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APPLICATION FORM
NOTIFICATION OF INTENT TO DEVELOP (NID)
SECTION 38 (1) AND SECTION 38 (8)
Heritage Western Cape Reference No:
To be completed by the applicant

2112 0302

Completion of this form is required by Heritage Western Cape for the initiation of all impact
assessment processes under Section 38 (1) & (8) of the National Heritage Resources Act (NHRA)
As per Section 38 (1) (e) of the NHRA, submission of the NID must be initiated at the earliest stage of development. Should
the development trigger any other legislation, practitioners may submit the NID without formal submission to other
statutory bodies in order to comply with the NHRA.
This form is to be read in conjunction with the HWC Notification of Intent to Develop, Heritage Impact Assessment, (PreApplication) Basic Assessment Reports, Scoping Reports and Environmental Impact Assessments, Guidelines for
Submission to HWC

Whilst it is not a requirement, it may expedite processes and in particular avoid calls for additional information
if certain of the information required in this form is provided by a heritage specialist/s with the necessary
qualifications, skills and experience. All sections of the form must be completed in order to deem the
application to be complete.
Making an incorrect statement or providing incorrect information may result in all or part of the application
having to be reconsidered by HWC in the future, or submission of a new application.
The following information is to be included upon submission to HWC:
1. Proof of payment with correct reference number
2. Completed and signed application form – the application form must be completed in full in order to
be considered
3. Power of Attorney
4. Locality Map
5. Images of the site and its context
6. Additional information pertaining to the heritage of the site

Application and associated documentation to be emailed to ceoheritage@westerncape.gov.za
A. APPLICABILITY OF THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT ACT (NEMA)
Department of Environmental Affairs Development Planning (Western Cape); Department of Mineral
Resources (National); Department of Environmental Affairs (National);
Reference Number (if applicable):
Please tick the applicable section:
This application is made in terms of Section 38(8) of the NHRA and an application under
NEMA has been made to the following authority:
This development will not require a NEMA application.
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B. BASIC DETAILS
PROPERTY DETAILS:
Name of property: Hoogekraal 182/1, George District and Knysna Municipality
Street address or location (eg: off R44): Bo-Langvlei Road (via N2 or Wilderness Village)
Coordinates:
Erf or farm number/s: As stated above

S 33º 58’ 37.41”
E 22º 43’ 28.99”

Town or District: George

Municipality: Knysna Municipality

Extent of property: 1010.3094 ha

Current use: Agriculture/ Tourism facilities

Predominant land use/s of surrounding properties:

Agriculture/ cultivation, Rural occupation, Nature

Reserve (SANParks)
REGISTERED OWNER OF PROPERTY:
Name and Surname:
Address

Swartvlei Equestrian Estate (Pty) Ltd

c/o Lancewood Farm, PO Box 100, Hoekwil, 6538 (Attention: Mark Rubin)

Telephone N/A

E-mail

Cell N/A

mark@lancewoodfarm.co.za

APPLICANT/ AUTHORISED AGENT:
Name and Surname: Perception Planning (Stéfan de Kock) (see Power of Attorney attached)
Address: PO Box 9995, George, 6530
E-mail
Telephone N/A

Cell 082 568 4719

perceptionplanning@gmail.com

By the submission of this form and all material submitted in support of this notification (ie: ‘the material’), all
applicant parties acknowledge that they are aware that the material and/or parts thereof will be put to the
following uses and consent to such use being made: filing as a public record; presentations to committees,
etc; inclusion in databases; inclusion on and downloading from websites; distribution to committee members
and other stakeholders and any other use required in terms of powers, functions, duties and responsibilities
allocated to Heritage Western Cape under the terms of the National Heritage Resources Act. Should
restrictions on such use apply or if it is not possible to copy or lift information from any part of the digital
version of the material, the material will be returned unprocessed. All sections of the form have been
completed.
Signature of Owner:
____________________________________________
(Power of Attorney, Proxy attached – Annexure 1)
Signature of Applicant/ Authorised Agent:

Date:

Date:

