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4. Pasymeertcs, rpaHuua
Mexpy «naHAwagTHbIMK
euHULAMUy He BCeraa
YeTKO 0YepyeHa — 3a4acTyio
OHa pa3MbITa U HAXOAUTCA B
nepexoaHoii 3oHe. /
Obviously, the edge
between ‘landscape units’
is not always abrupt and
‘hard’: it is often blurred
and situated within a
transition zone.

TeKcT
®abuo TopecknHu
Jlnana flucex /
text

Fabio Todeschini
Liana Jansen

Implications for the Detailed Method Employed in this
Project

The project has entailed two parallel processes of
spatialised enquiry, one mapping the landscape features,
the other mapping the cultural and historic ‘layers’ present
in the study area. Obviously, the two have been, and are,
strongly inter-related.

The study area is complex and comprises many compo-
nents. As landscape features themselves (e.g. rivers, peaks,
passes) may possess heritage significance, thorough anal-
ysis is being undertaken as part of the overall evaluation
process which is defining ‘landscape types” (Winter, S and
Oberholzer, B: 2014) and areas and more specific ‘landscape
units’ defined by the presence of particular ‘landscape char-
acter'. ‘Landscape character’, in turn, is definable in terms
of objective dimensions, such as: view-shed, grain, patterns,
coherence and authenticity, cultural layering and edges*.
Heritage significance assessments may therefore contain

appraisal of individual components, as well as evaluation of
overall landscapes and ‘landscape units’ of which they are
comprised. The significance of the landscape reflects not
just the sum of the individual parts, but rather landscapes
as integral wholes. It is the nature of the relationship be-
tween features, and between these features and the broader
landscape setting that is important.

Indeed, conceptually and methodologically, the key that
links heritage significance and management is landscape
character via appropriate definition of ‘landscape units’.
Hence, for example, if development proposals would have
the effect of materially changing the character of a ‘land-
scape unit’, and potentially impacting negatively on the
prevailing character therein, logical and practical manage-
ment protocols that prevent or temper such developments
can, and should, be applied in the public interest.

What is also important is the development of understand-
ing about how these landscapes have been produced. In
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3apaum getanbHOW METOANKM, UCNONIb3YEMON B AaH-
HoM npoekKTe. [1poeKT BK/toyaeT B ce6s fiBa NapannenbHbix
npoLecca U3y4yeHuUs NPOCTPAHCTBA: HAHECEHUE Ha KapTy
3NeMeHTOB NaHAWadTa n HaHeCeHNe Ha KapTy KYNbTYPHbIX U
UCTOPUYECKMX «CNI0EB», NPUCYTCTBYIOLMX HA LAHHOI Teppu-
Topuu. Pazymeetcs, 06a npoLecca TeCHO B3aUMOCBSA3aHbI.

N3yyaemas TeppuUTOpUS CNOXHA U MHOTOKOMMOHEHTHA.
MocKonbKy camu xapakTepucTukn naHawadbTa (peku, ropsbl,
AOPOTY) MOTYT UMETb KYNIbTYPHO-UCTOPUYECKOE 3HaYe-

HUE, NPOBOAMTCA TWWATENbHbIN aHANM3 B paMKax o6Lwen
OLEHKM, onpegensioleil «naHawadbTHole Tunbi» (Winter &
Oberholzer, 2014) u 30Hbl, a Takxe 6onee cneuyuduyeckme
«naHpwadTHble eANHULbI», KOTOPbIE XapaKTepPU3YeT Hanu-
yue 0co6oro «naHpWwadTHOro xapakrepay.

