcely knowing what | meant to do, to
the side of the house, up to the window of my chamber, where I knew my loaded gun was
standing. By a most happy chance, I had set it into the corner close by the window, so | could
reach it with my hand: for, as you may perceive, the opening is too small to admit of my having
got in; and still more fortunately the door of the room was open, so that | could see the whole
danger of the scene. The lion was beginning to move, perhaps with the intention of making a
spring. There was no longer time to think: I called softly to the mother not to be alarmed, and
invoking the name of the Lord, fired my piece. The ball passed directly over the hair of my

14 | ichtenstein 1930: 227. Natron is a naturally occurring mixture of sodium carbonate decahydrate (a kind of soda ash) and
about 17% sodium bicarbonate (also called baking soda) [https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Natron].

15 Burchell 1822.

16 Borcherds 1861.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sodium_carbonate
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hydrate
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Soda_ash
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sodium_bicarbonate

boy’s head, and lodged in the forechead of the lion, immediately above his eyes ... and stretched
him on the ground, so that he never stirred more.”*’

This stirring tale almost certainly happened at Elandsberg, but it was not in the existing house
as it has no back windows to the bedrooms from where such a shot could have been fired.

William Burchell experienced danger of a different sort in the same area. He states in his travels
that while his servants had taken abode in the farm house “... it was fortunate that I had already
taken the resolution of always sleeping in the waggon; for between one and two o’clock in the
night, when I had not long put out the light, and was nearly asleep, | felt by the motion of the
waggon that someone was endeavouring to get in. Thinking it might possibly be one of my
own people searching for something, I called out, but receiving no answer, | drew my pistol
from under my pillow; yet finding no attack was intended, but rather that they were, it seems,
surprised and disappointed at meeting with any one there, | could not suffer my hand to pull
the trigger. On calling out again in a louder tone, they instantly scrambled away with the
greatest precipitation, tumbling over the yokes which lay spread out on the ground. Having got
clear off, | heard them at a distance, talking to the rest of their gang, explaining, most probably,
the little chance there was of their expected booty, and rejoicing at their own escape. Of what
nation these robbers were, or their number, we could never discover; but had they been less
timid, I might have been overpowered and plundered of everything; for the servants, who were
but a few yards off, were all so sound asleep that they heard nothing of the noise, nor were they
aware of the occurrence till it was mentioned the next morning. It was henceforward made a
standing order that none of them should come to the waggon at night, without first giving notice
by calling out their name.”*8

One can ascertain some idea of people’s lives from looking at the tax records in conjunction
with the genealogical tables. The intrepid lion killer was Nicolaas Hendrik van Wyk. The 1807
Opgaaf®® lists him with his first wife Catharina van der Westhuizen and with a son and a
daughter living with them. They owned nine slaves and a wagon. Livestock comprised 16 oxen
and 900 sheep.

The 1815 Opgaafrolle? listed, Gerrit Visser and his wife Anna Francina van Wyk with two
children. Cornelis Smith and his wife Jacomina van Wyk (Anna Francina’s cousin) with one
girl slave. Botes van der Westhuizen (four of his siblings were married to van Wyks) with 17
Khoikhoi. They had the following livestock:

Horses Oxen Cattle Sheep and goats
Visser 9 10 44 1320
Smith 2 10 11 442
Vd Westhuizen 6 16 13 2434

It is possible that Van der Westhuizen was passing through at the time of the Opgaaf as
otherwise the farm would have been grossly overstocked. By 18242 the Smiths and Van der
Westhuizen had left. Gerrit has two more children and eight Khoikhoi plus two male slaves.
His brother, Nicolaas Hendrik has joined him.

Horses Oxen Cattle Sheep and goats
Visser G 14 16 29 1844
Visser N 8 12 9 910

17 Lichtenstein 1930: 225.
18 Burchell 1822: 262.
19CA 1/5J372

20 CA 1/5 J382
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Sixteen years later?? there is Gert Visser and family, Nicolaas van Wyk, another Gert Visser
and a family named Houg (probably Hough, near relations), seemingly a widow and two sons.