_________________________

Applicants/ agents must attach copy of power of attorney to this form.
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C. DEVELOPMENT DETAILS:
Please indicate below which of the following Sections of the National Heritage Resources Act, or other
legislation has triggered the need for notification of intent to develop.
S38(1)(a) Construction of a road, wall,
powerline, pipeline, canal or other similar
form of linear development or barrier
over 300m in length.
S38(1)(b) Construction of a bridge or
similar structure exceeding 50m in length.
S38(1)(d) Rezoning of a site exceeding
10 000m2 in extent.
Other triggers, eg: in terms of other
legislation, (ie: National Environment
Management Act, etc.) Please set out
details:

S38(1)(c) Any development or activity that will
change the character of a site (i) exceeding 5 000m2 in extent;
(ii) involving three or more existing erven or
subdivisions thereof;
(iii) involving three or more erven or
divisions thereof which have been
consolidated within the past five years.
If you have checked any of the three boxes
above, describe how the proposed development
will change the character of the site:
The proposal construction of an off-stream dam
(±3ha in extent) thus changing the character of
existing cultivated fields. Please refer to
Background Information Document (BID) for
comprehensive description.

If an impact assessment process has also been / will be initiated in terms of other legislation please provide
the following information:
Authority / government department (ie: consenting authority) to which information has been /will be
submitted for final decision: DEADP
Present phase at which the process with that authority stands: NEMA process underway
Provide a full description of the nature and extent of the proposed development or activity including its
potential impacts:
According to information made available the proposal is for construction of an off-stream dam (± 3ha
in extent) with a storage capacity of ±106,000m³ and dam wall not exceeding 5m in height.
The purpose of the proposed dam is to replace four existing dams on the property that are either failing
structurally or too limited in size/ requiring electricity to distribute water. The location of the proposed
dam however makes for the availability of clay soil for dam wall construction and gravity feeding of
water from the existing main holding dam further up along the hillside thus avoiding the need for
electrical equipment and associated costs. The water will be utilised for irrigation of recently
established Macadamia nut and Avocado orchards (CapeEAPrac, 2021).
A site plan showing the layout of and sections through the proposed dam are attached as part of
Annexure 3 to the BID report.

Estimated value cost of the project in South African Rands:

R____Unknown at this stage____
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D. ANTICIPATED IMPACTS ON HERITAGE RESOURCES

Section 3 of the National Heritage Resources Act sets out the following categories of heritage resource as
forming part of the national estate. Please indicate the known presence of any of these by checking the
box alongside and then providing a description of each occurrence, including nature, location, size, type
Failure to provide sufficient detail or to anticipate the likely presence of heritage resources on the site may
lead to a request for more detailed specialist information.
Provide a short history of the site and its environs (Include sources where available):
The original farm, measuring 4830 morgen 220 square roods (± 4,160 ha) and situated within the fieldcornetcy
of The Lakes, Division George was surveyed during 19081. However, the farm clearly existed well before this
date as confirmed through inter alia early (1880) SG mapping of the area.
While unfortunately, the 1908 survey diagram does not allude to initial ownership associated with the quitrent
grant it does highlight the location of a farmstead and at least three rectangular outbuildings to its western
flank. The siting and orientation of these buildings correspond with that of the historic farmstead and two
remaining historic outbuildings mentioned in Section 2 of this report. The diagram denotes forested areas
along steeper slopes and higher-lying river tributaries as well as several tracks – notably along the northern
banks of Swartvlei as well as a single road leading northward toward the higher-lying plateau.
An unreferenced secondary source suggests that the farm Hoogekraal was owned by Georg Sebastian
Gericke during the period 1810-1884 (Sedgefield History Tree, 2021). Confirmation of the ownership timeline
would however have to be confirmed through a deed search in the Cape Town Deeds Office (not readily
accessible at present due to continued covid-19 related restrictions). A year after the 1908 survey the farm
was subdivided2 and transferred to the “Estate of late Alfred G Robertson” thereby effectively creating portion
one of the farm Hoogekraal 182 as it exists in its present form. As with the previous survey, the 1909 diagram
(not shown here due to similarity to 1908 survey image) also records the location of the farmstead and
associated historic outbuildings.
Basic historical background research did not identify or highlight significant heritage-related aspects or
themes pertaining to the farm that would be impacted negatively through construction of the proposed off
stream dam. While it is likely that detailed archival research would provide further insights into former use
and/or understanding of heritage-related themes pertaining to the property such research is not considered
necessary for the purposes of the current proposal.
Please indicate which heritage resources exist on the site and in its environs, describe them and indicate the
nature of any impact upon them:
Places, buildings, structures and equipment of cultural significance
Description of resource: Historic farmstead and two historic outbuildings
Description of impact on heritage resource: No impact anticipated