«XapakTep naHpwadray, B CBOK oYepefp, onpefenser-
€A TaKUMU 0OBEKTUBHLIMM NapaMeTpaMmy, Kak naHopama,
CTPYKTYPa, PUCYHOK, CBA3HOCTb U ayTEHTUYHOCTb, KYJIbTYp-
Hble CNoM U rpaHuLbl*. To3ToMy onpegeneHne 3HaYeHUs
Hacnefus MOXET BK/HOYATb OLEHKY OTAENbHbIX KOMNOHEH-
TOB, a TaKXe OLEHKY Lienoro naHawadra u «naHawadTHbIX
eAMHULY, U3 KOTOPbIX OH COCTOUT. 3HayYeHMe naHawadTa
Nofpa3yMeBaeT He NPOCTO COBOKYMHOCTb OTAENbHbIX YacTeid,
HO, CKOpee, NaHAWadT Kak eauHoe Lenoe. BaxeH xapaktep
OTHOLWEHUN Mexay CaMMMU KOMNOHEHTaMu naH,qmadJTa,

a TaKKe MeX[y 3TUMU KOMNOHEHTaMMN U NaHAWadTHO
cpepoii.

[leficTBUTENbHO, B KOHLENTYANbHOM U METOLONOTMYECKOM
CMbIC/Ie CBA3YIOLMM 3BEHOM MEXAY 3HAaYeHUeM Hacnegus
W ero ynpaeneHUeM sABAAETCA NPaBUIbHOE ONpefeneHne
xapakrepa naHgwadTa u «1aHAWapTHeIX eguHuly. Toraa, K
NpUMepy, €CW NPOEKTbl Pa3BUTUA OyayT haKTUYECKN u3me-
HATb XapaKTep «NaHAWAMTHO! efuHULbI» U B NepcnekTuse
OKa3blBaTb HEraTUBHOE BMsIHUE HaA ee npeobnagatouime
YepThbl, IOTMYHbIE U MPAKTUYECKUE NPOTOKOJIbl YNIPaBAeHUs,
npefoTBpallalolLe Unu caepxusatniLme nogobHoe paseu-

< Puc. 4.5. Pa3Butne kynbTypHoro navawadta ¢ 1979 no 1983 rr.
Mpum.: Ans 3Toro BpeMeHHOro nepuofa Tonorpacduyeckne u KagacTpo-
Bble AaHHble ans r. PpaHcxyk otcytcreyiot. / Figure 4.5: Development
of the cultural landscape: 1979-1983. Note: No Topocadastral data was
available for Franschhoek during this time sequence

< Puc. 4.6. Paseutue kynbTypHOro nanawadra 8 2000 r. / Figure 4.6:
Development of the cultural landscape: 2000



other words, it is essential that the physical informants and
historical events that gave structure, form and character

to the landscape features are understood and appropri-
ately interpreted with regard to heritage significance. Our
historical archaeology, historian, as well as agricultural and
tourism economics consultants, have been a great help in
developing a well-researched narrative in these regards.
What is obvious from even a cursory examination of the
figure 4 sequence (figs. 4.1 to 4.7) is that urban and sub-
urban developments since WWII, and particularly in recent
decades, are transforming the landscape.

Since this overall landscape approach forms the basis of
the project method, figure 2 is a good way to start under-
standing the study area in terms of its spatial extent and
enormous variability. The fundamental components of the
study area are many valleys, which are subsets of the two B e
main river basins: the Berg River to the north and east P PR S S S R~~~
and the Eerste River to the west and south, both enclosed DEVELOPMENT OF THE CULTURAL LANDSCAPE: 1687 1780 — o s
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A Puc. 4.1. Pa3Butue Kynb-
TypHOro nanpwadra c 1657

Heritage and the Development roimsor. /Fgvedss
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landscape: 1657-1750
Continuation. Beginning in PB 52

THE, MOTYT U JOMKHbI NPUMEHATLCA B MHTEpEcax o6lecTBa.