Horses Oxen Cattle Sheep and goats
Visser G 19 42 980
Van Wyk 2 16 980
Visser Gert 2 19 527
Houg 8 200

This indicates a transient population of bywoners (often needy relatives) assisting the
landowner. The reduction in livestock over time could be indicative of the prevailing drought.
In none of the years looked at was any grain cultivated.

The three adjoining kraals on the werf have capacity of more than 2000 sheep or goats. There
is another set of kraals on the most south westerly corner of the farm, next to a spring that was
shared with the adjoining farm, Kruis River. These would have been sufficient to house all the
stock belonging to Gerrit Visser. The age of these kraals cannot be determined but a kraal was
generally the first thing a farmer built, even before his dwelling. Close examination of the aerial
photograph shows the semi-circular outline of what may have been an earlier kraal just above
the existing rectangular kraals.?

However, the grazing capacity of the farm could not support this number of livestock in the
long term. The area of Elandsberg was 5969 morgen (5113 hectares). The average grazing
capacity of the Roggeveld is 39 ha per LSU (Large Stock Unit) with one LSU being equal to a
453 kg (1000 Ib) cow. About 6.7 Dorper or Merino ewes are equal to one LSU, therefore you
need 5.4 ha for each sheep. No one would know this better than the present farmer, who told
us that in his opinion you need 10 ha per sheep.

Life in a Matjieshuis by Erich Mayer (courtesy National Cultural History Museum).

Where did all these people live over the years? Perhaps the Smiths, van Wyks and so on, lived
in their wagons or tents. The Khoekhoen and perhaps the Trekboers could have lived in
matjieshuise, not only on the werf but also at outlying kraals when looking after the stock.

2 CA 1/5 436
23 Spotted by Judy Maguire.



There were kraals in the southwestern corner of the farm and there are traces of other structures
(not yet examined) about 500 m ESE of the main werf.

The Werf

The werf has developed over time and today comprises, a T plan dwelling (A on the plan), an
outbuilding with attached kraal (B), some large kraals (C), a small two-roomed dwelling (D)
and the building believed to have once been the trading store and later a house (E). There are
also a number of middens on the site.
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Aerial photograph of the werf with references (courtesy of the Chief Directorate: Surveys and Land
Information).

View of the werf from the ridge (photo John Kramer 2016).
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The werf is situated on rock of the Abrahamskraal Formation of the Beaufort Series and slopes
west towards the Riet River. Encircling the werf is a dolerite intrusion. Along the course of the
river there is alluvial soil where an extensive garden was once cultivated. The association of
the garden with the T plan house is evident from the alignment of the entrance gate with the
front door of the house.

Gateway from the garden (photo John Kramer 2016).

T Plan house

Determining the age of houses in the interior of the Cape is difficult. What was fashionable in
town sometimes took a long time to reach country areas. If major items of woodwork are
missing, dating is made more difficult. Some consider that earlier buildings have narrower
rooms due to the scarcity of longer beams to span the walls. This concept may have some merit,
but cannot be applied universally.

Hans Fransen put the date of the building as 1815, judging this from the halved front door (with
a small window in the upper panel) and the casement windows.? This house does not occur in
the earlier edition of his book (1965) so one can assume that he visited it after that date and
before 1980, and when the house was still in good condition. Fransen’s date for the house may
be a little early. Most probably, the house dates from the second quarter of the 19" century.
The absence of the house in the 1833 survey diagram does not indicate that it was not there.
The surveyor, P. Mering, seems not to have indicated dwellings on any of the other diagrams
drawn by him in the area.

The house currently comprises three rooms. A voorkamer that also extends to the right, a room
on the left of the voorkamer and a kitchen in the tail. The front wall of a buitekamer remains
to the right of the house. The walls are of chinked packed stone set in a greyish mud mortar
and built directly on the bedrock. A stoep runs the full width of the house.