1
2

SG Diagram 3338/1908
SG Diagram 1087/1909
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Places to which oral traditions are attached or which are associated with living heritage
Description of resource:
Description of impact on heritage resource:
Historical settlements and townscapes
Description of resource:
Description of impact on heritage resource:
Landscapes and natural features of cultural significance
Description of resource:

Description of impact on heritage resource:
Geological resources of scientific or cultural importance
Description of resource:

Description of impact on heritage resource:
Archaeological resources (Including archaeological sites and material, rock art, battlefields &
wrecks):
Description of resource:
Description of impact on heritage resource:
Palaeontological resources (ie: fossils):
Description of resource:

Description of impact on heritage resource:
Graves and burial grounds (eg: ancestral graves, graves of victims of conflict, historical
graves & cemeteries):
Description of Resource:

Description of Impact on Heritage Resource:
Other human remains:
Description of resource:
Description of impact on heritage resource:
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Sites of significance relating to the history of slavery in South Africa:
Description of resource:
Description of impact on heritage resource:
Other heritage resources:
Description of resource:
Description of impact on heritage resource:
Describe elements in the environs of the site that could be deemed to be heritage resources:
None
Description of impacts on heritage resources in the environs of the site:
No Impacts anticipated

Summary of anticipated impacts on heritage resources:
Please refer to BID for comprehensive description.
E. ILLUSTRATIVE MATERIAL:
Attach to this form a minimum A4 sized locality plan showing the boundaries of the area affected by the
proposed development, its environs, property boundaries and a scale. The plan must be of a scale and size
that is appropriate to creating a clear understanding of the development.
Attach also other relevant graphic material such as maps, site plans, satellite photographs and photographs
of the site and the heritage resources on it and in its environs. These are essential to the processing of this
notification.
Please provide all graphic material on paper of appropriate size and on CD/ USB in JPEG format. It is
essential that graphic material be annotated via titles on the photographs, map names and numbers, names
of files and/or provision of a numbered list describing what is visible in each image.

F. RECOMMENDATION
In your opinion do you believe that a heritage impact assessment is required?

Yes

No

Recommendation made by:
Name

Stéfan de Kock

Capacity

Professional Heritage Practitioner (APHP)

PLEASE NOTE: No Heritage Impact Assessment should be submitted with this form or conducted until Heritage
Western Cape has expressed its opinion on the need for such and the nature thereof.

G. INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED AND STUDIES TO BE CONDUCTED AS PART OF THE HERITAGE
IMPACT ASSESSMENT (HIA)
Heritage Western Cape Section 38 Application Form _ February 2021
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If it is recommended that an HIA is required, please complete this section of the form.
DETAILS OF STUDIES TO BE CONDUCTED IN THE INTENDED HIA
In addition to the requirements set out in Section 38(3) of the NHRA, indicate envisaged studies:
Heritage resource-related guidelines and policies.
Local authority planning and other laws and policies.
Details of parties, communities, etc. to be consulted.
Specialist studies, eg: archaeology, palaeontology, architecture, townscape, visual impact,
etc.
Provide details:
Other. Provide details:
PLEASE NOTE: Any further studies which Heritage Western Cape requires should be submitted must be in the
form of a single, consolidated report with a single set of recommendations. Specialist studies must be
incorporated in full, either as chapters of the report, or as annexures thereto.
Please refer to the Guidelines for Heritage Impact Assessments required in terms of Section 38 of the National
Heritage Resources Act (Act 25 of 1999)
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SECTION 38(8) OF THE NATIONAL HERITAGE RESOURCES ACT, 1999 (ACT 25 OF 1999)
PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OF AN OFF-STREAM DAM ON THE FARM HOOGEKRAAL 182/1,
GEORGE DISTRICT AND KNYSNA MUNICIPALITY