Exke OAHMM BaXKHbIM aCNeKTOM ABNAETCA NOHWMaHMe TOoro,
Kak Obii 06pa3oBaHbl M3yyaemble naHpwadTh. Jpyrumu
CNIOBaMU, HEOBX0AUMO NpPaBUIbHOE TONKOBAHUE UCTOPU-
KO-Ky/bTYPHOrO 3Ha4YeHNA MaTepuanbHbIX NUCTOYHUKOB
MHGOPMALUM 1 UCTOPUYECKUX COBLITUIA, KOTOPblE CO3AaBaNM
CTPYKTYPY, GOPMY 1 xapakTep NaHAWAMTHLIX KOMNOHEHTOB.
Haww koHcynbTaHTLl B Chepe apxeonoruu, UCTOpuu, cenb-
CKOro X03A/1CTBa U 3KOHOMWKN TYPUCTUYECKON UHAYCTPUM
BO MHOTOM NMOMOF/IM NPOBECTU NOA0GHYI0 UccnefoBaTeNb-
CKyto paboty. [laxke npu 6ernom 03HaKOMIEHUN C PUCYH-
KaMmu 4.1-4.7 0T4eTNMBO BUAHA TpaHchOpMaLUs KyIbTYp-
HOro naHawadTa, Ha KOTOPYIO BANANO Pa3BUTUA ropofa 1
npuropoga co spemeH BTopoii MMpPoBOW BOIIHbI, U 0COBEHHO
nocneaHue gecatunertus.

MockonbKy Takoi Bceobbemowmnin Noaxoa hopmupyert
OCHOBY METO[,0N0TUM NPOEKTA, PUC. 2 NOMOraeT HavaTb
“3y4YeHue TeppuUTOPUK C OCMbICSIEHUSA ee NPOCTPAHCTBEHHO

NPOTAXEHHOCTU U OFPOMHOTrO pasHoobpasus. OcHoBonona- G
ralowmMmMm KOMNOHEHTaMK 13y4aeMon TeppuUTOpumn ABIAETCA ‘3‘ @ iy T -y
. e e e R
60/blIOE KONUYECTBO JONMH, BXOAAIWNX B GAacceiiHbl ABYX — CORT S SO PO S R~~~ =g Vi B
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Ha 3anafe U tore), OKPYXKEHHbIX CKaUCTbIMW rOpamMmu pasHoii
BbICOTHI (Ha 3anafe peka IpcTe Gonee OTKPLITA, ee AOMHA
cnuBaeTcsa ¢ paBHUHoit Keiin-®natc, koTopas sasnsetcs
yactblo arnomepauuu KeiintayHa).

OnucaHue v aHanu3 naHAWadToB U KyNbTYPHON afanTa-
LN MOXHO NOCTPOUTb, MCXOAA 13 UX CKENETHOro KapKaca.
C 0AHOI CTOPOHbI, 3TOT KapKac COCTOMUT U3 3/IeMEHTapPHBbIX
BW0B, @ C APYrOii CTOPOHbI, U3 0COBbIX TpaaULMit (uan npo-
TOKOJIOB), NPU 3TOM MHOr00Opa3sue BUA0B UMEET HEKOTOPbIE
TOMONOTUYECKME U NPOCTPAHCTBEHHbIE HanoxeHus®. B Takux
061acTAX, KaK NPOEKTUPOBAHUE, NNAHUPOBAHUE U KYNbTYp-
HOE Hacnefue 3TOT NOAX0f, HACHNTLIBAIOWNIA YXKE HECKONb-

> Puc. 4.3. PasButue kynbTypHOro nangwadta ¢ 1935 no 1941 rr.
Mpum.: Ans 3Toro BpeMeHHOro nepuofa Tonorpaduyeckue u KagacTpo-
Bble AaHHble ans r. ®paHcxyk otcytereytoT / Figure 4.3: Development
of the cultural landscape: 1935-1941. Note: No Topocadastral data was
available for Franschhoek during this time sequence

> Puc. 4.4. Pa3BuTue KynbTypHOro naHawacra c 1958 no 1962 rr. /
Figure 4.4: Development of the cultural landscape: 1958-1962
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5. Heo6x0pMMO OTMETHTD,
YTO B TOMONOTMYECKOM U
Mophonoruyeckom uccne-
AOBaHUM CTPYKTYpa UMeeT
npuopuTeT Hag hopmoit. /
It is necessary to stress
that in topological and
morphological enquiry
structure takes precedence
over form.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE CULTURAL LANDSCAPE: 2010 S

to varying degrees by rugged mountains (to the west the
Eerste River valley is more open, and visually and experi-
entially, it merges with the Cape Flats, which are part of
Metropolitan Cape Town).