24 Fransen 1980: 418.
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Voorkamer and right hand room

The voorkamer walls were plastered below window height in a blue colour and above in a
lighter colour. To the left of the kitchen door is a wall cupboard or niche with one intermediate
shelf. Two windows in the sides of the tail illuminate the rear portion of the voorkamer as the
wall to the kitchen is set back from the line of the rear walls. The kitchen door is in line with
the front door and has a machined timber architrave similar, but of a different width, to that of
the doorway to the left-hand room. These later architraves were perhaps added when new
panelled doors were fitted.

At some stage prior to Fransen’s visit there was a wall to the right of the voorkamer. Its
presence is evident from the sharp edges of the internal plastering that were observed in 2001.
The remaining joists and the doorway in the right-hand end gable indicate that this right-hand
room would have been the only one with a ceiling. The missing wall would have extended up
to the roof, no doubt similar to the wall dividing the voorkamer from the left-hand room, with
stone construction up to the height of the outside walls and then mud brick up to the roof. All
the other rooms are open to the rafters, without any tie beams resting on the walls, only collars
at a higher level to restrain the rafters.

Left hand room

[llumination into the left-hand room is through one front-facing casement window which has
an external shutter constructed of two boards affixed to horizontal battens. To the left of the
doorway into the voorkamer is what appears to be a blocked up wall cupboard or niche. There
are other unexplained tiny niches in various walls throughout the house, as can be seen in many
of the photographs.

13
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Front of the house (2015).

Right hand room of the house showing the exposed stonework indicating where a wall was removed (2001).
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Rear portion of the voorkamer, showing windows, wall cupboard and doorway into the kitchen (2015).
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Possible wall cupboard in left hand room (2001). End wall of left hand room showing niche (photo John
Kramer 2016).

Kitchen

The kitchen has one doorway to the outside and one window. The internal chimney of mud
brick is supported by sidewalls and a beam that is supported by the walls of the kitchen and the
sidewalls of the hearth. An aperture at the rear of the hearth may have once connected to an
outside bread oven that no longer exists. The kitchen end gable has been repaired with bricks
and some stage and the thatch covered with a strip of corrugated iron. The left-hand gable end
has a similar covering.

16



Kitchen hearth (2015).

Roof

The roof construction indicates the relative age of the building. The collars are doweled to the
rafters and then secured with riempies. The purlins were also tied down originally with riempies
and later, during repairs/rethatching, were affixed with tarred twine and galvanised wire. Based
upon the assumed age of the building the thatch would have been replaced at least twice.

Section of remaining kitchen ceiling showing construction (2015).

Judy Maguire identified the thatch as hardebieses (Scirpoides dioecus).

17



On identifying wood

| identified the lintel of the hearth as being a grey poplar beam (Populus canescens) on the basis of the small
piece of bark seen on the left hand side, which must have been preserved under the plaster finish. The bark
shows discontinuous more-or-less parallel raised ridges and slits of lignin at right angles to the growth axis of
the beam. The pale grey colour and relatively few knots and even thickness and straightness of the beam are
further diagnostic features.

The only possible relatively local timbers would be the trunks and branches of well-grown witkaree (Rhus
viminalis), an untidy tree characteristic of riverine margins and dry river courses and kloofs along the inland
escarpments and central and northern Karoo. However, such long and straight boles and branches are rare, and
in any case, the bark is medium to dark brown and flaky, with flakes fitting together like up-warped jigsaw
puzzle pieces. The ubiquitous Acacia karoo does not produce long straight boles like the one shown. The use of
the indigenous willow can likewise be excluded.

Populus canescens (No. X250 on the list of South African introduced trees) is a natural hybrid between the
white poplar (Populus alba) (X249) and the aspen (Populus tremula) and is cultivated because of its hybrid
vigour. It is quicker growing, taller, and somewhat tolerant to saline soil. It is a ‘root sprouter’ suckering from a
vigorous root system (which allows it to become invasive in suited areas, i.e. in drainage lines). To varying
degrees, the grey poplar exhibits the morphological characteristics of both parent species.