On behalf of: Swartvlei Equestrian Estate (Pty) Ltd
December 2021
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STÉFAN DE KOCK
PERCEPTION Planning
7 Imelda Court, 103 Meade Street, George
PO Box 9995, George, 6530
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Fax: 086 510 8357
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www.behance.net/perceptionplanningSA
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INTRODUCTION
PERCEPTION Planning was appointed by Mark Gregory Rubin (SA ID 6111095173083) on behalf of Swartvlei
Equestrian Estate (Pty) Ltd1 (being the registered landowner) to submit to Heritage Western Cape (HWC) a
Notice of Intent to Develop (NID) in terms of Section 38(8) of the National Heritage Resources Act, 1999 (Act 25
of 1999) with relation to construction of a dam on the subject property as outlined in further detail in this report.
The Power of Attorney, Title Deed and S.G Diagram are attached as part of Annexure 1.
The cadastral land unit subject to this application is as follows:
 Portion 1 of the farm Hoogekraal 182, measuring 1010,3094 ha, registered to Swartvlei Equestrian Estate
(Pty) Ltd (formerly “K2012033068 (Pty) Ltd”), held under Title Deed No. 49253/2012, situated within the
George District and jurisdiction of Knysna Municipality, Western Cape.

2.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF STUDY AREA
The subject property is situated ±14km east of the Wilderness village centre, ± 9km northwest of Sedgefield,
±2.8km east of the Rondevlei rural hamlet and ±3km north of the N2 National Road as shown in Figure 1. It
forms part of a coastal landscape extending over a distance of ±7km2 between the higher-lying plateau
along the southern foothills of the Outeniqua mountain range to the north and the Wolwe River/ northern bank
of Swartvlei lake to the south. While much of the farm forms part of the higher-lying plateau/ rural landscape
characterised by more intensive agriculture and forestry, the southernmost portion of the farm is bound by/
overlooks several natural waterbodies (specifically Rondevlei and Swartvlei) being part of the “Wilderness
Lakes Area” (or “The Lakes”) and the Garden Route National Park (Wilderness section) (see Figures 2 and 3).

Figure 1: Study area location within context of surrounding coastal landscape (GoogleEarth©, 2020, as edited)

From a closer landscape perspective, the location of the proposed dam would be within old agricultural field/
recently established orchard (macadamia and avocado trees) which in turn forms part of a narrow valley
(extending eastward from the Rondevlei hamlet). The valley is characterised by rural occupation, pastures,
and agriculture/ cultivated fields. Access is via a minor gravel farm road extending eastward from the
Rondevlei hamlet, ending at the main entrance gate to the farm. There is an existing intact dam ±350m north
of the proposed dam site. There are three other dams around the intact dam that are broken - the new dam
will be replacing these.

1
2

Entity name legally changed from K2012033068 (Pty) Ltd to Swartvlei Equestrian Centre (Pty) Ltd.
Approximate, measured along North-South axis
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Figure 2: Farm boundary in relation to surrounding rural/ coastal landscape and GRNP (CFM, 2021 as edited)

Figure 3: Location of proposed dam within surrounding natural and rural landscape contexts (GoogleEarth©, 2020 as edited)
PERCEPTION Planning
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A portion of the farm, together with a historic farmstead and outbuildings, was developed as part of a resort
by a previous landowner (c. 2011). Later expansion of an equestrian centre followed during 2014 (Figure 4).