Descriptively and analytically, landscapes and cultural
adaptations to them may be defined in terms of their skele-
tal frameworks. These are on the one hand comprised of ele-
mental types, and on the other hand of particular traditions
(or protocols) whereby the spectrum of types are brought
into some topological and spatial juxtaposition®. In the
design, planning and heritage disciplines this is known
as typomorphology—the study of landscape/settlement
derived from typical and authentic spaces and structuring
elements. It is a design approach that has evolved over the
decades (Moudon, Anne-Vernez: 1994 and Todeschini: 2014,
p. 2).

The general landscape approach outlined above embodies
a highly structured, useful, very practical and accessible set
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of analytic procedures and spatialised products encompass-
ing what is here included under sections 3 and 4 below.
Section 5 briefly describes the synthesis that such analytic
and layered products have enabled.

3. Natural Layers and Landscape Features

Amongst the inter-related ‘layers’ comprised, are the
following:

- Geology, Landform, Soils, including agricultural suit-
ability (figs. 3.2, 3.3b);

— Topography, elevation and slope;

- Hydrology, including drainage, rivers, wetlands and
floodplains (fig. 3.4);

- Natural and cultivated vegetation (fig. 3.5b);

- Protected Areas;

- Biodiversity designations (such as Critical Biodiversity
Areas, Ecological Support Areas, Special Areas of Conserva-
tion) (fig. 3.6b);

KO AeCATUNETWII, N3BECTEH NOA Ha3BaHMeM «Tonomopto-
norua» — u3y4yeHue naHpwadra uau noceNeHns Ha OCHoBe
TUMUYHBIX U AYTEHTUYHBIX MPOCTPAHCTB U CTPYKTYPUPYIOLMX
anemeHToB (Moudon, 1994; Todeschini, 2014).

06LwWuit NOAXOA K U3yyeHUto naHAawWwadTa, 0 KOTOPOM
roBOPUNOCH BhIllE, 3aKNo4aeT B ceGe WHUPOKUI, NONe3HbIi,
NPaKTUYHBIA U JOCTYNHbI HAGOP aHANUTUYECKUX NpoLeayp
1 NPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX LAHHBIX, KOTOPbIE 0XBATHIBAIOT BCE
acnekTbl, NnepeyncneHHsle Huxe B NN. 3 u 4. B n. 5 BkpaTtue
rOBOPMUTCA O CUHTE3e 3TUX aHANIMTUYECKNX U MHOTOYPOBHe-
BbIX Pe3yNbTaToB.

MpupoaHble cnoun u naHawWwadTHbIE XapaKTEPUCTUKM

B cocTaB B3aMMOCBA3aHHBIX CIOEBY» BXOAAT:

— leonorus, hopma penbeda, N0YBa, BKOYAA CENbCKOXO-
3ACTBEHHYI0 MPUrOAHOCTD (puc. 3.2, 3.36).

— Tonorpactus, nogbeMbl U CNYCKHU.

— Tvaponorus, BKNOYas ApeHax, peku, 3a60n04eHHble
3eMaun 1 noiimsl (puc. 3.4).

— EcTecTBeHHas W KynbTypHas pacTUTeNbHOCTb
(puc. 3.56).

— OxpaHsieMmble TEPPUTOPUM.

- Kareropuu 6uopaszHoo6pasus (BaxHeiwne npupoa-
Hble TepPUTOPUM, TEPPUTOPUN IKONOTUYECKON NOALEPHKKM,
cheuunanbHble 3anoBefHble Tepputopun (puc. 3.66).

— CMHTe3 ecTecTBeHHbIX orpaHunyenuit (puc. 3.7).

KynbTypHble cnou n cnocoGHOCTH K apanTtaumm

B cocTaB B3aUMOCBSA3aHHbIX KCNOEB» BXOAAT:

1. MocnepoBaTeNbHOCTb UCTOPUYECKIX afanTaLuii K ecte-
CTBEHHbIM YCJIOBUAM U afanTaLnii camux yciosuii (B yucne
npoyero, NoKasaHo Ha puc. 4.1, 4.3-4.7)):

— ceTb AOPOT AJ1A TYKEBOro, @ NO3AHee — A1 aBTOMO-
GUNbHOrO TPAHCMOPTa, NepenpaBsbl, MOCTh, MECTa BCTPeY,
MecTa pacnpsXKu 1 NeperoHa CKoTa; ellie No3aHee — Xenes-
HOJLOPOXHAsA CeTb, CTAHLWN U NOAbE3AHbIE NYTH;

< Puc. 4.7. PazButue KynbTypHoro naHawacta 8 2010 r. / Figure 4.7:
Development of the cultural landscape: 2010

< Puc. 5. ATmocdepa mecta / Figure 5: Sense of place



— The synthesised Natural Constraints (fig. 3.7).