NB: However, if the Elandsberg T-shaped house has been dated to 1815, would poplar logs have been available
at that time? On the other hand, was the hearth rebuilt or repaired at a later stage? Alternatively, does the hearth
postdate the introduction of grey poplar trees (introduced to southern Africa by missionaries at around 1874)?
[This is the first recorded mention but they could have been introduced earlier. ed.]

In the 1650s Jan van Riebeeck introduced the following: Alnus glutinosa (the alder), Norway spruce (Picea
abies), Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris), ash (Fraxinus excelsior) and oak (Quercus robur) — the ‘English Oak’.
Simon van der Stel introduced a further 28 987 oaks, 459 alders and 81 ash trees. Willem Adriaan van der Stel
introduced Scots pine, lime (not citrus), black poplar and elm.

The Huguenots (in the late 17" century) are said to have introduced, in the form of seeds from France, the
Mediterranean pine (Pinus pinaster) and the stone pine (Pinus pinea) — also known as the umbrella or parasol
pine, or Italian stone pine — familiar to everyone from the Western Cape. The pines, as do most conifers, have
deeply fissured bark, unlike the hearth beam.

Lady Anne Barnard mentions that there were White Poplars at the Cape in the late 1780s but that they take 20 or
more years to reach cutting maturity. Such trees would not have been available on the Nieuweveld/Roggeveld
until much later. Eucalyptus trees were introduced from 1848 or so.

Therefore, if the beam is grey poplar, from what date would it have been available? Forestry as such only became
a feature in the latter half of the 19™ century, around the 1884 mark. All the travellers through the Riet River/
Elandsberg region - Gerrit Maritz (1790), Sparmann (1795), Borcherds (1795), Burchell (1806), Lichtenstein -
specifically note the treeless condition of the Roggeveld and Nieuweveld.

These notes are just another indication of how much we do not know, and what we need to know when we try to
interpret old buildings.

Judy Maguire. July 2016
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Outside room
To the right of the stone house are the remains of an outside room, built in 1944 according to
the owner. Only the front brick wall remains.

Remains of the outside room (John Kramer 2016)

Out building and small kraal
Anton Roux

Just to the northeast, and upslope from the T Plan house, lies an outbuilding structure, marked
B on the site plan. This consists of a walled enclosure some 15 m by 10 m overall with the
exterior walls being constructed of rough, dry-packed stone. These walls are 600 mm thick and
built up to a height of approximately 1 m. In the southern corner is a further enclosure of 4 m
by 7,5 m. This area was almost certainly covered with a mono-pitched roof which sloped
inwards. The internal wall, also dry-packed stone, is only 450 mm thick, and is not bonded into
the external 600 mm thick wall. The northern most corner is also not bonded as indicated on
the plan. In the southern corner is an opening 1 m wide with its sill 450 mm above the internal
floor level. This sill level is in line with the external ground level as indicated on the section
and elevation. The section also shows the recessed wall niche, with three shelves one above
the other in the southeast wall. This 1 m wide opening may have given access to a manger if
the building was once used as a stable. However, during the 2001 visit this opening was blocked
up (it has since collapsed) perhaps indicating a later change of use.

The function of this structure is still subject to discussion, as it could have been used as a
‘dwelling’ or as ‘stables’. However, the following should be noted. There is no evidence that
any of the walls were in plastered in any way, and no sign of any remaining timber that could
be from doors or windows. There is no sign of anything built into the stone work to indicate
how the roof might have been constructed.
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Elandsberg Out building Plan ~ June 2016 Anton Roux

Elandsberg :- Out building South-West Elevation  June 2016  Anton Roux
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Elandsberg :- Out building Section June 2016 Aniton Roux

Elandsberg :- Out building South-East Elevation  June 2016

Interior of the outbuilding (John Kramer 2016)
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Measuring the small kraal (John Kramer 2016).