Figure 4: Proposed dam site within context of historic farmstead/ resort, equestrian centre, and existing orchards
(GoogleEarth©, 2020, as edited)

The historic farmstead, a two-storeyed stone building featuring verandas at both ground floor and first floor
levels, is situated directly above a modern agricultural workshop/ yard separated from the farmstead by a
garden and several mature trees. A modern timber dwelling is located ±100m east of the farmstead. The
farmstead, together with two historic stonewalled outbuildings were incorporated into the aforementioned
resort development constructed during 2014, which included the insertion of ±6 small modern resort units
around the proximity of the original farmstead complex. A more detailed description follows in Section 5 of this
report. Photographs of the property and its environs are attached as Annexure 2.
3.

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
According to information made available the proposal is for construction of an off-stream dam (± 3ha in
extent) with a storage capacity of ±106,000m³ and dam wall not exceeding 5m in height.
The purpose of the proposed dam is to replace four existing dams on the property that are either failing
structurally or too limited in size/ requiring electricity to distribute water. The location of the proposed dam
however makes for the availability of clay soil for dam wall construction and gravity feeding of water from the
existing main holding dam further up along the hillside thus avoiding the need for electrical equipment and
associated costs. The water will be utilised for irrigation of recently established Macadamia nut and Avocado
orchards (CapeEAPrac, 2021). A site plan showing the layout of and sections through the proposed dam are
attached as part of Annexure 3 to this report.

4.

BASIC HISTORIC BACKGROUND
Historical background research focussed on relevant primary sources obtained in the George Museum
Archives, Cape Town Archives, Deeds Office and Surveyor General’s Office as well as research formerly
undertaken by local historians Kathleen Schulz and Lynne Thompson.

4.1

Early colonial context
A woodcutters’ outpost was established in Outeniqualand in 1777, on the approximate site on which George
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was established in 18113. The purpose for establishing a government post was two-fold, one to monitor the
illegal trafficking of wood resources from the district, and secondly to supply a regulated quantity of wood to
the Cape for building purposes. By the year 1782, 15 government employees, were stationed at the post4. The
exact position of the post house settlement has not yet been established, but the manager of the woodcutters
post, Sebastian Fend was granted land named Brakkefontein now known as the area Glenwood in 1816 once
his government position became obsolete.5 The sites of these early farmsteads have not been identified.
Early traveller accounts state that the wagon road leading from George town to the Kaaimans river crossing
then known as Kaaimansgat, ran along the ridge of the Klein Zwart and Kaaimans Rivers (approximate
location of historic George – Knysna (Saasveld) road). It would appear that many informal woodcutter
allotments were situated along this route. Many of these homes seem to have been destroyed during c. 1801
by invaders from the Eastern Cape as testified by early traveller W Paravicini di Capelli when he travelled the
route in 1803. “Departing from the Outeniqua Post, we saw on our way through the forest many farms
plundered, burnt or completely destroyed……. By noon we halted at the burnt-out farmhouse of a certain
Hertz Grunstadt ……. In the afternoon we crossed the deep drift of the Trakadakouw (Kaaimansgat)”.
4.2

Hoogekraal 182
The original farm, measuring 4830 morgen 220 square roods (± 4,160 ha) and situated within the fieldcornetcy
of The Lakes, Division George was surveyed during 19086. However, the farm clearly existed well before this
date as confirmed through inter alia early (1880) SG mapping of the area (Figure 5).

Figure 5: Early farm Hoogekraal as per 1880 SG Mapping for Outeniqualand (George Museum Archives as edited)

While unfortunately, the 1908 survey diagram does not allude to initial ownership associated with the quitrent
grant it does highlight the location of a farmstead and at least three rectangular outbuildings to its western
flank. The siting and orientation of these buildings correspond with that of the historic farmstead and two
remaining historic outbuildings mentioned in Section 2 of this report. The diagram denotes forested areas along
steeper slopes and higher-lying river tributaries as well as several tracks – notably along the northern banks of
Swartvlei as well as a single road leading northward toward the higher-lying plateau.
An unreferenced secondary source suggests that the farm Hoogekraal was owned by Georg Sebastian
Gericke during the period 1810-1884 (Sedgefield History Tree, 2021). Confirmation of the ownership timeline
would however have to be confirmed through a deed search in the Cape Town Deeds Office (not readily
Cape Town National Archives (CTNA) C 155 Resolutions of Political Raad: 8.7.1777, pp. 279 – 283
Kaapse Archiefstukken - Pg 449; Kathleen Jeffreys. Pub. Cape Times Beperkt 1931
Cape Town Deeds Office (CTDO)George Quitrents 1/1816 measuring 15 morgen 406 sq rds.
6 SG Diagram 3338/1908
3
4
5
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accessible at present due to continued covid-19 related restrictions). A year after the 1908 survey the farm
was subdivided7 and transferred to the “Estate of late Alfred G Robertson” thereby effectively creating portion
one of the farm Hoogekraal 182 as it exists in its present form. As with the previous survey, the 1909 diagram
(not shown here due to similarity to 1908 survey image) also records the location of the farmstead and
associated historic outbuildings.