4. Cultural Layers and Formative Adaptive Features

Amongst the inter-related ‘layers’ comprised, are the
following:

— The sequence of historic adaptations of, and to, the
natural order (inter alia shown in (figs. 4.1, 4.3-4.7):

— The network of wagon routes and later roads, fords,
bridges, gathering places, outspans and cattle-driving
routes; and even later, of railways, stations and sidings;

— Favoured places for homesteads and larger settlement
nodes and the broad patterns of land use, spanning: agricul-
ture, forestry, mining and so on;

— Windbreaks, axial alignments, water reticulation and
water storage dams and so on;

— Field / vineyard /orchard and planting patterns and the
grain and orientation thereof;

— Internal settlement patterns and building types;

— The synthesised Cultural Heritage.

— NpeAnoyYnUTaEMble MeCTa Ans BeAeHUA hepMepcKoro
X03ANCTBA U pa3MellleHUs HaceNeHHbIX MYHKTOB, a TaKkKe
NpUMEpbl UCMOJb30BAHUA 3EMAU, BKIIKOYAS: CENbCKOE U ec-
HOe X03A1CTBO, O6bIYA NONE3HBIX UCKONAEMbIX U T.J4.;

— BETPO3alinUTHbIE NONOCHI, BbiIpaBHWBAHNE OCEI;I, BOAO-
pacnpefeneHue u fambel 1 1.4.;

— NoAs, BUHOTPAZHUKM, DPYKTOBbIE Cafbl, NOCAAKU 3epHO-
BbIX KYNbTYP W APYrUX HACAKAEHUIA U COOTBETCTBYIOWAS
opueHTaLus.

2. BHYTpeHHMe MOfieny pacceneHns u BUAbI NOCTPOeK.

3. CUHTE3 KYNbTYPHOTO HaCleaus.

06wme npeaBapuTeNbHble pe3ynbTaThl, TEKyLee
COCTOSIHME NPOEKTa U NPOMEIKYTOUHbIE BbIBOADI

YTo6bl CBECTW BOEAWHO HAaNpaBfeHUs U3yYeHus «npu-
POAHOTO» M «KYNbTYPHOTO» aCNEKTOB, TPEOYETCH He TOJIbKO
COBMECTUTb NONYYEHHbIE NPOCTPAHCTBEHHbIE fLAHHbIE, HO
¥ NPOBECTM 0YeHb TWWATENbHYIO PabOTy Ha MECTHOCTU BCEM
YneHam paboyeit rpynnbl COBMECTHO C KOHCYNbTaHTaMMy,
OpraHu30BaTh 06CYXAEHUA C KONJIEraMu, NpefCcTaBUTENAMMU
06LecTBEHHbIX OpraHu3aLuii u akcneptamu (Hanpumep, ¢
JokTopom XaHcom ®paH3eHOM, NPU3HAHHBIM CMELMANUCTOM
B 061aCTH KynbTypHOro Hacnepus r. CtenneH6oc u apyrux
ropofoB, iepeBeHb U hepMepCKUX X03ACTB NPOBUHLMM
3anapHbiit Keiin (Fransen, 2009)), a Takxe nposectu 0630p
TeKylen «knaccubuKaLum» 3Ha4YMMOCTU 0OLEKTOB Hacse-
ana (HWC, 2016) u ux oxpaHbl.