Two room house

View showing how the stone work of Room 2 abuts that of Room1 (John Kramer 2016).
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This small building is typical of the simple dwellings occupied by farm workers. The low
sidewalls necessitate having the doorway in the end wall. It appears that Room 1 was initially
constructed and Room 2, incorporating a hearth, was added later.

It is difficult to date this building. Its method of construction could be two centuries old, but
also much more recent. Close examination of the photographs show the use of fired brick in
the house’s construction. Although these bricks could have been salvaged from elsewhere, they
do indicate that it is probably less than a hundred years old.

Built in the 1950s, the cottage near Nieuwoudtville illustrated below was constructed using
techniques that were much older.

Cottage on the farm Matjesfontein near Nieuwoudtville (Tim Maggs 2000).
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Note the fired bricks used in the construction of the front wall of Room 1 (John Kramer 2016).

Similar house at Meintjesplaas in the Roggeveld showing the roof construction (1999).

Trading store
It is assumed that the building (E) is the trading store built for Hemming and Smith.

We could not gain access to this building as someone was living there. At the date of its
supposed construction, 1867, the roof was probably corrugated iron from the outset, as we
know other buildings in the area using this material from that time.?

Robert Campbell Hemming arrived in Beaufort West to work for the trading firm Cowan &
Co. in 1848. Three years later, he managed the same company in Fraserburg, eventually taking
it over under the name Hemming and Smith.?8 It is presumed that Smith was W.J. Smith.?” The

%5 CACO 3114 - 1867.
2 Biographical details from the obituary in the Rand Pioneers Annual report for 1907.
27 CA CO 4165.522.
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business carried on for many years. Apart from trading, they also leased many farms in the area
where they raised sheep.

Hemming was married to Alice Schreiner, Olive’s sister, and at one time was Justice of the
Peace. Hemming’s domestic life was not without its problems. Eleven of his children are buried
in Fraserburg and on the death of his wife in 1885 he abandoned his business and moved to the
Rand.

The Cohen family, who were traders in Sutherland, at some stage took over the trading store at
Elandsberg.?® On their departure, around 1957/8, the Kersop family moved into the premises
which they used as their family home.?®

Trading store (2016).

28 Schamberger 2004: 209.
29 pers. comm. Klaas Kersop to Judy Maguire.
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The Middens
Antonia Malan and Pat Kramer (Site photographs, John Kramer: Ceramics, Antonia Malan)

Aerial photograph and site plan.

The main purpose of the midden survey was to locate and plot domestic dumps on the site. We
carried out a very cursory inspection of items scattered on the surface of the middens in order
to get an idea of when the dumps were in use. A small sample of ceramics and glass was
photographed. These included the readily recognisable types, unusual items and ‘chronological
markers’ (those broadly representative of a particular period).

The identification, description and dating of ceramics is based on Jane Klose, Identifying
Ceramics, HARG Handbook No.1., UCT (2007). The photographs of fragments from the
middens, see below, are accompanied by pictures of similar complete vessels. These images
were mostly sourced online (Google), with thanks.

Building A — T shape dwelling house

In front of the house were sherds of transfer-printed ceramics with Willow and Rhine prints
and a blue-and-white trellis pattern, hand-painted whiteware and German stoneware. These had
been washed downhill from Midden 1.

Midden 1. Very extensive — upper (in situ) and lower (washed down) portions are separated by
a low curved stone retaining wall.

Lower section of midden, below retaining wall, contained pieces of ostrich egg shell, banded
Refined Industrial Ware (RIW), ginger jars, Willow, Rhine and trellis transfer-printed patterns,
undecorated whiteware, moulded glass oil bottle, blue-band and-line tableware, hand painted
whiteware, pearlware, a school slate, whiteware with moulded basket pattern, and German and
British salt-glazed stoneware bottles / jars.