Figure 6: Cadastral boundaries of property transposed onto early farm Hoogekraal denoting position of historic farmstead
and outbuildings (SG Diagram 3338/1908 as edited).

Basic historical background research did not identify or highlight significant heritage-related aspects or themes
pertaining to the farm that would be impacted negatively through construction of the proposed off stream
dam. While it is likely that detailed archival research would provide further insights into former use and/or
understanding of heritage-related themes pertaining to the property such research is not considered
necessary for the purposes of the current proposal.
5.

HERITAGE RESOURCES AND ISSUES
The historic farmstead while considered of high local architectural and aesthetic cultural significance, is
situated at a location elevated well above, and ±70m southeast, of the proposed dam site. The farmstead is
7

SG Diagram 1087/1909
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furthermore visually screened through mature trees as well as modern functioning agricultural workshop and
yard to the south. The historic outbuildings would be situated ±100m and ±150m, respectively, from the
proposed dam site (Figure 7). Note that the aerial image used in this figure is dated 2016, which date
precedes the establishment of orchards on the farm as evident on Figure 4 (dated 2020). It is not anticipated
that the proposal would detract from the overall cultural significance of these historic buildings, which will
continue to form part of a working farm.

Figure 7: Location of proposed dam within context of historic farmstead, workshops, yard, resort accommodation and
equestrian centre. Note the base image is dated 2016, which precedes the establishment of an orchard on the farm (GM
GIS, 2016 as edited).

Analysis of early (1936 and 1974) aerial photography was useful in the identification of traditional (i.e. PreModern) land use patterns and therefore informing our understanding of the cultural landscape context of the
study area and its direct environs.
Flight survey 114 of 1936 (Figure 8):
 This early image confirms the long-standing pattern of agriculture/ cultivation within the narrow valley east
of the Rondevlei rural hamlet and directly north of waterbodies of Rondevlei and Swartvlei. While the
resolution of the particular image is not sufficient to allow for identification of individual buildings, the
historic farmstead complex is clearly evident. Furthermore, the outlines of individual cultivated (ploughed)
fields are noted – around the proximity of the farmstead, the location of the proposed dam site, and along
the valley beyond. The beginnings of forestry plantations, at the bottom of the image, between Rondevlei
and Swartvlei are visible.
Flight survey 736 of 1974 (Figure 9):
 The expansion of forestry plantations within the proximity of the study area by this time is particularly striking
in this image. Established plantation are evident south of the proposed dam site (between Rondevlei and
Swartvlei), to the east as well as north of the historic farmstead. As in the previous image, the outlines of
cultivated fields within the direct proximity to the historic farmstead remain mostly unchanged.
From broader archival research it is known that early (colonial) occupation of this landscape occurred well
before formal surveying of the original farm Hoogekraal in 1908 as early lands grants date back to as early as
the late 18th century. Taken in conjunction with available primary archival sources (e.g. 1908, 908 diagrams)
and more recent historic aerial imagery it is therefore evident that the farm, and more specifically farmlands
along the valley east of Rondevlei hamlet, form part of a rural landscape that has been subject to
transformation through agriculture/ cultivation over an extended period of time. This pattern of land use
continues to present day.
PERCEPTION Planning
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Figure 8: Location of proposed dam site within context of traditional landscape patterns prevalent during 1957 (Flight 403,
Flight Strip 17, Image 18757, NGSI as edited)