Ha puc. 2 (a Takxe Ha puc. 3.2, 3.4 1 5) 4eTKO BUAHDI
pasnuyHble AONUHBI, HAXOAALMEC B NPeAenax usyyaemoin
TEPPUTOPUM. ITU LONUHBI — Liefible «MUPLI» (AU 06LWMPHBble
NPOCTPaHCTBA), TEPPUTOPUANIBHO OFPAHUYEHHbIE TOPHBIMU
CKNOHAMM 1 3a4aCTyl0 OTNNYAKOLWMECH BUAAMU PACTUTENb-
HOCTM, NOCENEHNIT U YenoBeYeCKON fesTeNsHOCTU. B cBoto
o4epepp, KaK yxe 0TMeyanoch, 6onee Menkue cocTaBnsio-
e — «NaHAWadTHbIE eAUHULbI» - ONPEAENAOTCA C UCNONb-
30BaHMEM HaWNX KOHLEMNLMii, MeTofoB U cbopa AaHHbIX Ha
MECTHOCTU.

Kpome Bbilien3noxeHHbIX MPUPOLHBIX XapAKTEPUCTUK U
KYNbTYPHbIX 3N1EMEHTOB NaHAwWwadTa, CyLecTBYeT Lenblil pag
(haKTOpPOB, KOTOPbI I FOBOPUT O 3HAYMMOCTU 0OBEKTOB Ha-
cnegus u Bknoyaet B cebs (Overstrand Heritage Landscape
Group, 2009):

5. Preliminary Integrated Findings, Current Status of
the Project and Interim Conclusion

To bring together the strands of the ‘natural’ and ‘cultur-
al’ enquiries undertaken has involved far more than simply
overlaying the respective spatialised information gath-
ered. It has, and is, involving: very considerable fieldwork
by all members of the core professional team and some
consultants; consultation with colleagues, consultants and
representatives of public groups; as well as consultation
with others, such as Dr. Hans Fransen, an acknowledged au-
thority on historic Stellenbosch and the towns, villages and
homesteads of the Western Cape (Fransen, H: 2009); and
the review of current heritage significance ‘gradings’ (HWC:
2016) and protections in place.

Figure 2 (augmented by figures 3.2, 3.4 and 5) clearly
illustrate the various valleys within the study area. These
valleys are ‘worlds’ (or large ‘rooms’) that are spatially de-
fined by mountain slopes and often each features different

— TeppuTopuu, uMeroLLMe Neit3aXxHyIo LLeHHOCTb, Fae
coefiHeHWe 1 B3aUMOCBA3b NPUPOLHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK
YCUINBAIOT UX NEM3aXKHYI0 U NPUPOAHYIO 3HAYMMOCTb Kak
obbeKTa Hacnegus.

— CenbCKOX03AMCTBEHHbIE 3eMIKM, NpUaatoLLMe 0CobeH-
Hblil XapaKTep 1 aTMmocdepy TEPPUTOPUM MyHULMNANUTETA
Crennen6oca u MMelolLMe UCTOPUYECKOE 3HAYEeHWe, CBSA-
3aHHOE C BO3HMKHOBEHWEM NEPBbIX NOCENEeHUI B permoHe.
MpumeyaTenbHo, YTO 3TU CeNIbCKOXO3SNCTBEHHbIE 30HbI,
CNOXuMBLWNECA Ha NOAOPOAHbBIX NOYBAX, — NPAKTUYECKN TOY-
HOE OTPaXeHMe 30H BbIBETPUBAHMUS TPAHUTHLIX U FAUHUCTBIX
nopog y NOAHOXMUA rop.

— MpupoaHble 3anoBefHUKM, KOTOpble, Gnarofaps ceoemy
CTaTyCy OXpaHseMblx 06bEKTOB, YCUAUBAIOT 3HAYUMOCTb
MPUPOAHBIX M NEeN3aXHbIX XapaKTepucTuk Tepputopuu. Tep-
putopus myHuumnanuteta CrenneH6oca HaXOAUTCS BHYTPU
Kanckoro dnopuctuyeckoro Lapcrea — o6vekta BcemnpHo-
ro HacJeaus, UMEILWEro MeXayHapoaHbIi CTaTyC U BKNOYa-
folwero B ce6s pag HeboNbLWMX 0CO60 OXpaHAEMbIX 30H.