Above the retaining wall, ceramics included printed brown bird pattern on a cup with brown
rim, German stoneware, ginger jar, teapot ware, etc. (Ceramics with the same print of a brown
bird on holly bush were found at Schimmelfontein (over 200 km away), but a Google search
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turned up nothing to help identify the pattern.) A pink transfer-printed plate rim had a design
of cartouches with fruit; a small plate had black printed urns and flowers in centre with wreath
mark on back. Types included dark brown printed wild flowers, red band-and-line, brown slip-
decorated RIW with raised white dots, sponged ware, and blue moulded shell edge. Rims of
two different brown glazed Asian stoneware jars were found, which we have not seen (or
recognised) before on Karoo sites.

Relatively little glass or pressed glass and only a few pieces of European porcelain were seen.
These would have indicated a ¢.1900 and early 20th century date. Since the Kersops occupied
the T house from 1939 to about 1958, where was their midden?

Building B (kraal and outbuilding)

Very thin scatter above the site; i.e. no obvious midden. Mr Kersop said this is the site of the
oldest dwelling. JM and NA are debating whether it was a dwelling or stable, or just an
outbuilding. The lack of a midden associated with the building may be significant.

Midden 2 is between buildings B and C. Small in scale and associated with burnt dung, with a
scatter of stone downslope in front. JM suggests it was the site of a kiln to burn calcrete from
the river area to make building lime. Bones were also burned for this purpose. Thin scatter of
blue and brown printed sherds, Willow pattern, industrial slipware, undecorated whiteware.

Building C (kraals)
Artefacts washed in against upper wall, including several plate rims. Blue transfer prints,
Willow and other printed patterns. The source of the sherds was not located.

Building D (dwelling)

Midden 3 (east of Building D)
Extensive scatter behind the site. Much glass and many tin cans.
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Midden 4 (north of Building D)

Late 19" and early to mid-20™ century. Rhine pattern, grey printed patterns, saucer with
lustrous orange rim, decal printed pot lid, blue glass, swing stopper for bottle, home-made iron
nail.

Midden 4.

Building E (still occupied)
Midden 5 (outside wire fence and beside road)
Nondescript, mostly 20" century, occasional late 19" century.

General
Artefacts have washed downhill across the site and are exposed on the track that runs along the
fence.

Pink lustre bowl sherd found on track.
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HEYNES, MATHEW & CO.—This firm so widely known
throughout South Africa was established in Cape Town at the
beginning of the century. Their operations increased so rapidly
that they found it uecessary a year or two ago to construct new
E\mmises, and these are now awongst the most attractive in Cape 3

own. Heynes Matbew & Co.'s building is six stories high, and is
situated at the corner of Adderley and Longmarket Streets. The
first floor is let to various tenants, but the remainder of the building
is devoted to the requirements of their large business. They manu-
facture numerous speciulties for their trade, and are agents also for
many remedies which have a world-wide reputation. They have
recently added a Photographic Department to their business and supply
all requirements for bot)g amateur and professional photographers.
A dark room has been fitted on the premises where customers can
develope their plates.

Extract from The Cape Town Guide (1897) p139. Several small glass remedy bottles with ‘Heynes Matthew’
lettering on the side were observed.

Midden 1

German stoneware bottle and British stoneware jar.

Midden 1 finds The brown bird pattern from Schimmelfontein
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Shell edged and hand-painted pearlware, transfer print milkmaid pattern, hand-painted pearlware, British
stoneware.

Midden 1 finds

Midden 1 finds
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Asian stoneware storage jars.

Unidentified pattern, black transfer printed whiteware.

Coarse porcelain Chinese ‘ginger jar’.
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Midden 1 finds.

Asian coarse porcelain bowl. Asian coarse porcelain; pink printed whiteware.

School slate.

Midden 4

Midden 4.
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Midden 4 finds.

Schweppes bottle; Printed porcelain teaware.
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The Team
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Re-establishing the voorkamer. Left to right - Judy Maguire, André van Graan, Tertius van Niekerk, Janine de
Waal, Pat Kramer, Nigel Amschwand, Anton Roux, Ralph Malan, Antonia Malan, John Kramer (John Kramer
2016).
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