Figure 9: Location of proposed dam within context of traditional landscape patterns prevalent during 1974 (Flight 736, Flight
Strip 20, Image 01013, NGSI as edited)
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From an archaeological perspective, the likelihood of the area presenting opportunities for significant
archaeological occurrences is considered extremely low given the known long-standing patterns of land use
(agriculture and forestry) in the surrounding area. Available early mapping and aerial imagery confirms the
pattern of agriculture/ cultivation on and around the proximity of the proposed dam site. No ruins or
graveyards were noted during fieldwork. The proposal would not impact on the historic farmstead and the two
associated historic outbuildings which had been incorporated into a modern resort complex by a previous
landowner during c. 2011.
According to the SAHRIS Paleo-sensitivity
mapping8 the development footprint of
the proposed dam is located within an
area marked as Blue and described as
being of low paleo-sensitivity thus
requiring
“no
palaeontological
studies…however a protocol for finds is
required” (Figure 10.
Figure 10: Paleo-sensitivity within the proximity
of the proposed dam site (SAHRIS, 2021 as
edited)

While intermittent views of the proposed
dam might be visible from e.g. the Cape
Dune Mole Rat Trail traversing the natural
dunes being part of SANParks, ±1km
south of the proposed dam site, it is our
view that the dam would be viewed
within the context of the established
agricultural landscape.
Following from the above assessment it is therefore our view that no further heritage-related studies are
warranted in this instance and that the development may proceed.
7.

RECOMMENDATION
Having regard to the above assessment it is our view that the proposed construction of an off-stream dam
would not negatively impact on heritage resources of cultural significance, and it is therefore recommended
that no future heritage-related studies be required in this instance. A protocol for potential palaeontological
finds should however be included.
PERCEPTION Planning
13th December 2021

STEFAN DE KOCK
Hons: TRP(SA) EIA Mgmt(IRL) Pr Pln PHP
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https://sahris.sahra.org.za/map/palaeo, accessed 6th December 2021

PERCEPTION Planning

COPYRIGHT RESERVED

10

ANNEXURE 2 - PHOTOGRAPHS

HOOGEKRAAL 182/1, GEORGE

PHOTO KEY DIAGRAM
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HOOGEKRAAL 182/1, GEORGE

Photo 1: South-facing view of existing orchards with Swartvlei in the distance, far left of image.

Photo 2: Southeast-facing view across existing orchards, proposed dam site would be in mid-ground left in this image.

Photo 3: Southwest-facing across former agricultural field where dam is proposed to be constructed.
2
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HOOGEKRAAL 182/1, GEORGE

Photo 4: West-facing view of existing agricultural workshop/ yard. Farmstead situated higher along the slope, hidden behind mature trees to the right of this image.

Photo 5: East-facing view of existing fields where dam is proposed to be constructed.

Photo 6: Southwest-facing view showing part of equestrian centre/ tourism component on working farm.
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HOOGEKRAAL 182/1, GEORGE

Photo 7: Northeast-facing view towards rear of agricultural workshop/ yard with tourism accommodation directly to the left. background.

Photo 8: North-facing view of farmstead (right) and tourism accommodation (left).

Photos 9-11: Closer views of historic farmstead.
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HOOGEKRAAL 182/1, GEORGE

Photos 12-14: Closer views of historic farmstead.

Photos 15,16: Historic outbuilding A (refer to Figure 7 in the BID)

Photo 18: Historic outbuilding B (refer to Figure 7 in the BID)

Photo 19: North-facing view across tennis court.

Photo 17: Historic outbuilding B (refer to Figure 7 in the BID)

Photo 20: Modern (timber) dwelling.
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HOOGEKRAAL 182/1, GEORGE

Photo 21: Contextual southeast-facing view showing location of historic structures with orchard in the distance.

Photo 22: Contextual north-facing view of modern tourism accommodation, historic outbuilding A to the left of this image.

Photo 23: Northwest-facing view across cultivated fields/ position of proposed dam with agricultural workshop/ yard and modern timber dwelling visible in distance. Historic farmstead not visible.
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