v Puc. 66. 3oHa naHgwadra
C (peka 3pcre). Nccneposa-
HUE BbIAABUIO TPU pasnuy-
Hble JONNHbI, HAXOAAWMeECs
BHYTPU GONbLIOIH JONUHBI,
Kapas U3 KOTopbIX MOA-
pasgensetcs Ha ele 6onee
MenKue naHpwadTHble efu-
Huupl / Figures 6b: Detail of
Landscape Character Area

C - Eerste River. The study
identified three distinct
valleys within the larger
valley, each containing
even smaller distinctive
Landscape Units.
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vegetation types, settlement patterns and human activities.
In turn, as already indicated, smaller constituent ‘landscape
units’ are being defined by our concepts, methods and
fieldwork.

Over and above the natural landscape features and the
cultural attributes identified in the foregoing, there is a
further range of factors that add to the heritage significance
of the resources, including the following (Overstrand Heritage
Landscape Group: 2009):

— Areas of scenic value, where the juxtaposition and com-
bination of the natural features in relation to each other
increases their scenic and natural heritage significance.

- Rural Farmland contributes to the particular charac-
ter and ambience of much of the Stellenbosch Municipal
Area and has historical meaning relating to the origins of
settlement in the region. Significantly these pockets of
farmland on productive soils almost exactly mirror the areas
of weathered granites and shales in the foothill zones.
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— Nature reserves, which because of their protected
status, increase the significance of the natural and scenic
resources of those areas. The Stellenbosch Municipal Area
falls within the Cape Floristic Kingdom World Heritage Site,
which has international status, and includes a number of
smaller reserves and conservancies.

- Scenic corridors occur along scenic routes, and have
particular significance where these interfaces with areas of
high scenic value. The routes tend to have regional or local
significance.

In turn, and as a consequence of quite a number of draft
iterations, all these considerations and evidence have led
to further examination of the relevant data. In particular,
we have closely scrutinised the synthesised information
emerging from the spatial overlay of:

— The Natural Constraints (fig. 3.7);

- Development of the Cultural Landscape 2010 (fig. 4.7);

- Sense of Place (fig. 5).

— JlaHawathTHO-MapLWpyTHbIE KOPMAOPLI 0CO60r0 3HaYe-
HUWS, B3aMMOJENCTBYIOLME C 30HAMU BbICOKOM Ne3axHon
LeHHOCTU. MaplwpyTbl 00bIYHO UMEIT PErMoHaNbHoE UK
MeCTHOe 3HaueHue.

BcnencTsue 60nblIOr0 KOAMYECTBA NPEABAPUTENbHbIX
NPOEKTHbIX A0PaBOTOK BO3HMKNA HEOOXOAUMOCTb AanbHeM-
LWero U3y4yeHns COOTBETCTBYIOWMX AaHHBIX. B yacTHOCTH,
Mbl 60/1ee BHUMATENbHO UCCNEL0BANU CUHTE3UPOBAHHYIO
MH(OPMALMIO O NPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM HACNO0EHUM:

— eCTeCTBEHHbIX OrpaHnyenuit (puc. 3.7);

— pa3BuTUA KynbTypHOro naHawadTa B 2010 rogy (puc.
4.7);

— atmocdepbl MecTa (puc. 5).

Pe3ynbTathl, nonyyeHHble k sHBapto 2017 roaa, yuuTbl-
BalOL4Me BCE COOTBETCTBYIOLME KPUTEPUM COTNACHO 3aKOHY
0 HaluMoHanbHoOM Hacneauu u pekomeHaauusm OHECKO
(UNESCO, 2015), npuBegeHsl Ha puc. 6, roe 0603HaveHbl
reorpathuyeckue 30Hbl, UMEKLME LLeHHOCTb C TOYKN 3peHNs
Hacnepusa. Mbl NpeanoXuny BKNIOYUTb 3TU TEPPUTOPUM B
CMUCOK OXPaHAEMbIX 0OBEKTOB, a CNIE[0BATENLHO, U B CMUCOK
00bEKTOB Hacneaus, Kak NOKa3aHo Ha pUCyHKe. 3To npepo-
XeHue 6bI10 0f06peHo YnpaBneHuem 06beKTaMu Hacneaus
npoBuHLMM 3anagHsiin Keinn.

Ceityac Mbl 3aHMMaeMcs Gonee feTanbHbIM 0630pOM
BCEN TEPPUTOPUM MYHULMNANKUTETA, BKIKOYAA FOPOACKMe
MCTOPUYECKME LLeHTPbI, U NNaHWpyeM 3aBepLIMNTb COCTaBe-
HUe peecTpa 06bEKTOB HacNefus K ceHTa6pto 2017 roga.
C6op AaHHbIX Ha MECTHOCTU MOfepHU3UpoBancs baaronaps
pa3paboTke MOBUILHOTO NPUNOKEHUS, KOTOPOE YNEHbI
KOMaHAbl CTanu UCMOb30BaTh A 3arpy3KW BaXHbIX 3ne-
MeHTOB 00bEKTOB Hacneaus Hanpamyio B npoekt MNC. Kpome

< Puc. 6. NaHpwadTHble XapaKTEPUCTUKN: CYLLECTBYIOLME OXPAHHbIE
30HbI U NPeAN0XKEHHbIE 30Hb 0XpaHbl 0GbEKTOB Hacneans. NCToYHMK:
[lenaptameHT cenbckoro xo3sicTea 3anagHoro Keitna / Figure 6:
Landscape features: existing protected areas & proposed heritage areas.
Source: Western Cape Department of Agriculture

< Puc. 6a. 3oHbl naHawadTa. NpumeyatensHo pacnonoxeHue 30Hbl C
(peka Ipcte) / Figure 6a: Landscape Character Areas — note the location
of Area C - Eerste River



Our findings, as at January 2017 applying all the relevant
criteria in terms of the NHRA and the UNESCO guidelines
(UNESCO: 2015), are illustrated in figure 6, which indicates
those geographic areas that are significant in terms of their
heritage value. We have proposed that these areas should
be protected, hence their inclusion in the Heritage Areas, as
shown in the figure. Such protection has been approved by
HWC.

We are busy with the more detailed surveying of the
entire municipal area, inclusive of the urban nodes, and we
plan to complete the heritage inventory by September of
this year. The detailed fieldwork has been streamlined by
the development of a mobile tablet application operated by
team members: it has been designed to capture the essen-
tial elements of heritages sites and feeds the information
directly into the project GIS. Furthermore, the scope of pub-
lic participation has been broadened to include an online
Google Map based survey designed to encourage members

TOro, MacwTab o6LEecTBEHHOTO y4acTus pacliMpuUncs 1 cTan
BK/IO4aTb OHNaH-0NPOC Ha 0CHOBE KapThl Google, yyacT-
HUKW KOTOPOTo MOTYT £06aBNATE MHOPMaLMIO 06 00beK-
Tax KyNbTYpHOTO 3HaueHus. Ha puc. 6a—68 npeAcTasneHa
Tekywas paboTta Haj NPOCTPAHCTBEHHbIM ONPeAeNeHNeM U
OMUCaHNEM XapaKTEPUCTUK «NaHJWADTHBIX eAUHULY.

Mo 3aBeplIEHMI0 COCTaBNEHUsA peecTpa 06bEKTOB Hacne-
AVSA Mbl TOATOTOBUM MNAH YNpaBieHns U npoBefem obyye-
HUE CAYKALWMUX MYHULMNANNTETA HaBbIKaM UCMONb30BAHUA
1 MOJEpPHU3aLMM NONHOCTbI0 UMDPOBOIl 6a3bl AaHHbIX TUC,
4T06bI B GYAYILEM MOXKHO OblIO NPABUILHO YUYUTHIBATb Npes-
JIOXEHUA MO PasBUTUIO. Mbl CUUTAEM, YTO NMPOEKT BHECET
CYLEeCTBEHHbII BKNAA B MEXAYHAPOAHYIO MPAKTUKY OXPaHbl
Hacneaus U NNaHMpPoBaHUsA Pa3BUTMA.
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A Puc. 6¢C. ICKU3, AEMOH-
CTpUpyIOLWMi onpefeneHne
NaHAWabTHO! eANHNLbI
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